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# i7 i6
Date Submitted 24/03/17 22/03/17
Your name Naomi Maclean Ann-Maree Manson-Petherick

Ernzil address

nacmi.maclean168i1@gmail.com

principal@saintjos.school.nz

Preferred contact phone nurnber

211805941

06 388 0531 or 0275179915

Your postal address

2 Kakapo Place

£.0.Box 192 Taihape

Town

Taihape

Talhape

Preferred mode to communicate

email

email

Speak 1o 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsl|etter

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 twe car parks frenting 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

Tathape 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 ta not upgrade the Taihape pools you are will be taking away the opportunity for children to leam fo swim in this
area. Mot 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.

1 know that currently in Taihape we have the opportunity to prepare our chifdren to he safe in the water. | 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 | know that they would utilise this more. Coming from outside of Taihape ! know that schools dont have the same access t0 swimming
instructors lika we do in Taihape and | do not think the council realises how good the programs that are run here are. | 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 tessons 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 ruch easier on your chitdrens joints because there isnt that constant foot to cement impact.

There are alse several psychological benefits of swimming., A swim session at the pool relaxes the mind, uplifts the spiriy and is also often an occasion
for socfal 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 o the legs to the arms. Swimming is for everyone, both young and obd. 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 |
believe they could have been done a little safer
for this community. When wet they are
dangerous and | 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. | would hate for anyone to be injured
severely because of something that could have

How all decisions impact upon the next generation....




# 15
Date Submitied 21/03/17
Your name Ngaire Wishnowsky

Emait address

nrwish69@gmail.com

Preferred contact phone nurnber

06 327 6339

Your postal address

16 Tennent Court

Town

Marton 4710

Preferred mode to communicate

email

Speak t¢ submission?

Skype details:

Are you writing this submission as:

individual

If on behalf of an arganisation, please provide details:

Qrganisation:

Position:

yes | would like 1o 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

Qption 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 | 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 2017/187?

Page 2



# 2 21
Date Submitted 29/03/17 25/02/17
Your name Melanie Pera alan dickson

Email address

karinz2z714@gmail.com

howlsdicko@xtra.co.nz

Preferred contact phone number

3274338

Your postal address

9 oxford street

Town

marton

Preferred mode to communicate

ermail

letter

Speak to submission?

Skype details;

Are you writing this submission as:

Individual

Individual

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details:

Crganisation:

Position:

yes | 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 Mzmorial Park

option 2

Give us your alternative proposal location.

Taihape Pool Upgrade

option 2

Toilets

option 1

Alternative focation 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 2017/187

Acknowledged:
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# 20 19
Date Submitted 28/03/17 22/03/17
Yaour 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 huia 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-Rughy Manager-Catering Supervisor
yes | would fike 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.

Mear the park next to poals maybe attached to the pootl's building

New amenity, near the present public toilets or by the swimming pools, if the old grandstand is to
he demalished, 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 thisg
Cansyltation Document?

What other issuas would you like Council to considar as
part of its planning for 2017/187

Acknowledged:
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# 18
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 [ would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter

Bulls Community Centre option 2
Sale of surplus propertiesin Bulls

The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. ves

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yas

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. ves
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
Tailets 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 notedin this
Consultation Document?

What other issues would you like Council to cansider as
part of its planning for 2017/187

Acknowledged:
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# 10 8
Date Submitted 3/12/2017 3/8/2017
Your name rebecca wilkinson Hannah Kuriger

Email address

beedoubleyou32@gmail.com

Preferred contact phone number

Your postal address

Town

Preferred mode to communicate email email

Speak to submission?

Skyne details:

Are you writing this submission as: QOrganisation
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details:

QOrganisation: Bulls Girl Guides
Position: Girl Leader
yes | 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. ¥&s

Marton Civic Centre Option?

Why is this your preference?

Marton needs a central focal point to add some vibrance to the town - it currently fooks 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.

Taithape 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 2017/187

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. | have 2 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 feast 25 years. Can the plunket
playground be fixed up or a playground built at marton park where there is ail that space!? | would
happily see my rates go ta that.

Also how about curb side recycling like every other town gets? And more rubbish bins around the
town 5o litter is not dropped all over the streets. PLEASE build a playground close to town
that is suitable for al! 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.




# 7 &
Date Submitted 3/7/2017 3/6/2017
Your name Branwyn Meads Tony Pernthaner

Email address

bronnygm@yahoo.co.nz

pernthaneri@hotmail.com

Preferred contact phane number 273022888 211091599
Your postal address 696 Parewanui Road RD 1 19 High Str
Town Buils Bulls
Preferred made to communicate email letier
Speak to submission?

Skype details:

Are you writing this submission as: Individual Individual
If on behalf of an organisaiion, please provide details:

Organisation:

Position:

ves | would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter

Bulls Community Centre aption 1 option 2
Sale of surplus propertiesin 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 Civie Centre QOption 3 Option 1

Why is this your preference?

| would like to see the heritage factor remain in the street. | 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
Caonsuliation Document?

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

Istrangly feel that the cauncil needs to retain the existing town hall building in Bulls because of its
historical value and unigue original character,

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

8ulls Domain: | 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: | would like Council to reconsider placement of this sign. The
10Ckmph comes into play just before the turn off to Rivarlands, 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.

Daca-Z
T J




# 5 3

Date Submitted 3/3/2017 37272017

Your name Bave Seott Madeleine Grove

Email address dgs.clear@yahoo.com mgrove@stonnington.vic.gov.au
Preferred contact phone number 2102589500 0407 557630 Melbourne Austratia
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 detalls:

Are you writing this submission as: Individual Individuai

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details:

Organisation:

Fosition:

ves | would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter

Bulls Community Centre option 2 option 2

Sale of surplus propertiesin Bulls

The araa known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes yES

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes yes

The two car parks fronfing Criterion Street. yes yas

Marton Civic Cenire Cption 4

Why is this your preference?

{ do not believe that the Rangitikei has the rate base to support major capital development and
given the population and % use of these buildings, | don't think the cost/benefit stacks up. | support
all strategies to keep rates down and a 1.7% increase only, is a good achievement. | 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

Tathape Memorial Park

Give us your alternative proposal location.

Talhape Pool Upgrade

Option 2

Toilets

Option 1

Alternative location sugeestions

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

Great mechanism for easy feedback. Well doneg!

What ather 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 3 community strategy to see the
Rangitikei as a tourist destination.

Strategies to welcome new comers to the district and make the district appealing as a
immigration/rel ocation propesition {inclusion as opposed o exclusion),




#

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, Tathape 4792

Town

Tathape

Preferred mode to communicaie

email

Speak to submizsion?

Skype deatails;

Are you writing this submission as:

Individual

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details:

Organisation:

Position:

yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s e-newsietter

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 bhe

used by all groups and the publi.

Taihape Pool Upgrade

option 1

Toilets

opticn 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 2017/187?

Acknowledged:

Page 9
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E.MAILED

Submission Form

Your name: A \’bw\*é,

Email addrese:

Preferred contact phone number:

_ozF 2920u-2&

Your postal address:

BADY Whaceaos
lﬁ:ut'\ﬂi@?
Stcj. 1\"\

-

How would you prefer to fecsive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:
0 Email HTetler

Town:

Woauld 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 peraon in Marion at the Council
Chamber

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

FPosition:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
g-newsletier

Page 10

RECEIVED

2 8 MAR op17
10:... 40, ‘il

AT
PLE: L g g

AL L LT L T LI T TIT ]

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes. | support relaining 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 - | want Council io abandon the
proposed new Buils 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 O No

Martion Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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)

OO 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



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

[0 Option 1 — | 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
» atthe ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

0 Option 8 - | support demalishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of ithe other viable locations:

¢ near the swimming pool
on the site currently used as ioilels
« atthe ends of the neiball couris

[altemnative proposall [ M. 4

éwa/o/moo/

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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).

[J Option 2 — | 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, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

¥

a.

h

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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 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 reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 11
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E-NAILED  REGEVED

31 MAR 7017

TO: RLLLAL L T U LTI ETTT TP Y
s i

DOG: i pofooy/

Submission Form

Your name; | !Q\” jgb }E EQP]
Emazl addressmhg i@

anenl com

Preferred comact phone number:

02264071459

Your postal address.

Tahape.

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relghirig to your submission and the hearings?:
Email O 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:

Paosition:

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

Page 12

Bulls Community Centre

[J Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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.

0O Yes 0 No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

00 2: demolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site’

00 3; retaining part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference"
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Option 4 - fwant Councll {o abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbier/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams bulldings,
selt the site, and underiake necessary
ezrihguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and litrary tuildings.

Taii\lw;‘a_;pé"’?;?emoz‘iai Park

_,fl;__f"bpiion 1 ~1 support retaining the grandsiand
and iocaling the new amenily biocks in one of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming pool
on the site currently used as toilats
at the snds of the neiball couris

£

Option 2 - | sUpport demaolishing the
grandsiand and locating the new amenity
black on that site.

{0

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

on the site currently used as tollets

at the ends of the netball courts
jaltzrmative propasail

Talhapa #ool Upgrade

L1 Option 1 — Yes, | suppart funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Poal during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shoriiall from exiernal funding
applications {up to $204,000).

T Option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Tathape
Poal shouid be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by saurces othar than Councii.

Toitels

O Opticin 1 — Yes. t support the provision
of new igilets in Mangawska village and
Council setting aside $25,000 1o supbort an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Taurism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at
the following 4 locationa:

a. Papakal Park, Talhape

b, Swirmming spot off Toe Tos Boad

RMiver bank arza near Bulls Bridgs

o

d. Bruce Paik [with aporeval from the
Depadment of Conservation)
iaftermnaiivie suggestions]

2

f.

O Option 2 — | do nat support the provision of
additional public tailets in the District at this
time.

Do you have any commient on other
matiers noted in this Consuliation
Documeni? (use exira pages if
Necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use extra pages if nacessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please nole that sulwmissions are public informaiion.
The content ont this form including your personal
informafion and subrmizsion will be mads avallable (o
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission wiil only be usaed for ifie
purpose al the annual plan process. The information
Wil Be held by the Hangitivel District Councl, 45 High
Streat, Marton. You have the righi to sccess and carrsct
any personal infermation included in any reports,
infarmation or submissions.

Subnmissions sigse gt midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,

Page 13



RECEIVED

34 MAR 2017

To:

Doc: ...

Submission Form

Your name: C?C?"’??-"'/ ff’d //(

Email address: ,ij-/-dfjcdq aj

/V(L;?aDLCO —e? 2y
Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

387 43&@9{51“ AKoxd
A o~ A

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
Ea?g to your submission and the hearings?:
mail O Letter

Town:

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 al the Council
Chamber

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

Writing this submission as:
n individual, or
O on behalf of an arganisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 14

Bulls Community Centre
ption 1 — Yes, | 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
fram 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 new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The arza known as the Walton Street

subdivision.
m/fﬁl: O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazjng.
es O No

Thevo car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

yn Civic Centre
Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the

continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two)

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

0O 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?

g s

394
: - O P
i L 370

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

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

[0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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

Jpp!ications (up to $200,000).

Option 2 - | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 - | 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 Dvelop
Noden Segle B

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissians are public information.
The content on this form ineluding your personal
information and submission will be made availabie 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.

Page 15
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T0;..
FILE:..\.o..f ..P' et 2

DOC: bl 153 6 8

Submission Form

Your name: Q(c?ﬂ/ ﬁ]"{fﬂ/

Email address: CA A Ff. A 93 é‘J\J‘Lﬁm’

Preferred contact phone number:

0,7 36%59/27

Your postal address:

‘g()# H&w‘l‘v\fp\ S‘g"

Town: ' N [r\a{?
How would you prefer to receive correspondence .
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter

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

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

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

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

If on behaif of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisaticn:

Position:

E’g;es | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 16

Bulls Community Cenire

[0 Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the

L+evised and expanded new Bulls Community

Cenire on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

L’lfOption 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the avallable 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
Eu}division.
Yes

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
O Yes

1 No

[0 No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes 0O No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

.00 Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ Department of Conservation)
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, [alternative suggestions]
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present e
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park 8

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

= near the swimming pool

= on the site currenily used as toilets

- at the ends of the nethall courts B b " h
| i L o you have any comment on other
{alternalive. prapossl] r‘ Q‘L C(‘; ot "{7 matters noted in this Consultation

& bm\c{ New pyb‘;c' le/"[') cJ'uaq Document? (use exira pages if
7005 > = N’M necessary)
O Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

0O Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
time.

O Option 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

> ‘atihe.ands chihie netogll ogrts (_ What other issues would you like Council
[alternative proposal] ) ﬂ( 4 Mo to consider as part of its planning for

WM W\)JU,_L( (/( v\t p[ aci. ZOVHIBT (Hscienied piges i incoesaly)
,.s

Tﬂg_me Pool Upgrade - "D N\de\{r

G/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Privacy Act 1993

Please note thal submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to

w i the media and public as part of the decision making
- process. Your submission will only be used for the

O Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision purpose of the annual plan process. The information
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
application to the Government's Mid-sized any personal information included in any reports,
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at Information or submissions.
the following 4 locations:

_ . Submissions close at midday on Friday,
a. Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.

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

Page 17
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Submission Form

Your name:  Ajan Milne

Email address: gjan bulls@xtra.co.nz

Preferred contact phone number: ngg3554500

Your postal address: g4 pigae Strest . Bulls

Town:

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 18

RECEIVED

File: V- KPP =Ly

Bulls Community Centre

¢ Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

dves O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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?

boc:.17..0376

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Council io 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 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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.

a.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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 Couneil, 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.

Page 19
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TO: R L T L L ]

T A
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Submission Form

}‘our aime: -
Té}uw | HENWAT

Emall address:

Preferred contact phone number:
el 3950 0G0LE

Your postal address:

80‘:‘ fs’/

Town: N Q'L/I-\Q_ﬁ_{_

How would you prefer io recsive colrespondence
ralaiing to your submission and the hearings?:

O Emadl 3 Letter

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

[ present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from anciher location (please
provide skype detalls)

Are you writing this submission as:

1 an individual. or

2 on behalf of an organisation

if on behali of an crganisation. plesse provide

details:

Organisation:

Pasition:

O yes | would liks to sulscribe to Council's
e-nawsletier

Page 20

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Ves, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.38 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Communnity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incarparating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Opiion 2 — | want Counell to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Canire
and review the available options, including
strangthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
budiding.

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 Sireet
subdivision.
O Yes O Mo

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

The two car parks fronting Critericn Streat
O Yes O Ko

Matrton Civie Centre

0 Options 1. 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
cortinuing work on redeveloping the CGobbler/
Davenpor Abrabiam & Williams B Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two)

O 1: retaining and refirbishing all thies
buildings

I

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

O 8: retalning 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

t
i

[0 Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
=l the site, and undertake necessary
~arthguake strengthening of the present
WMarion administration and library buildings.

Taithape Memorial Park

i Optien 1 — | support retam!ng th
< locating the new ame

hdstand
locks in one of

e site currently used as toileis
il 1he ends of the netball courts
[zlteimative proposal]

\Aon 2 — | support demolishing the

grandstand and locating the new amenity
Block on that site.

[ Option 3 — | supporit dewThing the
grandstand and logatfg e new amenity
ocks in ongefthe othier viable location:

? S\Nillllﬂi'.l“lfl [acn
Cihe sito currently used as toileis

{the ends of the netball courts
ative pltoposaij l
!'*Oun.t _ Mp(ﬂ-ﬁ Y blzt;!c.r )
bmtf \NNMG‘? uLuC\.e; avellh

Taihape Pool Upg & Cach mwa.

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

\L;téption 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Foal should be deferred until the funding gap
covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

[0 Opiion 1 — Yes, | 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

24

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

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

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use exira 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 puldlic information.
The eontent on this form including your parsonal
information and submission will be made available ta
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of ihe annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Sireel, Marton. You have the right io access and correct
any personal infarmation included in any reporis,
information or submissions,

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 21
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Submission Form

Your name: O\ >

Vreom

Email address:

¢ iCCa v\

Caar Vg foon (D\r\:}'avwal'
=

Preferred contact phone number:

oLy JroLEl

Your postal address:

A (o) <Y

/-T;.C!\f R
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

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

Town:

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 Martan 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:

Paosition:

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

Page 22

RECEIVED

2 t MAR ny

E M‘VLED FILE: ., iﬂ;ﬁw
DOC: ...k L..... 5]

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Cenire 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 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 Streetl

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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility en 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSUETATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

3 Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthaning of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

E/Opiicn 1 — | support reiaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming rool

" _an the site currently used as toileis”

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

0O Option 2 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and lecating the new amenity
block on that site.

{1 Opiion 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in ane of the other viable locations:

near the swimming pool
+ on the site currently used as toilets
+ at the ends of the nethall courts
[altemative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E(Dptiom — Yes, | 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).

] Opticn 2 = | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council,

Toilets

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

a. Papakai Park, Taihape

b. Swimriing spot off Toe Toe Road

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[alternative suggestions]

&.

f.

q.
h.

EZ/Option 2 — | do not suppert 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
2017/187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1683

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 23
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Submission Form

Your name: 4/6-2_:@+

% O N Uiy
Email address: /

Preferred contact phone number:

06 388 (797

Your postal address:

(3 KokaKe SDlrect

[
Town: W

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:
E?/an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

RECEIVED

Bulls Community Centre

[0 Option 1 - Yes, | 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, incarporating 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 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 — | 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 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity

[Jblock on that site.

Option 3 — | 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

v/ atthe ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

¥ Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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:

V(! 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.

O Option 2 — | 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)

slool £y He ik 004

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 fo
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
Sireet, 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: MM@L Diu ?rrﬂ .

Email address:

Preferred contact phone nuriber:

Your postal address:

Cst Xenoel - Qucie)
(a“'*@(’Q
/ﬁ;\\\m& (97:_

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

O Email O Letter

Town:

Waould 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:
O an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 26

Bulls Community Centre

[0 Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 Sireet
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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

[0 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present

Martan administration and library buildings.

O Option 1 — [ 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]

E’Dption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block an that site.

[0 Option 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 loileis

= at the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal] m

0 Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

¥

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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

-

(-
i

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

. R L
/H% [Or;('i as O (\‘E‘r;{:\-“@’iblr c~A S
o dsp of e ey

RN L-L'\-]'

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personaf
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, 48 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:

Alisoy ANDRE oS

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

BRARA/6O
Your postal address:
=2 MHummond 5/
Gulls

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

O Email [Letter

Town:

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:
JZ/an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation: ——

Position:

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

Page 28

Bulls Community Centre

L".I/Option 1 — Yes, | 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, incorperating 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 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
g’%&f\fision.
es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
Bas
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
[ Yes No

O No

[0 No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

0O Option 1 -1 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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 portaleos at
the following 4 localions:

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 — | 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
2017/187 (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
purpase of the annual plan process. The informaiion
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any persanal infarmation included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:
/zM'San :D.p Pri G

Email address:

e dor rian@ :A'{lrf.‘\ . Gy BT
Preferred contact phone number:

0d 744! 450

Your postal address:

B+ 4.52

Town:

J" .' {. E F 3
/7 i ‘{jdiu)-fi \
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:
mail O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish 1o (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:
O an individual. or
L¥Bn behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position: {
GA&M 30&4&:’54 N

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

Page 30

iGEVED

L7 MAR 2017

s
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Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Couneil to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and repiacing 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
puildings

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and
canstructing 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 - | 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 — | 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
[alternative proposal]

[0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
arandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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 tollets

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Talhape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Foal should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 porialoos 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)

lalternative suggestions]
| Suppot 1 Jookrg ivdo !
e. l 5%1{,’]01- CcoUnct 00 1y :rqzo |

t: ng'h'nr'w o{ mﬂk.’r\? 'ﬂ{ /ﬁ—m =nty.x,£m

Ql’L” 'k'?ltiif' nda\ﬂlﬂw —Iﬁﬁ ;?Jl‘c (2L

h.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira 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 conient on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the deecisian 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 corract
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:

Pr\. son
Email address:
a\Son  voned @ wAva. co . AL

—
Preferred contact phone number:

ok 3%3w00s
Your postal addrass:

22  Yawds \(Zoc\c{
U ON. S
Town: ﬂ\;j\e,“ox_,
i

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

mail O Letter

'To AL

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 detalls)

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

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

[ yes [ would like to subseribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 32

REGEIVEL

2 & MAR 2017
Fle: £.0F =t —te

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 —Yes, | support retaining the
updated budgst of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
GCentre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were mads,

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 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 Haytock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
[0 Yes 0 No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 8 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenpart/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring {(strike out two)

[ 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and
consiructing 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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RANGITIKEIDISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAM 2017/18

0 Option 4 — |wani Councit fo abandon the
proposed redeveiopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Wiliams buildings,
seli the site, and undertalte necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library hulldings.

Taihape Memarial Park

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

*  hear the swimming poo

- on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball couris

[alternative proposal]

Optioh 2 — [ support demoiishing the
grandstand and lacating the new amenity
biock on that site.

[J Option 3 — 1 support demelishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the ather viable Jocations:
near the swimming pool

« on the site currently usad as toilets

- &t the ends of the netball courts

[altsrnative proposal] "‘T'"_\ 4o IS

COPNE_ o(\ uk‘s ‘-’\AJ:;)?‘D
(T hra~diiond ' Mgwaﬁ)

Taihape Poo! Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, [ support funding the upgrade
of the Taithape Poel during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
o caver any shottfall from external funding
applications {up to $200,000}.

O Qption 2 — { think the upgrade of the Tathape
Pool should be deferrad until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

Option 1 - Yes, 1 support the provision

of new ieilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25.000 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for pontaloos at
the following 4 Wocations:

a. Papakai Park, Tathape
b. Swimming spot off Toe Tas Road
¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[aiternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

£ Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
time.

Bo you have any eomment on cther
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use exira pages if
necessary}

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017187 {(use exfra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please nole that submissipns are public informalfon.
The content on this form inciuding your personal
information and submission vill be mada available fo
the media and public as part of ihe decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual pian process. The Information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 48 High
Street, Marion. You have the right to access and carraet
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:‘)d(([;,)_' M

Email address: O | ¢ _ R @ holmay) - Co.

nez

Preferred contact phone number:

~ 03l 22Q TS0

Your postal address:
Town: 6U “ S

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 arganisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 34

Bulls Community Centre

HOption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
No

O Yes
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

,@ 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

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

Why is this your preference?
00t Muws the old'
(01d hertkage preseeved

~
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Submission Form

Your name: AHQI’\ M Q.Q_Okr

Email address:

bﬁtjj ra o) Aaf_maf

Preferred contact phone number:

Com

Your postal address:

3 Holland Crescent
Town: @M“S

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
?A‘ng lo your submission and the hearings?:
Email O Letter

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

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from ancther 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 35

Bulls Community Centre
Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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.

es O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

gragig.
es O No

Th o car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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: demalishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

IE/B(eta;ining 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 — | 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 - | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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]

£

f.

g.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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

Flease 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
Sireet, 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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31 MAR 2017

File: .

e 170412

Submission Form

Your name: A ‘\j ‘;\ FC;. \ \:(\ ey

Email address: a ﬂ_-PCJt HC_HQ Vs @
LYa -e.n2
Preferred contact phone number:

Db 2220226

Your postal address:

7 foplev Grow_
Budly
BullS

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

mail O Letter

Town:

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

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

Are you writing this submission as:
B4 individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 37

subgdivisian.
Yes

Bulls Community Centre

| ption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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
0O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

gragng.
es

Th o car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O No

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abyaham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/Hig\ Street) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, priferring (strike out two)

O 1:retaining and re
buildings

rbishing all three

O 2: demolishing all thrag buildings and
constructing a new faci\ty on the site

O 3: retaining part of the fadades 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 4y | want Council to abandon the
evelopment of the Cobbler/
aham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present

Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option N\- | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other vijble locations:

+ near the swirkming pool

+ on the site curkently used as toilels
+ at the ends of tke netball courts
[alternative propos

O Option 2 — | supporf\demolishing the
grandstand and locathig the new amenity
block an that site.

O Option 3 — | support demgolishing the
grandstand and locating §ne new amenity
blocks in one of the ather \iable lacations:

+ 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, | 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 Yup to $200,000}).

O Option 2 — | tRink the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be\deferred until the funding gap
is covered by s

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | sipport the provision
of new toilets in Marlgaweka village and
Council setting aside '$25,000 to support an
application to the Goveynment'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)

[alterné jve suggestions]

e\
O\
.
. \

O Option 2 - I% 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)

Ne

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

No

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
fnformation and submission will be made avariable fo
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpase 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 persanal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

S S Y

Email address:

-

/
Preferred contact phone number:

(2| 98702 |

Your postal address:

9 2 6‘/@"
Toun: L[S

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your WSSHJH and the hearings?:
O Email etter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? |f 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:
I{an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 39

i

1 8 MAR 2017

AECEIVED

2 8 MAR 2017
To; P5
Fie: == 1 =

Bulls Community Centre

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

/ ( entre on the site of the former Criterion

Hatel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.
EZpticm 2 — | want Council to abandon the
propased new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or

demolishing it and replacing il 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
Mision.
es ONo

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

The two car parks fpanting Criterion Street
O Yes 0

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenpori/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?

Doc: 170288
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Submission Form

p‘-‘f/'l/l

Email address: 5, 4, s b 0 jee, @
%'./. (am J

Preferred contact phone number:

02)033Los)

Your postal address: ?
Crescent

Town:lgy//}

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

Email O Letter

Your name: ﬂmmﬁfm

ol fenc!

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 persaon 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
OO on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 40

REGEIVED

30 MAR 2017

...................................

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parksfronting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

E‘I 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?

Loldongs ave o4 of chole
& éfnxg,a!_
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

T R R T P A i o .
CEMEULTATION DN THE ANNUAL BLAR

3

o
B3
o

Option 4 — Twant Council o azandon th
croposed redevelaopmean of the Cobheerd
Davenpori/dbranam and Williams buiidings.
sell ine site. and underteke necessary
carthguake strengthening of ihe present
warton administration anc library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

1] Option 1 — | suppoert retaining the grandstand
and fozaing the new amenity biocks in oneg of
the other viable locations:

+ pear the swimming pool

+cr ihe site currently uzed as toliets

» at the ends of the neiball courts

iaHernative r}ropmdij

O Option 2 — 1 support demolisking the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
lock on that sis,

JOption 3 — 1 support demalisking Lhe
grandsland and locating He naw ameity
Clocks in one of the otiver viable locations:

- near the gwimming poot
cn ihe site currently used as {9ilets

» at the ends of the netball courts

‘zllernative propesal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

H Opiion 1 - Yes. | support funding 1he upgrade

il the Taihape Pool during 2017 afier the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shortfall iror exteral funding
applications (up to 5200,000;,

(|

Option 2 -t think the upgrade of the Taihaps
Pocl shouid be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

‘?Eeis

¥ Option 1 - Yes. | support the provision
of new “cilets in Mangaweka village 2nd
Council setting aside 325,000 o support an
application to the Governmeant's Mid-sized

Tourisrm Infrestructure Fund {or portaloos a
the following 4 Iccations:

a. Parpakai Park, Taithape

b. Swimmirg spot of Toe Tos Hoad

River bank area nzar Sulls Brigge

d

[%e]

d. Bruce Fark (with approval from the
L.-'e; artment of FOHSGI’VHII’JH;
ic\i aermalive suggestions]

; //ét-”v’ ﬂfw’é

gc///g-

[ "‘*ption 2 — | do nct sunnort the provision of
additional subiic toliets in the District at th's
lirrie.

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

What other issues would you like Council
io consider as part of its planning for
20197/187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Plazse nots that submissions are public informaiion,
The conlent on ihis Torm including vouw persons!
information and subaizsion will be magde availabla fo
the media and public as parl of the decision making
procass. Your submissicn wilf anly e vaad for the
purpose of ihe annus! pian process. The infenmation
will be held Dy ihe Rangitikel Disivicl Council, 48 High
Sireef. Marion, You have the right fo gocess and correct
any personal information m.bdcc in any reports.
miormation or submissicns.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form

Your name: Am\ré Lwnl:)rale'

Email address: a\beoo @ xivon.ccs . a¥]

Preferred contact phone number:

@2F 329 2ALD

Your postal address:

16 toardD ST

Town: ﬁ UuLLs

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:
0 an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

E(yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 42

REGEIVEL

15 MAR 2017
e}

BTSN

Bulls Community Centire

IQ/Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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
ubdivision.
Yes O No

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

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

II'I/'I: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

52/3: retaining part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

+ A
fe: L{slo"\ ;_.‘__')kmlf_ L!I.L.A‘ Iﬂ'—d' %



RECEIVED

| 21MAR 200
—
File: )= AP- ) =t
Doc:

1Z 0178

Submission Form

Your name: ﬂN)Mﬁ}ﬁTlJL}/O

Email address:

0 )

b —

Preferred contact phone number:

{ -

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:
©ran individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 43

Bulls Community Centre

ption 1 — Yes, | suppaort retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community

.AL_CBntre on the site of the former Criterion

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

0 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 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,
D¥es O No

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

es O No
Marton Civic Centre

IE{ptions 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

B’/a: 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 — | 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 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

+ near the swimming poal

= on the site currently used as toilels
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 - | 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 eontent 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 pian 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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Recenvep E-MAILED

3 0 MAR 7917
FJLE '. Do)

m|SS|on Form ,.'

Your name: /}KCJ‘/UAJ G{J (VLL@

Email address: JY/ \1 er s 63 \\-, LG.('\C’\
L | P,
'5'\ o\ . CD e T,
Preferred contact phone number:
Qg3 4
Your postal address:
04Z roba, rd
RO
{aihape

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

mail O Letter

Town:

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

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:

d
Mes 1 would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 45

Bulls Community Cenire

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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
Hotlel, incorporaling agjustment for infiation
from when the initial estimates were made.

[0 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 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 Sireet

subdivision.

[ Yes 0 No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

[ Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Gobbler/
Davenpart/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

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O

Option 1 — | 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]

E/Dption 2 — | support demolishing the

.

grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

Option 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]

O

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pooi should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

IQ/Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision

of new toilets in Mangaweka village afe~_
Ceuncilsetting-aside $25.086tosupportan

a overn s Mid=
Tauri ung for portaloos at
fhe foffowing 4 locations:

Papakai Park, Taihape

b. Swimmingspot off loe loe Road
¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

Departm servation)

[alternative suggestions]

&,

f.

g.

[0 Option 2 — | 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 Saﬁ‘tfrﬂk' M“’"ﬁ&ﬂdi L’ML’%

e aghgodlallos

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The cantent 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 pracess. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Streef, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any repoits,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 46
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Submission Form

Your name:

Pr\. son
Email address:
a\Son  voned @ wAva. co . AL

—
Preferred contact phone number:

ok 3%3w00s
Your postal addrass:

22  Yawds \(Zoc\c{
U ON. S
Town: ﬂ\;j\e,“ox_,
i

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

mail O Letter

'To AL

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 detalls)

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

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

[ yes [ would like to subseribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 47

REGEIVEL

2 & MAR 2017
Fle: £.0F =t —te

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 —Yes, | support retaining the
updated budgst of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
GCentre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were mads,

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 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 Haytock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
[0 Yes 0 No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 8 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenpart/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring {(strike out two)

[ 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and
consiructing 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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RANGITIKEIDISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAM 2017/18

0 Option 4 — |wani Councit fo abandon the
proposed redeveiopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Wiliams buildings,
seli the site, and undertalte necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library hulldings.

Taihape Memarial Park

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

*  hear the swimming poo

- on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball couris

[alternative proposal]

Optioh 2 — [ support demoiishing the
grandstand and lacating the new amenity
biock on that site.

[J Option 3 — 1 support demelishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the ather viable Jocations:
near the swimming pool

« on the site currently usad as toilets

- &t the ends of the netball courts

[altsrnative proposal] "‘T'"_\ 4o IS

COPNE_ o(\ uk‘s ‘-’\AJ:;)?‘D
(T hra~diiond ' Mgwaﬁ)

Taihape Poo! Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, [ support funding the upgrade
of the Taithape Poel during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
o caver any shottfall from external funding
applications {up to $200,000}.

O Qption 2 — { think the upgrade of the Tathape
Pool should be deferrad until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

Option 1 - Yes, 1 support the provision

of new ieilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25.000 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for pontaloos at
the following 4 Wocations:

a. Papakai Park, Tathape
b. Swimming spot off Toe Tas Road
¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[aiternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

£ Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
time.

Bo you have any eomment on cther
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use exira pages if
necessary}

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017187 {(use exfra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please nole that submissipns are public informalfon.
The content on this form inciuding your personal
information and submission vill be mada available fo
the media and public as part of ihe decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual pian process. The Information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 48 High
Street, Marion. You have the right to access and carraet
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

i?glzl:a‘OIiver RE@E(M ED

1A Otaihape Valley Road

Taihape 4720 7 8 MAR 2017

Email Akanan1a@gmail.com - _p_‘;s

Tel 063881822 bl sy g
Doc: -7 0544

| do not want to speak to my submission
Please contact me by email akananla@gmail.com
| am writing this as an individual

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

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

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

Taihape Memorial Park

| support retaining and refurbishing the Grandstand. The Grandstand is an historic building,
still functional and with a strong emotional attachment for many in Taihape. | 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’.

| 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

e Grandstand to be retained and refurbished

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

1/2
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Submission on Rangitikei District Council Annual Plan 2017/18: from Angela Oliver

Taihape Pool Upgrade
| 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; h. 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 for 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, |
would suggest that if heating were now installed, it would run its "asset life' before any decision is
made.

Recomimendation: Continue to Review and Improve Communication Processes
Comment: The Council is still not reaching the Taihape residents as a whele. 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
encouragemernt to provide feedback.

It was apparent at the Taihape public meeting that the Council representatives feit they were
doing enough, but from the public point of view | 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 counclil 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 wouid 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
| agree with the Proposed Schedule of Fees and Charges 2017/18

212
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E-MAILED

Submission Form

Your name: /77 (13“~_,,!

Email address: b-i ks i ('ci D ins pre
s 1

net az

Preferred contact phone number:

0b 3851527

Your postal address:

!

133 [ungatama K
ARz
T:;m\,'«f'n:"?/.pr i N a2

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

O Email o Letter

Would you like 1o 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 behali of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

27 MAR 717

TO: »nulnnll:nullnllulllulu

PLE: Lt e
DUG: L um

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 Wallon Sireet

subdivision.,

O Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Strest
O Yes O No

Marton Civie Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Caobbler/
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

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.

Taihape Memorial Park

E/f}ption 1 — | support retaining the grandstand

"

and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming poal
on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal]

Gpmd lly riarsy tvile. o i 0ol

1

Option 2 - lishing the
grandstand ing the new amenity
block at site

Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand akd locating the new amenity
blocks in one © the/em'ler viable locations:

pool
sed as loilets

near the swimmi
on the site currently
at the ends af the netbyll courts

lalternative proposal]

Ta

To

ihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

ilets

Option 1 — Yes, | 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

. 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

a.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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 thal submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available o
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 repotts,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: 4,14 a /A‘r%f
~/
Email address: ,E,‘J ,’anqt‘/{e?’@#
Vv

N gmil-con,

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

J2 pﬂu‘a/ S‘A'ch‘
Al

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

mail O Letter

Town:

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)

yu writing this submission as:
an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 53

Bulls Community Centre

ption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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
subdivisian.

O Yes O No

The parlion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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



Submission Form

Your name:

Linndd §%-,,/a_;______#_

Email address:

Cru»«éu/o f.dgﬂ}/‘f (8. T
Preferred contact phoné’number:

oG 72912973

Your postal address:

12

706 pﬂ@fu\}mﬂ i

—é Uhl g

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:

FEmail O Letter

Would you like to speak o your submissien 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)

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Déption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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.

ZVes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
ga}ing,
Yes

The

O No

o car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O Ne

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block an that site.

O Option 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
- al the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

0O Option 1 - Yes, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira pages if

necessary)

T asoadd ke See o

o/:r.‘( 1./&(/2//('/0./. A‘Ld in |Z‘(l i

By bodwsd, ol Lilden!

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (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 reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name;

thoobd  WniEver

Email address:

onnake) . Wniiere dea. @0

Preferred contact phone number:

)8 P S e S

Your postal address:

sy
roun E0IS

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
jating to your submission and the hearings?,

Email O Letter

B

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
vide skype details)

R o

 buildings

RECEIVED

1 6 MAR 2017

File:. [ RAE- Too
Dog; 170161
Bulls Community Centre

Q/Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | want Couneil 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 & No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
gﬁzing.
Yes

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes 1 No

O No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work an redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

/High Street) as the new Marion

Spreferring (strikeputtwo)

O 1: retaining and Ms{urbishing all three

0O 2: demolishing all threeRuildings and
constructing a new facility’n the site

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

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

O Option 4 - | want Council ta abandon tne d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ Department of Conservation)
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, [alt emalwe uqucgﬂonsl
sell the site, and undertake necessary = e e —
earthquake strengthening of the present Bt

Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - I bu;,parl rctammg the gr& ndstand

] Option 2 — | do not suppert the provision of
: : additional public toilets in the District at this
+ on the site cixrently used as toilets time.

near the swimming peol

« at the ends of the netball courts :
Do you have any comment on other

matters notad in this Consultation
Document? (use exira pages if
i e i | r— e et sl T 2 et LR e ﬂecessai‘y}

Cl Option 2 — | support q‘emo[ishing the : \NQ m\f m&&ed ‘“IU:\ b(

grandstand and locating the new amenity

block on that site. Q&L&S@\\ 3 W@l(\ ’“’Q (CW“\)(\J\

[ Option 3 — | support demolishing the m&m
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable locations: C\{\Q\QQX) @@? ﬂ\\!\\ 6&- U\ W
+ near the swimming pool %
= on the site currently used as toilets *
atitfiejends plito/neibailicelins What other issues would you like Council

[alternative proposall __ to consider as part of its planning for
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary)

[alternative proposal] ™

Taihape Pool Upgrade

(8 Optlon'l — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
: 1 after the = it

] rm mcfudmg your personal
ubmission will be made available to

ublic as part of the decision making
1b _{_ssion will only be used for the

mation included in any reports,
nissions.

lose at midday on Friday,



Bronwyn Meads

From: Annabel Whisker <Annabel Whisker@outlook.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 11, 2017 §:40 AM

To: Bronwyn Meads

Subject: Submission for new building

Attachments: IMIG_0015 JPG; ATTQOQOT txt; IMG_0014.JPG; ATTODDOZ txt
Hi Bran,

Are you abie t¢ please pass this on for mel

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 hal! portion that is visible to the public from the outside t¢ be an
open space open daily! Showcasing art, providing information, an open space for visitors to sit and enjoy! They could
have an area tc charge phones and tablets, use the internet visit the library.

Anyway, my 2 cents warth! | 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

1
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Your name: F\rv-\:

Email address:

T :
anm@x%\aﬂ 0 N2

Preferred contact phone number:

O RFIOLST 3

Your poatal addms

|2 ll AA;':\,:—_Q'L{“M’;\ Q\?l ’1 2

Town:

\@L\w’:{f

How wouid you pkefer to receive correspondence
ielating to your submission and the hearings?:

1 Email O Letter

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

O present in pens&-n in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from ancther location (pleass
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
= an individual. or
1 on behalf of an cryanisation

if on behaif of an brganisation. please provide
detziie,

Orgeanisation:

Position:

vﬂ’yas Iwould iike o, suhscrrba io Counmi s .
g-newsleiisr ;
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2 8 MAR anp7

™

Buils Gommuhlfy Gejﬂre

O Option 1 - Yes, | suppori retalning the
updated budgel of $4.28 million for the
revised and ex panded new Bulls Community
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, Incorporating adjustment for infiation
from when the inttfal estimates were made.

O Optlon 2 -1 want Geuncil 10 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
I::Jltdlng _ |

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Should Council proceed with ihe sale uf the
following three parcels offand? -

The area known as the Walton Sh-eet

subdivision.
O Yes o
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
O Yas

O'No

The two oar parks fronting Chiterion Strest
o Yes Ef No

Marton Civic Centre

B Optionc 1,2 aml 3 - Yes. | support the
copdinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbiler/
Davenpc-mAbraham & Williams Buildings
iBroadway/High Street) as the new Marton
Civie Centre. preferring fsirike out two!

1: rataining and rafurbishing ail three
ouitdings

[]

2: demolishing ali three bulidings and
constricting a.’: rniew fa"v:';t!lty on ihe site

O 3: retaining part of the facades and buliding &
rew faciiity béhind them

W

Why is this your prﬁqmu?
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RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL -

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

i

1 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.

V(Z‘Optlon 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
arnd iocating the new amenity blocks in one of
ihe other viable locations:

near the swimming pol
on the site currently used as toilets
#1 the ends of the netball courts

i:sll&rnative proposal] L h a JQC_J[ e

Ur\s} (<4 ar&r\c\%*gﬁff t;«c l\ A \E5
e Gt

Ly
[7 Option 2 -~ | support demolishing the
arandstand and locating the new amenity
lock on that site.

[1 Option 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Islocks 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 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is wovered by sources other than Council.

Option 1 - Yes, | 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
Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road
. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

e o T ®

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

[alt_emat_lva suggestions]

f.

h.

O Option 2 - | 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 Consuliation
Document? {use extra pages if
necessary)

e W B LT PR S

W e | b —

What other issues would you tike Cauncil
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use exira 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 reporits,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:’

ANNE DIiMMS

Email address:

28 MAR 2017

RECEIEL

2 3 MAR wy

Flt.e ) d 2 %’9

?a Community Centre  Doc: -
M Option 1 - Yes | support retamning the

Jpdated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community

Centrz on the sie cf the former Criterion
oD\ MmH @ Cu(la/( (\@JC R Hotel incarporating adjustment for inflatior

Preferred contact phone number:

DG X33 al\ssS

Your postal address:

A4 A\TKEN  STREET

Town: %U LLS

How woulc you orafer {o receive corresporaencs

relating to your submission and the hearings?

L emaii “elier

Would you like 1o speak 10 your subtmissicn &t

the hearings being held on 20 April? |f yes. Ca

you wish 1o (please lck)

[ present in persan in Marton zt the Council
Chamber

O dial 1 via skype trom another location (olease
provide skype details)

.;e{yw writing this subnission as:
n individual. or

[J on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of
getails:

an organisation, please proviae

Organisation:

Position:

O ves | would like to subscrine to Councils
e-newsletter

Page 61

tam when the intial esttmates were mace,

O Option 2 - | want Council 10 apandon the
propesed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available optichs. including
strengthening Lthe existing Town Hall or
demclishirg it and replacing it with a new

auildira

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Snould Councll proceed with the sale of the
fallowing thres parcals of land?

The arez known as the Walion Street
wv giOnN.
aYes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leasad for

O No

The tweo car parks fganting Criterion Street
O Yes E?{;

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2and 3 - Yes. | support e
continuing wark on receveloping e Cobbler/
Davenport/Abranzm & WiliamsABuildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (si#ke out two)

O 1: retaining rehing all three
pulldings
0O 2: demolishingAll three buildngs and

constructin new facility on the site

O 3: 1etainfha part of the facades and building a
new fglility behind them

Why j£ this your preference?
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RECEIVED

- 8 MAR 2017

To: QDS

I R g

v 17 OTTY

RECELY

Y i

Submission Form

Your name:

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Town:

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

O Email O 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:
C-en individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 62

Bulls Community Centre

ID/Option 1 —Yes, | 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 - | 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
fallowing three parcels of land?

The area known as the Walton Sireet
Eu/bdivision.

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

Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
¥Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

B’/bptions 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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)

OO 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

5

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

Taihape Memorial Park

M’Optian 1 — | 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 netbhall courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form ineluding your personal
information and submission will be made avatlable 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:

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

s
Wil =sweed
e\

Your postal address:

Town:

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

O Email B 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):

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

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

ﬁ you writing this submission as:
an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 64

Bulls Community Centre

Déption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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
sujpdivision.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car paryonting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

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

+ near the swimming pool

« an the site currently used as toilets
+ at the ends of the nethall courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Poal should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

0O Option 1 - Yes, | 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

g /%
& &5 7
L %, <<\
&g \ﬂ; ,

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

1

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Figase 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: Aﬂ-f/]my UL S

Email address: A/y ¢ 4 § » Cays @

Nabpw . corm
Preferred contact phone number:

Gél) 310-929

Your postal address:

5 |4 S ’mpﬂﬁgﬂ Cay BluA

Town: | 4 Jpg b fand H11lS ol éan,

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

O Email etter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 ancther location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
OV4n individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an arganisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 66

on my mnexr— 51 7

T o Buits T weorr+ +o

See +4/S My, Awres=

cey]tey

REGEIVED
___f,ipﬂfg _________
Mo

Bulls Community Centre

Ufﬁptiun 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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.

roposed 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
ing.
es O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

es 0O No

Marton Civic Centre
D’ébtions 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

E’f:’retaining part of the facades and building a

new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

Reta) n h é’n'#g,e_.
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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 foilets
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

17

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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 deeision making
process. Your submission wifl 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 1.o.x4

Your name:

ANTonN TooméeY

Email address:

P70, fﬂymg@ @n 2&//' sl N2

Preferred contact p{one number:

021 206 7699

Your postal address:

42 Brondlon Hell £of
Town: 5,_,/}{

How would you prefer to receive corresponderice
relating to your submission and the hearingg?:

Email O 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
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from anot
provide skype details)

r location (please

Are you writing this submiésion as:
0O an individual, or /-"
O on behalf of an org}ahisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation;

/

21 MAR 207
=
iy 2 R

Position/
/

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

Page 68

\%E(@EW Bl

ooc: 68 10.. ﬂ«l

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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

ulrdivision.
Yes O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
gragng.
s O No

Thes/two car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Cenire

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

[0 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 O THE ANNULL #LAR J01F/18

O Option 4 - [ want Council to abandon tho
proposad redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
seli the slte, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Optien 1 — 1 support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new ameanity blocks in one of
the cther viable locations:

- near the swimming pool

- on the site currently used as toilets
« at the ends of the netball courts
[atternative proposai)

0 Gpiion 2 — | suppoert demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Block on that site.

3 Option 3 - [ support demolishing the
grandstand and Igcating the new amanity
blocks i one of the other viabie locations:

+ near the swimming pool

on the site currently used as toileis
+ &t the ends of the nethall couris
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Gpiion 1 - Yes, tsupport funding lhe upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 aiter the
swimming s@ason has ended, using resarves
to cover any shortiall from externa funding
applications (up fo $206,000).

(1 Cptien 2 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Poo! should be deferred until the funding gag
is coverzd by sources other than Council,

Toilets

O Gption 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangawska village and
Council seiting aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism nfrastructure Fund for portaloos at
the following 4 locations:

a. Papakai Park, Taihaps

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

¢. Biver bank area near Bulls Bridge

d. Bruce Park {with approva! from the
Cepartment of Conservation)

[alternstive suggestions)

0O Gption 2 — [ do not support the provision of
additional public toitets in the District at this
fime.

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

What other issttes would yotu like Council
{o consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use extra pages if necessary)

Rrivacy Act 1983

Piease nofe thal submissions are pulic information.
The content on this form Inclucing vour personafl
information and submission will be made available ko
the media and public as part of the decfsion making
process. Your submission will only he used for the
priase of the annual pan process, The information
wifl be held by the Rangitike! District Council, 46 High
Straai, Marton. You have ihe right fo access and correct
any parsonal information included in any reporis,
mformation or submissions.

Submissions ciose at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:

HRLENE [
Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Chb 3221 763

Your postal address:

36 JoHNSCN ST

Bu!_z_ﬁ

Town:

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

O Emall B'ﬁmer

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:
AL&n individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 70

REGEIVED

30 MAR 2817
To: :D‘S
File: N - OP-\ - 4

Bulls Community Centre

0 Option 1 — Yes, | 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/Oplion 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 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
Yes IMéﬁ

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abranam & 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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CER R TATHOMN (IR THE ahaIULL PLAN

L Opticen & — | want Councll to abandor the

" propodc rodeveiopmant of the Cobblard
Davonport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
gall the site, and undarta<e necessary

thquake strengthening of the oresert

fzrton adrinistration and livrary bulidings,

Taihape Memorial Park

T Cption T - supportretaining ihe grangsiand
and locating the new amenity biscks in one of
the other viable locations:
near ihe swimming pool
on the gite currently used as toifets
at the ends of the netbzail courts

[elarnative propesall

L1 Option 2 — T suppoit demciishing the
grandsiand and [ocaling the new armenily
block on that site.

1 Gption 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand end Iocating the new amenity
lZlocks in cre Gf the othel viable icealions:
neas the swirmiming pool
on tha site currently used as toilets

+ gl tha ends of the nethall courts

|aliernative proposai]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

0 Option 1 — Yes. | support funding he upgrade
ot the Taihape Fool during 2617 alier the
swimming ssason has ended. using reserves
to cover any shorttall from external furding
applications (up o $2CGC,000).

0 Option 2 — [ think the upyrads of 1ne Taikape
Fool should Be deferred untit the funding gap
s coverad by scurces other ihnan Council.

Toileis

[ Oplion 1 — Yes. | support the provision
of now toilets in Mangawekz village and
Council seiting aside $25,000 t¢ support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Touriem Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at
the foilowng 1 locations:

a. Fapakai Park, Taihape
R Swrming spot off Toe Toe Road
¢. River bank arca near Bulls Bridgs

d. Bruce Park [with approval from she
Dagarirernt of Conservation)

O Option 2 — | do not supgon the provision of

additional public toileis in ihe Digtrict al this
time.

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

What other issues would you like Councii
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Fiease note thar subrissions are pubhc infermaiion
The confent an ihis form including yvour personal
iformaltion and sulimission will be made available 1o
the media and public az pari of the decision making
grocess. Your submigsion will only he veed for the
DLrpese af the anndal plan pracess. The informstion
will e fielcd Dy ffie Hangitike! District Council, 46 Hioh
Streer. Karton, You have the right ta access and corract
any parsonal information incleded in any reparts,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form

bk ﬂ&h\ ?,i_cgh UWilson

Emau address:

ashieigh- Wi L&Qn@hgimgu_cg ne
Preferred contact phone number:

02262%61%H

Your postal address:

92 TAuMCuY STREET

Town: EULLS

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

O Email O Leiter

Would you like 1o gpeak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? 1f yves. do
vou wish 1o (please tick )

O present in person in Marton at the Gouncil
Chamber

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

Are you writing this submission as
O an individual, or
3 on behall of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide
dstails:

Organisaiion:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
s-newsletiar
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Bulls Community Centre

F-E/Option 1 - Yes. | support retaning ths
updated budget of $4.36 million tor the

revised and sxpanded new Bulls Comimurnity
Centre on the site of the former Crilarian
Hotel, incorporating adjustment far inflation
from whan the initial estimates ware mads

(0 Option 2 — | want Council to apandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Cenire
and revisw the availabls options. ineluding
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a naw
building

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walton Strael
subdivision,

O Yes O Mo

The portion of Haviock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O Ne

The two car parks fronting Criterion Strest
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

i Options 1, 2and 3 - Yas | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobblar/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two

O 1; retaining and refurbishing all thres
bulldings

O 2; demolishing all thras buildings and
consiructing a new facility or

n the site

O 3: retaining part of the lacades and bullding &
new facllity behind them

Why is ihis ycur paaferenc



Page 73



Submission Form

Your name: p\‘f?‘l"'! e Q.Z! !'HGE

Email address: hov\ e~y HuTiec20056)
I
NONOO0 . QO

Preferred contact phone number:

- B - A &

Your postal address:

BHINS Tope0o: Cyin fnd

Town: \\vod\ond Wils , ColSocman

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

O Email 2 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 | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 74
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poe:...17. 0187

Bulls Community Centre

D’Gptian 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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

instcn.
es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.

B ves

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

O No

O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

[0 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?

retoa, A Mf.cifj,e_
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

0O Option 1 - | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

= near the swimming poaol

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Councii 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 oif Toe Toe Road
¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

i

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (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
purpese of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikeil District Council, 46 High
Street, Martan. 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: B g H_ 4 H‘DUG H Tod

l-m,{i} acidress:

Freferred contact i.-h:u;'n'*- .'mm;:u.r.

Ob - 56‘9 ool

Your posial addres

_Gl ) MDA\ S(ﬁa.-e’r

Town: (A HAPE UTRo

fhw v:r.)r,:l-:i Yol prefer o e
pelating o vour subinission and the hearings?:

O Ervesil A Lattar

Ve coifespondence

Wotilel oy !ﬂ'r:. o speah {0 vour submission i
13 being hebd on 20 ApilD B yes, do
Yo wisly o ” ease ticlk M

il heari

ihe Coupci

o ancihal [ocslion (pleass

O3 dial invia shype

provide skype details)

Lre voat wiiting this subnission as:

E/r. irchivictual. or

Jop pabal of 2o crpanissiion

,L'ci nisation:

Page 76
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Bulls Community Centre

(s, | suppart retaining the

of %6 mitton for the

1 @vpanded new Bulls Cormpnunity
C-‘u:. it on rh-h ¢ of the former Criterion
Fodel, incorporating adjustment for infistion

from when the inifial estimaies ware made,

p

r}t-agj.-an . nr"\r.‘ Conne i| io al ‘:'a'u'l._'. ‘f '[[' =]

:-l‘_- c-t_ s, !Hl.‘-ll((l*u W
& g Town Hall or
w—":ll"lh‘-[xll.i 1! rlfi" vepkacing i with a reew
uitcfing.

Proposed sale of surplus

properties in Bulls

Should Coundl procesed with the sale of ihe
following thres parcels of tand?

The= arsa kinown @ thes Walton Stresl
sibhativision.

O es 3 Ho

The porlicn of Haviodh Fart canvendly leased [or

gFAZING.

O Ves B

The e car parks fending Critedon Siresd

&1 o

Marton Civie Cendre

1 Options 1

Why is this vour preference?
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RANGITIKE! msmlcf}éjmmu " g
CONSULTATION ON T

%ptinn 4 — | want Council io abandon the

proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham-and Williams buildings,
sellfthe site, and underiake necessary
earthquake sirengthening of the present
Warion administration and library buildings.

:?'lape Memortial Park
Opiion 1 — | support retaining the grandstand

anr iccating the new amenity blochks in one of
the other viable locations:

nea the swimming pol
ite currently used as foilets
#1 1he ends of the neiball couris
jolternative proposal]

v e g

L1 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
nandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

¢ Option 3 — | suppoit denolishing the
siandstand and loeating the new amenity
Hocks in one of the other viable Incatinn:
iaar the swirniming pol
an the siie cunienily used as tofieix
at the ends of the neiball couris
[aliernative proposal)

:‘:iy’pe Pool Upgrade
| Option 1 - Yes, | 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).

It Cipiion 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
ool should be deferred until the funding gap
i~ v.avered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

[a/Dption 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council seiting aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Government’s Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for porialoos at
the following 4 locations:

a. Papakai Park, Taihape

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

EANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

[aliernative suggestions]

e.

L

g.

[0 Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District ai 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Do some ('éu_% CQ@QVJ@&
CL‘QOM.( H\Q Qe IOE‘Lu)eca-.

r(‘m[':_ﬁ!'\e,a g Maq gheek
wluel. desigra

{704&. [f iS a&‘ @L,{\c/:’aowt-

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The conient on this form including your personal
information and subimissfon will be made available io
the medlia 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 lo access and correct
any personal information included In any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday.
31 March 2017.
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E-MAILED

Submission Form

Your rame: %Ofru\ —ﬁr\ow\ab
Jd
Email address: "H’\mw»‘s. E@]nbm,f__,,(&,nl
\

Freferred contact phone number:

o1 24L4LS

Your postal address:

bt Kdukurceion Goad
R.OL

Town: ‘Tww sy 1

How would you prefer 1o receive colrespondence
ralating to your submission and the hearings?:

& Emall 0 Leiter

Would you like to speak to vour submission at

the hearings being held an 20 April? §if yes, do
yau wish 1o (please tick):

O pressnt in person in Marton at the Council
Chambear

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

Are you wriiing thie subnrission as:
B an individual. oF
O on behalf of 26 organisation

znisaiion please provide

If an behali of an org

data

ails:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subsoribs o Council's

z-newsietier

Page 78

RECEIVED
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DOC: ....-..-L-'Fm-m 1 '

Bulls Community Cenire

O Optlon 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.38 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Commumnity
Centre on the site of ihe former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimales were made.

O Option 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strangihening 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 kinown as the Walion Sireet

subdivision.

O Yes O Mo

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O o

The two car parks froniing Criterion Strest
O Ves O Ne

Marton Clvic Cenire

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | suppoit the
2orinuing work an n:r'la—‘ r’lra ing ihe Cobl
Davenpor/Abratam & Wi |l|4' ng Buildings
(Broadway/High Siresl) as the new Marion
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out iwo)

T
r':-i'

O 1: retamning and rafurbizhing all thres
buiidings

I:!

2: demolishing all thres bulldings and
construciing a new facility on the site

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

Wiy is this your preference?

23



RANGITIKE] DISTRICT COUNCIL
CTONEUITATION OM THE SRNBU

[

Cption 4 — Fwant Council 10 ahsndon thie
sroposed redevelopment of the Cobhler/
Dievsnport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
-1 the slie, and underiake necessary
ihguake sivengthening of the prassni
Sardh adminisiration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

Cedion b - D soppor réaining the grandsiand
Clncaiing the new amenity blocks in one o
siher viahbls locaiions:
¢ thee swirming pol
cneiie gl currently used as ioilets
- s e ends of the neiball courls

siive propozall

PAL FLAR 2077 /18

G 2 - b sLppor demolishing the
astand and [ocaiing the new amenity
¢ oof that site,

IR S - b SURRONT e
istand and oo i

I
T I e P

Arivug e

Ppemsad 2olTge:

vk as toileis

il courts

T Gption © - Yes, | support funding e upgracea
ot ihe Talnape Foot during 2017 after ihe
SWIITINNG 2eaScn Nas cnded Using raseives
1o cover any ehortial from sxtamal funding
applications (up o $200,000).

Beoovered by SOUrCes o‘iher ihan Councrl,

Toitels

!%"/e:'rg:-f;i@n 1T —Yes, | support the provision
sionew toftets in Mangaweka village and
Council seifing aside $25,000 o support an
appdication 1o the Government's Mid-sized
Tunrism infrastructure Fund for norlatoos at
e icllowing 4 locations:

a. Favazial Park, Taihaps

b Swimming spot off Tee Toe Road
Hiver bank area nasr Bulls Bridge .

o, Bruce Park (with approval from the
Departmeni of Conservaiion)
[ehtsrnative suggestions]

o

=

1 Cption £ — | o noi suppor the provdgion of
additional public toilets in the Disirict at this
time,

Bo yvou have any comment on other
maiters noted in this Consudtation
Bocument? (use exira pages if
necessary}

skl

!i!u a0 { (5\

on ‘\.0 of e e nm«vm \'\lCi‘,L.

((:fczn S'h’mcl -

%ﬂf t}ii.m..\ K‘hu '\‘\u o “\'LL ﬁx,.
WC_\\/\ O L)\Q_\r{,\w ] twl 3__ i.f'".S "(;3-"

1

LY J\o "ﬁLL c“{f._‘;»r_\c:i&‘k_c}*v e
(or ramp o 0 s expei

What ether issues would you like Counacii
io consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use exira pages {f necessary)

Brivacy Aot 158
Fleace noete ihal submisslons are poalic feermalion.
Tha centeni on this form incfuding vour parsanal
ionmaiion and gubimission: will be made a«ailabie fo
the imedia and public as parf of ihe decigion malking
procass. Your subrfssion will onty be vead for the
puipase of the annual plan process, The informaiion
will e hefd by the Rangiifie] District Councll, 4G High
Sfreef, Marion. You have the righi jo access and corract
amy personal iniormation included i any reporis,
inforimation or submissions.

Submissions elose
31 March 2017,

t midday on Friday,
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Submission Form

Your name! E i~ +tt Bulls Community Centre
HO (—.\.@ﬁ [0 Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
) ) updated budget of $4.36 million for the
Emall address: éann@% artoa) revised and expanded new Bulls Community
7Ma S . C O Centre on the site of the former Criterion
- Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
Preferred contact phone number: from when the initial estimates were made.
O2/702 986 O Option 2 - | want Council to abandon the

= proposed new Bulls Community Centre
Your postal address: TE& 2 /8@ 7Oa_ and review the available options, including

IQQ/ 2,06{ strengthening the existing Town Hall or

demolishing it and replacing it with a new

Town: Proposgd s_ale of surplus
properties in Bulls

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relajie to your submission and the hearings?: Should Council proceed with the sale of the
i ?
& mall O Letter following three parcels of land”

The area known as the Walton Street
subdivision.
[ Yes 1 No

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

[0 present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

I dial in via skype from another location (please

provids skyps details) The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

O Yes O No
;’?@ writing this submission as: Maiton Civie Ceiitre
an individual, or
[J on behalf of an organisation O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
details: (Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton

Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two
Organisation: P 9 )

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a

0 ves | would like to subscribe to Council’s
Y new facility behind them

e-newsletter
Why is this your preference?

23
Page 80
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

N W

[0 Optien 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.

:ﬂ?/ﬁpe n" ﬁal?aﬁt’
Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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 couris
[alternative proposal]

Option 1 - Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Poal 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 — | 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, | 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 P Taihape
Ct:. 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]

€.

f.

g.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (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
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 ciose at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 81
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E-MAILED

Submission Form

Your name: é«ﬂaf-w/ /él,:o/

Email address: é_,‘b,:—,,r @ },..?,,,}.,p AT <

Preferred contact phone number:

o0b 285/527
Your postal address:
125 Fangalavs Kol
R Dde

Town: %9 e wer
How would you pre‘f{er to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

EEmail O Letier

Would yvou like to speak o 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 delails)

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:

O yes | would like 1o subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 82

RECEIVED

27 MAR 917

To: LT unnlﬁnllﬂlﬂllﬂlﬂ

FILE: o hmdod St
BOO! bl D

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Buils 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 Sireet

subdivision.

J Yes [ No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

0 Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Sireet
O Yes I No

Marton Civic Centre

[J Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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: demoelishing 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?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

1 Option 44 | 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

Dép’tion 1 — | supporl retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

. : P I
an the-site-curremily Used as wilets
ai the ends of the nethall cousts

[alternative proposal]

HPGM’& pendet ﬂﬂmdf ezl

24

[J Option2 -1 suppori demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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 currenily used as toilets
+ al the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

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

Toilets

E/Option 1~ Yes, | suppori 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 porialoos at
the following 4 locations:

a. Papakai Park. Taihape
b. 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;

gd.
h.

[0 Option 2 — 1 do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District ai this
fime.

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 subwnissions are public information.
The content on this form including your persenal
information and submission will be made avaifable fo
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 Councif, 46 High
Sireet, Marfon. You have the right lo access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
Information ar submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 83
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Submission Form

Your name:

Citl+FPart GENEFAAS
Email address:

Y

Preferred contact phone number:

cb 379 (Bi1Y

Your postal address:

4G JOHNSON STAEET

Town:

(3 ulls

How would you prefar 1o recelve corresponaence
relating 1o your submission and the hearings™!

0 Email O Letlter

Would you like 10 speak te your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? I yes, do
you wish o (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 wriling this submission as:
0 an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 84

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | suppaorl retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Cenire on the site of the fcrmer Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
fram when the iniial estimates were made.

12 Option 2 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options. including
strengthening the exisling 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,
Q’Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
%Zg' 0O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

[ Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. | support the
cantinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring (sirike 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



Submission Form

Your name: Bk‘t l’e Duﬂf]

Email address: quwglg @?mo,;'/ (O

Preferred contact phone number:

2221%¢2.

Your postal address:

264 Trebers

fead  BullS

Town:

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

O Email
Would you like to speak to your submission at

RECEIVED

30 MAR 2017
To: )S‘ ..........
File: 47 ®f- 1 =™

voe...17. 0309

Bulls Community Centre

E|f0p1ion 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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

the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do Gl RV
; e Yes O No
you wish to (please tick):
B gtesant in pason if Maron at #e Coursl Tl'le i;i)-lcrtlon of Haylock Park currently leased for
Chamber 9 9.
Yes O No

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

gyzou writing this submission as:
an individual, or

0 on behalf of an organisation O
If on behalf of an arganisation, please provide
details:
Organisation:

O
Position:

O

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

?«?
Yes

Marton Civic Centre

two car parksAronting Criterion Street

No

Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

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?

Page 85
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%?’ RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION OGN THE ANNULL PLAN LOYF/1E
i Option 4 - !wari Council ©o ghandon the d. Bruce Fark {with sppraval from the
oronosed redevelopment of the Cokbler! Depariment of C-:mser\faiiorz)
l_)avc—:—n_1:|0f"-';f'_£\braham and Williams buileings. ‘shtornative sugyes C,r'b|
sell the sie. and underiake necessary '
earhguzke strengthening of tha prasent 2. (A/CZ( Wk gb(_( §
Marign administraticn and fibrary bulldings.
Tathape Memorial Pavk —/ 7 7/ o
a.
O Option 1 — | support relaining the granasiand
and locating the new amenity blocks inone of 7 .
ne cther viable iocations:
, = i —ld support the provision
. near the swimming pool Option 2 — | do notf pPoTE th provizior m
additanal puhic inileis in the District 2f this

+on the site suirenily uszd as toilzis time
+ gt the ends of ihe netball courts

Do you have any comment on other
matiers noted in this Consuliation
Document? (use exira pages if

necessary)

aliernative propossl]

G{ Option 2 — | support demolisking the
crandstand and ceating the new amenity
Llock on thal site.

] Opnlon — | support demolishing the

grzndstand and lccating the new amenity B
clocks in one of the other viable locations:

+ near the swirming pool

= on the site currently used as ioilels

© atthe ends of the netball oousts What other issues would you like Councii

lalternative proposa] to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

& Optien 1 - Yes. [ suppord funding the upgre
Opilon T - Yes. [ supperd funding the gpgrade

of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swinwning sesson has ended, using reserves

to cover aay shortfall from external funding
anplications {up to $200,000}.

O Option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Tathaps
Pool should be deferred untif the funcing gap
iz covered by sources othar thaer Council.

Privacy Act 1893

Fieasa notz inat sumissions are public informafion.
The contant an this form including vour personal
infonmaiion aud subangsion will be made available (o

Taiiets ihe madia and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission wil onliy be veed for itha

Option i - Yes. | support the provision purpase of the annual man process. The infarmarion
cif new icilets in Mangaweka village and will Ge held hy the Rangitiel District Council, <8 High
COU ncil ‘pEJiH'Fg asicle 525‘000 in bUQDGél aan Sirest. Marton. You have the J"’ghf fo agcess angd correc!
appication to the Governmeni's Mid-sized any persenalinformation inciuded in any reports,
Tourism Irfrastructure Fund for porialoos at incrmation or submissions
the following ¢ lccations: N . .
i N o Submissions close at midday on Friday,

&, Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.

b. Swzmi*qm spoi off Tog Tos Road

¢. River bank area nzar Bulle Bridoe

Page 86



Submission Form

Your name:

R:-R. Howl

Email address:

—

Preferred contact phone number:

O6G3%% (9lg

Your postal address:

‘5'? Ham'['ﬂﬂv& ﬁ"('h-&}—l-

Town: ”Tc‘l'ﬁq M gz

How would you pret‘er 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

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

% Learpesransteet "
To. l‘"iinql:...\«- ;" !:':"_“
File: 1,? QB;J- i ovee
DO0: e

Bulls Community Centre

}Z(Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Centre an 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 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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?

23
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RANCGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

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

« near the swimming pol

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade

B/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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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REGEIVED

31 MAR 2017

38 MAR 207
T s —“;I:? ..................... BY:
File: Sh 1‘9 .
DOG: ..ot 7 ..... 03 ..... 9

Submission Form

Your name: fv‘o@é/\ /%;zﬂynw(

Email address:&mé,\ Leommone/ e oche.

Preferred contact phone number:

0274420553

Your postal address:

0 Tpi 6, JSells

Town: /36{6{5

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
:;I;Jing to your submission and the hearings?:
E

mail [ Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission 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

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:

Paosition:

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

Page 89

?ls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget ot $4.36 million for the

CernJevised 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 — | want Council o 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
sugdivision.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

graging.

Dzes

Thertwo car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

O No

Marton Civic Centre k

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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
B/t:l,\i[clings
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?

RECEIVED

Yocelel & more &COnom.'CCﬁ(f;{a'

UJO‘J& [ J‘! ggﬂ;‘ﬂ:‘&ﬂ
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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
al the ends of the netball courts
|alternative proposal]

0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity

‘(block on that site.
Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

O Option 2 = | do not support the pravision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
time.

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use exira 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)

wionlel /fz,aamq /A, m&*f/ﬂn

DIV ,{1% ,sz %ﬁ: &[;ﬂ ?LCF
rooneA Y 4, fhaﬂc;ﬁ‘/&/

Y, méé’/

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made avaiflable 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.

Page 90



- v - -———--—-———,-.ﬂ--—--'—-"

MA!

=

W

i-—:‘:
i
(-

Your name:

~ @\/f?\f_“i__;;_ 'C),r\nulrx

Email addrese:

Freforrencl. contact -phol-ae number:
2 a0 T e 0

Your postal addms‘ _

Town: A~ hapo

How would you péefa} o receive correspondence
ielating to your submission and the hearings?:

1 Emall O Letter
Would you like tospeak toyour submission at

the hearings being held on 20 April? K yes, do
you wish fo t_pléase’ fick):

[ preseniin persbn in Marton at the Council
Chamber

I disl in via skype from another location (pleasa
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
A an individual. or
01 on behaif of an crganisation

if on behaif of an organisation. please provide
detaiie:

Orgenisation:

Position: -

01 ves | would like i subscribe.fo Council's
e-newsleiter ; P

Page 91

RECEVED

7 8 WAk 2017

TO..PE)

R R

Bulls Gommunlfy Centre

O Cption 1 - Yes; | suppot rataining the
updated.budgei of $4.28 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Comimunity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotsl, incorporating adjustment for infiation
from when the initial estimates were made.

Option 2 — | want Council o abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre

and review the available options, inciuding
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demoilishing it and replacing it wnth answ
Lm!dlng _ ;

Proposed saie of surplus
properties in Bq.llls

Should Council proceed with ihe sale of ‘the
following three parcels of fand?

The area known ag the Walton Street
subdivision,

O Yes 0 iNO

- The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
O Yes

- O'No

The two car parks frofling Criterion Strest
I Yes ﬂNo '

Marton Civic centre

] Optlone 1,2 aad 3 - Yes. | aupport the -
aoptinuing work on rédeveloping the Cobblst/
Davenport/Abrabam & Williams Buildings
{Broadway'High Street)as the new Marton
Clhvle c»sntre prefemng fstrlke out ot

[1

1: rataining an.d rafdrb‘shing ail thres
suildings

I'_"}

2: demoltsh¥ng &all three buila.ngs and
o r‘etrwnng ai new faei!ity on the site

3: retaining psirt ofthe faeades and buﬂd‘rg b
W facrmy be@hlnd thsm :

Why is this youw preference? .




RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Option 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
- and iocating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming pol

—=3> on the site currently used as toilets

24

ai the ends of the netball courts
jaliernative proposal]

1 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
arandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

near the swimming pol
« on the site currantly used as foileis
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal)

2 Option 1~ Yes, | 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
i= u:overed by sources other than Council.

\E( Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision
of new foilets 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

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

[alternative suggestions)

.

h.

0 Option 2 - | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use exira 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 reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday.
31 Mareh 2017.
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Submission Form e

Your name: ‘Bf"\‘c\-’\- CCH}‘ "

Email address:

bHaAch*er @__C_.\eg\r.w\d\- ~Z.,

Preferred contact phone number:

O ZESY YV

Your postal address:

B damsis, T

Town: %\\& )

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

Email O 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)

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

If on behalt of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

Il
Cﬁ yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 93

28 MAR 2017

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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.
Yes O No

The porlion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

U?‘?es O No

The two car parksyfronting Criterion Street

O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

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

O 3: refaining part of the facades and-gilding a
new facllity behind them

Why is this your preference?

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

O Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelo f the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site,

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

OO Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferted until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council,

Tailets

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 localions:

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

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

[alternative suggestions]

O Option 2 — | de 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
2017/187 (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 avariable lo
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpase 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: p;qu& SQ,{&ODﬁ.r}

Email address:

2D €40 siidwwdlsT oy e

Preferred contact phone number:

OS¢ Yyao. \barxs

Your postal address:

S
Town:

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

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

the hearings being held on 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)

Arg you writing this submission as:
Eﬁm individual, or
0O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

s CEIVED

;:5>Hﬁﬂ ‘07
e ST

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | 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

subydivision.
es 0O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grgzing.
Yes O No

The two car parks, fronting Criterion Street
O Yes No

yton Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the

. continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out twa)

“B—tTTemming and refurbishing all three
buildings

~I=2: demelishing 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?

Page 95
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

" 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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]

E/Optinn 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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 Consuliation
Document? (use extra pages if
necessary)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

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

Z?}ets
Option 1 - Yes, | 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
2017/187 (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: 4\{&«;1 /gm 6\/? e

Email address: jwq/‘_, ém};u, 9 K,‘Z?'W .CE-A7-
vVodJ

Preferred contact phone number:

06 121l 27K

Your postal address:

29e ﬁ‘(hsa/\ Chee [

18l -

Town:

How would you prefer 1o receive correspondence
relairig to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? |f 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 behalt of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

1
iV

.,él yes | would like fp SCTFG;W
e-newsletter
Ia/as on Yo Counc! uﬁ’% than Heylock

4

rchasecd At bord "57
’("//l"’ toa e c;’é;m/i

'2?4

P 44 weé~ /\aufr
ﬂ,’]%@/\ (f( Suéc/u.-'s;"ﬂf'\

Page
was #1€a,

’éﬂ j;ma/q/ sl 25ct- B sed] 7o
B [ockesd 771(ﬁ-e/

TR CEIVED
|28 MAR 2017

2 B MAR 2817
A= .
File: )“/%7“‘““1'
17..0284

Bulls Community Centre

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

O Option 2 — | want Council to abandan 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
fellowing three parcels of land?

The area known as the Walton Street

lesmn ‘57 o %H -

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
éﬂ{‘/} S0

grazing. 0 [
e note betono.

The two car parwn‘rmg g Critertn Street S
O Yes

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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 refurhishing 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/ A Stoee /%

77é%@wfémw
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RANG;T%KE; DISTRICT COUF\:CEL
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AL Counicil o as
Ienmmf f‘ : f
rf
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Option 4 - Fwa

nrostrea rede

Davansort Anraham

._;ell m 3 site. and unger
cuake strengihening of &

'Lu:z gdininisiration and !:n'a‘ }f hu tdings.

Taihape Memaorial Park

O Option 1 - | suspoit reisining tha grands
oo jocaiing new amen'ty blocks nong of

te oinee vishis logglicns:

e swimming ool

cn ihe gite currently used zs ioileis

zi the ends of tha netbhal courts

iernaiive proposal]

cdemalishing t

O Opilon 2 — | aaoport
ating the new amenity

grangstan
tlack on i

(ﬁ

fal
ha
Owption 3 — 1§ sapport cemolisiing the

grandsiand and locating the rew amenity
Dlocks in oqe of the olher viable lucations:

[}

near the swimming pocl

cn the site currently sscd as toilels
« st ihe ends of the nethealt couris
‘gliernative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

Cption 1 — Yas. | suppert ‘urding the uagiads

of the Taihape Pool curing 2017 after the

S .;“ﬂrl'lz"“! SEASCMN Nas an ""C \,l:i ng "EEEIYES
to covar any gk |Oil all from 2 piamﬂif nding
applications {up io 200,200,

O Opticm z2—

is Suvered Jy SOUrCES c,mu hcﬂ Cuun il

Toilets
[ Qpiéon t— Yes | sup p ir pEoVISion
of new toilets in Mang vilage and

Councii setting as:du ;:J«,a._,OG to sunpor ar
anplication o the Governmeant's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastrusiure Fund for portaloos at
the Tcifowing 4 focations:

5. Fapaxai Park, Taihape

L

b Swimming spet off Toe Toe Road

. River bark area near

i1 Dgtion 7 - | donot s
addiiionzal 2ublic ioile
Hme.

podt the prove sr(‘fu m
T1iihe Bhstret 2t

Do veu have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultalion
Document? {use exira pages if
RECeSSary)

What other issues would you like Councii
ta consider as part of its planning for
2017787 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1883

FPlegsa agte hal submIssions are puidic marmanr.
! i N vOLT OSrsenal

L vl bo made availabile io

the :.?"-eo‘.-e and pubf.r's: ag pxart o thae decision .rnz?.kmg

JHGCESS. YO SIS

ppose of §

Digdeici Coigne. ~.f H—.'.fg. i
o, You save Hha righit 10 access end corredt
any personal infarmalicn included i any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 20147,
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Submission Form

Your name:
ol

J

Email address:

Bulls Community Centre

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

A

Loy L

Preferred contact phone number:

Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O EIXS 2

Your’_&ostal address:

PO Box &

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 new

Ylls
it €

Town: s

building.

Proposed sale of surplus

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
;Fﬂjng to your submission and the hearings?:
E

mail O 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:
U/%(?ndiufdual, or
[0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walton Street
subdivision.
Evﬁ‘es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.
O%es

The
q,é*;

Marton Civic Centre

O No

O No

o car parks fronting Criterion Street
0O No

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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
ngs

Position:

D?d
: demolishing all three buildings and

constructing a new facility on the site

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

Page 9

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

Why is this your preference?
e
1CP(p

3,

S

9 23



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the

proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and underiake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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 loilets
at the ends of the netball courts

|alternative proposal]

0O Option 2 — | support demolishing the

grandstand and locating the new amenity

myck an that site.
Option 3 — | suppart 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

m/(p:cnn 1— Yes, | support funding the upgrade

of lhe 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council,

Toile
ption 1 - Yes, | 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

River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

I

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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)

/

2t/

e r"")ﬂ Y
7

e

Privacy Act 1993
Piease 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: 6;”0!’]&/\./\.{!’1 7?001’\
L |

Email address: « U v [y hoon dDAofuni |-
J

Conn

Preferred contact phone number:

06 BKEOKTNS -

Your postal address:

39 Moa Shreet

Town: "‘T—G»[.a‘ l’\ Gpe

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

O Email O 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

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 101

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 cf 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cabbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Sireet) 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?

-7
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

* near the swimming pool

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade

OO0 Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 - | 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)

Mangawe ka  Bnclge

¥, )
J’(’.MC?C} N G iy b'ﬂ'OJCQ
old oo asS o

OJ. gl f/l Kij/p
A Hea G4
¥

ONL v

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 Disirict 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: 8{@'\&)% —[_:,;UD(]
~J

Email address: (] ,v le}w_w @ L'?Ohﬂ(jn/ )

Caovn
Preferred contact phone number:

0 2880K71SS

Your postal address:

3 Moa Shyee k-

Town: ~ | lf@p&’ 17O

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:

Pasition:

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

Page 103

TQSK

RECEIVED

2L MAR nm

E-MAILED
A )

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 0O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

COMNSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

3 Option- 4 — | wani 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 — | support retaining the grandstand
and focating the new amenity blocks in onge of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming pool

& on'The site ourrently vsed as toilets

—

at the ends of the netball courts
laliemative proposal]

O Optietr 2 = 1 support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Qption 3 - | suppoeit demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable focations:

- near the swimming pool

on the site currently used as toilets
« at the ends of the netball courls
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

O Option 2 - 1 think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Coungil,

Toileis

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

a. Papakai Park, Taihape

b. 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.

{.

g.
h.

‘E/Opﬂon 2 — | do not suppott the provision of
additional public tofieis in lhe Dislrict 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
o consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Fiease note thal submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available Io
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will onfy be used ior the
purpese of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Streel, Marion. You have the right 1o access and correct
any personaf information includad in any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:

Rluce Dea. ]

Emaii address;

BB iy vt oS
Preferred contact phone number;

Your posial address:

YO Tlrme o €5

Towt: myav@zen

How would you prefer to recaive carrespondesnce
ralating to your submission and the hearings?:

O Email O Letter

Would you like 1o speak to your submission al
the hearings being held on 20 April? If ves. do
you wish to (please tick):

3 present in person in Marton at the Coungeil
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another localion (pleass
provids skyps dstails)

Aps you witting thig submiission as

i an individual, o

0 on behalf of an erganisation

If an behalf of an organisation. pleass pravids

d=talls:

Organisation:

Position:

O yves | would like to subsetibe to Council's
g-newslatter
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REGEIVEL

15 MAR 2017

SR

Bulle Community Centre

lMDption 1 - Yes, | supporl retaining iha
updated budget of $4.38 million for ne
vigstl and expanded new Bulls Commurity

Centra on the site of the former Criterian
Hotel, ingorporating adjustment for infiation
from whien the initial astimates wers made

I

0 Option 2 — | want Councll to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Commiunity Centre
and raview the available options. ncluding
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing 1t with a new
building

Proposed Sale of surpius
properties in Bulls

Should Gouncil proceed with the sale of the
following thres parcels of land?

The area known as the Waltan Strest
subdivision.

-Ff Yes O No

The portion of Havlock Park currently leased for
grazing

O Yes ﬁ No

The two car parks fronfing Criterion Streer
W ves O No

Marton Civie Centre

O Options 1, 2and 3 - Y=s, | support ibe
continuing work on radaveloping the Gobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Wiilliams Buildings
(Broadway/High Strest) as the naw Marton
Civic Centre. preferring (strike oul two)

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all thres
outldings

W 2: demalishing all thrss bulidings and
construeting 2 new facility on the sits

O 3: rstaining part of the facades and huilding &
new faciity behind them

Wi., is Ehls your p:efewnr(
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REGEIVEL

30 MAR 2097
s}
| [ B vt PO B
F:e: i, P;ﬁ-l-i-f-

boc: ... 170313

Submission Form

Your name: "g&(pﬁd K@V-’-&a‘z—

Email address: ku‘l"-’—(&r—l-v\@w&m

Preferred contact phone number:

O2~222—7L(54

Your postal address:

82 Sowwisen 2 Ells
Town:ea,._u;

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

e FacaDes pZe  AESTHET|IcALLM
Reasine - AUD WL ALsO & n THE

Page 109

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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
supdivisian,

Yes O Ne

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing,
O Yes 'E(NU
The twao car parks fronting Criterion Street

Yes 1 No

Marton Civic Centre

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

Kﬁ: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

2X2: demolishing all three buildings and
Jconstructing a new facility on the site

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

Why is this your preference?

FUTURL,

23
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RECEIVED

30 MAR 2017

To: ES

File: = A€~ 1 =tk

RECEIVED
30 MAR 2017

BY:

Submission Form

Your name: BQ\(C;E_ [ AS [ £R, -

Email address: B@VC&F&SICM < TRA-
L CD . I*J Z_ -

Preferred contact phone number:
O27 ¢¢2 350«

Your postal address:

Po. Box 23

MAR

MARTO

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

O Email Letter

Town:

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

E/presem 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:
IB/an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

B{es | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

P

- No

Page 110

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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
Haotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Option 2 — | want Council o 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

B/Optlons 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | supporl 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

Bé 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?

9 vARE Smﬁmﬁweuz Mf
70 ExprbnSIJE

éAFE N NE
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24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

near the swimming poal

on the site currently used as toileis
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Fool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

O Option 1 —Yes, | 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]

O Option 2 — | 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:

Helen Smuf

Email address:

hs |k @ feviuside . .~z

Preferred contact phone number:

D63 20D(9
Your postal address:

Ro

23 “Musss Rean

Buu-.‘: :

Town:

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

E/Email O 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 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: 4, ,¢ 4vo  DisrRicr
Cﬂhﬁtunfrf?‘ TRuST
Position: CHR

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

Page 112

REGEIVED

31 MAR 2017
:DEP RECEIVEL:
o A S B l -

Bulls Community Centre

B/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 knowh as the Walton Street
updivision.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.

ﬁes

E}}! two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O No

0O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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: demoalishing 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



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. | 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.
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Submission Form

WDS@"‘_"C\/

Email address: aga, ve A 7ZZ e

Ao Har' e 7

Preferred contact phone number:

0’)'2,‘784%"5'2([/

Your postal address

BullsCommunity Centre

Option 1 = Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Centre an 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 aptions, including

Q_/ .E /VW strengthening the existing Town Hall or
? demeolishing it and replacing it with a new

Town:

How wodld you prefer to receive correspondence

relgifig to your submission and the hearings?:
Email O 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 ,Jp '

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 organisatign, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Posilﬁm: \V '

O yes | would lik subscribe to Council's
e-newsletig

Page 114

building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

2a known as the Walton Street
ivision.
Yes O No

The
su

The gortion of Haylock Park currently leased for
raZing.
e O No

The/twa car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marten
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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

O Option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pcol should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Gouncil.

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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,

fi

g.
h.

O Option 2 - | 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%m %b,-\

Email address:

L ==
Preferred contact phone number

Oo322.1 I&\.[J S

Your postial address:

Town: &JL} | -

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

Q/E’mail O 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 detalls)

Are you writing this submission as:

O ap individual, or

% behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide
detalls:

LS e bhod.Hz

Organisation: & NS S~

Position: Q’)m%]

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

2 3 MAR 2017
To 2
File: ." A"g{"’q

Bulls Community Centre

ption 1 - Yes, | 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 = | 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.
es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

graging.
es O No

[0 No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

N A .

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

Marton Civic Centre

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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SubditrEgigih Form

Yourr‘:gme: .
(sl rift—

Email address:

\
ovia@Sant ’QS Scheol- N
Preferred contact phone Humber:

521 (227 (=82

Your postal address:

Yo &x SO
Town: wmwgt(q 2

How would you pre‘?er to receive correspondence
relatipg to your submission and the hearings?:

mail O Letter

Would you like io 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

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 117

Bulls Community Centre

tion 1 — Yes, | support retaining the

d budget of $4.36 million for the

nd expanded new Bulls Community
Centre onqe site of the former Criterion

% Hotel, incorpdiating adjustment for inflation
from when the inijal estimates were made,

O Optien 2 — | want Cobgeil to abandon the
proposed new Buils Comyqunity Centre
and review the available optigns, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

ShouB\C\o#ncil proceed with the sale of the

following three parcels of land?

The area known as.the Walton Street
subdivision. e

O Yes 0 No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes £ No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Stree
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

[0 2: demolishi
constructing a

all three buildings and
w facility on the site

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a

new facility behind then\
Why is this your preference? ™.

23



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE"AH_I*IJA
A"

%

a 31

[0 Option 4 - want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbley/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and underiake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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
+ atthe ends of the neiball couris
[alternative proposal]

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

0 Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
hlocks 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]

':ypé Pool Upgrade
Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred uniil the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Coungil.

Toilets

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

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

=

N 2017/18

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.
f.

g.

O Option 2 — | 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 nole 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
purpase of the annual plan process. The information
wili be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right fo access and coirect
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 118
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Submission Form

Your name:
CARo & H U~ST
Email address:
R

Preferred contact phone number:
o277 Dblowe)d)
Your postal address:
19 DlAdas D
SANSed  u-¥15

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ;it?rn‘,ss]on 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:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

/

—
e

Ovyes| u%iike to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsfetter

Position:

Page 119

2 7 MAR 2017

I . N
File; l"ﬁf’"—k‘f

/ BIDES i 1 7 ..... 0220

Bulls-Community Centre

1" Option 1 — Yes, | 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.

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
smu,téiuision.
as

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

ar g.
Yes O No

The two car pang Criterion Street
O Yes (o}

Marton Civic Centre

0 No

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | supporythe
continuing work on redevelopingthe Cabbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Willigafs Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) g&’the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferripg(strike out two)

O 1:retaining and
buildings

urbishing all three

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and

iig a new facility on the site
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?
N';n(..u"‘z_ “To Gu Mf £4 Ml)\f
Go To MARTO ~) -
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the ﬁruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Zobbler/ Department of Conservation)

of the present e.
nd library buildings. ¢

g.

port retaining the grandstand
and locating fhe new amenity blocks in one of

the other vjéble locations:
O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of

+ near the gwimming pool
i . additional public toilets in the District at this
on the gite currently used as toilets time.

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

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

O Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the g#ew amenity B
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | supporjdemolishing the
grandstand and lp€ating the new amenity =
blocks in one g¥the other viable locations:

+ near the swifiming pool
+ on the sit¢’currently used as toilets
© BEIISEESSlIn HetpEd. ORI What other issues would you like Council

[alternative proposal] to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if neceasary)

TJAare OF/~j0” of
hocA kS /- 70 Co~S7> A7,

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | support fupeing the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool duripg 2017 after the
swimming season hag/ended, using reserves
to cover any shorifafl from external funding = ———
applications (up # $200,000).

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

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

Toilets the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the

ﬁ)pﬁon 1 —Yes, | support the provision purpose of the annual plan process. The information
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an Strest, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
application to the Government's Mio-sized any personal information included in any reports,
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at information or submissions.

/he fOHC',W'ng 4 lo?anons‘ Submissions close at midday on Friday,

” Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.

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

Page 120
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REGEIVED

17 MAR 2017 CE ED
To: PS 1 7 MAR 2017
Fue 1-AY-d

............ 17“0137 BY:

wd bWl b 1| T IDIIWIE] T UIII

Your name: Buils Community Centre
C/c?'\'hfok“m N\ GM A 1 Option 1 -~ Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4 36 million for the
Email &ddress revised and expanded new Bulls Community
) Centre on the site of the former Criterion
%’l’ crm@Privra. co Nz Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
Preferred contact phone number: from when the initial estimates were made
ob 3880212 OO Option 2 - | want Council to abandon the
D S Sess = proposed new Bulls Community Centie
Your postal address: and review the available options, including

strengthening the existing Town Hail or
demalishing it and replacing it with a new
building.

5 Ao Ree=d

Proposed saie of surplus

Town: ~3 . L~
Ailnaepe properties in Bulis

How would you prefer io receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings™

E/E mail 3 Letter

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

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being heid on 20 Aprii? if ves, do
you wish to (please tick):

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

l Yes [J No

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from ancther location (please The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
provide skype details} O Yes 0O No

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

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/

if on behaif of an organisation, please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

cetails: {Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton

L Civic Centre, preferring {strike out two)
Organisation:
[} 1: retaining and refurbishing all thiee
S buildings
Position: O 2: demolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

[Jyes | wou!d |I;S;C;;:i-b5cﬂbé to Counmis_ = retaining part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

e-newsletter
Why is this your preference?
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HANGITIKE! DISTRICT CQUNCH.
LMEULTATION O THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017718

Option 4 ~ [ want CGouncil o apandon he =) S?u-f‘m. Fark {with approval rom he
aroposed redavelooment of the Cabhler/ Draparhnean Nisbh}
Daveffig)@ff;-"fqi}ra{zazn and Willams buileings. [alternative su
s=ll the site, and underiake necessary : :
garthduake srengthening of ths presert =
March admiristration aivd lisrary bulldi S
i
Talhape Memorial Park
o
?.?,/C}%‘_'}JDF 1 -1 sugnoit retaining the grandstand
fad
znd localing tha rew amenity biocks incheof 77
ihe other viable iocations.
o Lostt the movisinn of

©onEal The swimming poo T b
i3 the Distrizt at this

30 e sits currently used as toilels

ethall courts
De you have any comment on other

matters noted in this Consultation
Document? {Use exira pages if
necessary)

HrEn gisand é"""C« 'O'\»é"w: vf"Ie =" Eiﬂ:’f‘i'}ity
bicthk on that siie

£

Option 3 - [ sugport demohishing ine
giengsiand and iotaiing the new amanity
biscks i one of the other viable locations:
+  nesr the swmming poot

: on the site currenily used as toilets
«  af ihe ends of the nethall colits

{alterative proposal] ~ toconsider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use extra pages if necessary}

Taihape Pool Upgrade

-@{Ogaéion 1 —Yes, i supnorl fung

ing the upgrads
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 &'ter the
SWIMMNG s8ason has ehdec. usirg ieserves

0 cover any shorifal from external funding
applicaiions (up 1o 3200,

L3

{ g}iion 2~ i think {he ungrede ¢f the Talhaoe
Pehenld e deisres unill ha uinding gap
' oirer thay Ooungi

Toilets

Q/Op*éion 1 Yes | curpas'tthe orovision
of new ioiists in Margaweka village and
Councit setting aside 525000 1o *—“upﬁort zn
application 10 the Governmeni's Nid-sized
Teurism intrastructure Func jor Hortaloos at
the oliowing « incations:

o

Frver bank arean

3

Page 122

What ather isaues would you like Council

o Suimissions elose at midday on Friday,
= Q”’Oc‘f’“' o, -a:r;a_;:ue 3’1 March 292?

Suiimming sbot off Toe Toe Read
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Submission Form

Your name:

(244(51,}: [

Email address:

ewca beeby dpamdse . yetwz

Preferred contact phone number:

063221376}

Your postal address:

4 Pull Siveet

Bechy

Bulle

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

FEmail O Letter

Town:

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:
Zan individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 123

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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(Dption 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available opticns, 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
fallowing three parcels of land?

The area known as the Walton Street

subdivision.

O Yes &No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes o

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes ®No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
cantinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenpori/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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3 .‘

Ll Option 4 - want Gow ;
Pronasss acavetopmaent of
. Alrreham and
ard Ligdsrta
strengthening of the re
vinistration and Hvaey

¥

= CQption - | suppo
and losating new amsrity biccks

ing other vialle [ooalions

© o cqear the swimimiing ool

voon the sie curenily used as toiles
al the ends of the netball courts

[alternzative proposal]

Pretaining tho grandsiang
5 one of

0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grangsiand and locaing the now amonity
block on that sie.

[ Option 3 -~ | susporni cenolishing ie
grandsiand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viabls locations:

+nezr ihe swimming poot
onr the site currently ased as tolels
at the ends of the netbail couris

sHiernative sropogsal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Cption 1
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 afier the
swimming season heas ended. using "essrves

to covar any shorifall from external funding

applicaiions {up to $200.000],

O Option 2 — §ibink he upgrade of e Taihaps
Fool shawd be deferred untis ihe fundire gap
is coverad by sourcss otnsr than Codncll,

Toilets

B’Option 1 —Yzs5 ! support the srovisicn
of naw icilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $Z5.000 1o supocri an
application ko the Gove-vmant's Mid-sized
Tourisr Infrastructura Fund ior corizloos ai
the followsng 4 locatinng:

&. Fapakai Park. Taihape

2. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Roa:

2ridge

o, River bank area nsar Buil

7]

- Yzs | supnort funding the upgrace

fl. Bruce Park Swsin aporoval from ihe
_;\,pv. tmec: of Conservation]

L Option 2 — | do net support ihe p"f'|=-'iai£==1 ci
aaditionzl cublic wleis in H % Disirict al this

dme.

D¢ you have any comment on other
maiters noted in this Consuitation
Document? (use extra pages if
Necessary}

What other issues would you like Council
fg consider as part of its planning for
20177187 {use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please noig M1 swbnvissions drg public avormeion.
The conlent on s form .u'.l« un..,& YOUT GEraonal

ioh and sLbrmis: ;
.‘,« Angd ']h’f’m aa}rfﬂ %nr the clarsisin
v 22 uged for I,.f,

3 _.'r.-’r—- ”nu.’ nELTN

Inedy

will e hold ayv thz Rang
Sirgst, Karion, You have the ri
Any personal nformaiion noluded 1 a0y reporis.

infomation or st

o sinms.

Submissions close at midday on Friday.
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form

Your name: > lf 4) D{/NN

Email address: . 7. DN @
OvuTtocoic. co N2

Preferred contact phone number:

62220\ 0

Your postal address:

Town: g-jllc_.,

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

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

Page 125

30 MAR 2017
To: DS
File: .1 = PP

Bulls Community Centre

D/Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Centre on the site of the former Critericn
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 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 [ No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parks/ronting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

EJ}uildings
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?

stazt e/ ¢
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

COMESULTATION OM THE SR BRIUAL DLAN Z0V /Y

1

Option 4 — 1 wani Councit ¢ abandon the
oroposed redevelopment of sthe Cobbler/
Davenpori/Abrakam and Wiliiams buildings,
seil the site. and underiaks necessary
earthquaks strengthening of the pressnt
Marten administration and fibrary builtdings.

Taihape Memorial Park

0 Ontion 1 ~ | support retaining the grandsiand
and locating the na2w amenity blocks i1 one of
the ciher viahie localions:

< nesr the swimming pocl

»on the she currently used as (oilets

- at the ends of the netbali courts

[zlternalive propesal]

O Option 2 - | support demolishing the
gramdsiand and locating the ngw amenily
Black on that site.

E/Opiion 3 — I support demaolighing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other vishle locations:

+ near the swimming poo!

+ on the site currently used as toilsts
at the ends of the netball courts

fzliernative oroposall

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E/Optic«n 1 — Yes. | support funding the upgrade
ai the Taikape Pool during 2017 after the
swimming scason hes ended., using reserves
to cover any shortiall rom extomal funding
epplications (up to $200,000).

L} Option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Tathaps
FPool should be deierrad uniil the funding gap
is coverad by sources other than Council.

Toilets

Cption 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setiing asice 525.000 to support an
& icail tothe G arnmnent's Mid-sized
application to the Governiment's Mid-sized
Tourism nfrastructure Fund for poraloos af
the following 4 lceations:

a. Papezkal Park, Taihape

b, Swimming spot off Toe Toz Road
River bank area nsar 3ulis Pridge

d. Bruce Park Dwith aproval from lhe
Department ¢f Conservalion)
[altarnative sugoestions]

€. L,-‘/é/z\aw, ;ﬁ(}/fé; @uyf '

i,
qd.
h.
0 Option 2 — 1 do st suppoert Ue provision of

additional public ioilets i the istrict 2t this
time.

Co you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consuitation
Document? (use exira pages if
necessary}

What other issues would you iike Council
tc consider as pari of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Frivacy Act 1993

Flease note thal submissions are pulic indormation.
The conteni on this form includiig vour personal
frifcrmation and submission will be mads svailable ic
the maetiz and puklic as pact of the decision making
orocgss. Your subwnfssion will oniy be used for the
purpose of ihe anual plan process. The informations
will be held by the Rangititel Distrct Council. 46 Righ
Stree!, Maricn. You have the right ic access ard coneo
any parsanal infonmation inciuded 0 &ny reporis,
infirenaiinn or SubinEsians.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,

Page 126
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Submission Form

Your name:(_\~cur \Q‘s

Email ?&dress:

Bulls Community Centre

E(Optiorl 1 - Yes, | 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

cnd resd L‘Mgmﬁf:fawﬂﬁ@ﬁm‘kmm Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation

Preferred contact phone number:

022 ol Gou?

Your postal address:

L Schhnson © k‘(eef’r

%m“ S

Town: %‘LA \\S

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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:

E}/yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 127

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 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
g}sjivision.
Yes [ No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
B/r:lo

O Yes
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
&Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

[0 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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LSBT g e
*z:ixm? D TRE

. ;
_--’-féw_,ﬁa_ FLAM LOVF

¥

E/Optior; d — | wan: Souncit to anandon the
prososed redeveiopment of the Cobbiery
LavenporiAbrahar and Willlams bulidings,
sell the sile, and undsrizke necsssary
cerihguake strengthaning of ey
Marton administration and Bhrary

';3u|idir\.g$.
Tathape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | supoort retaining the grandsiand
anrd incating the new amenity tlocks in one of
t72 ciner wiabie locsiions:

< nisar the swimming wocl

< or the sia currenily used as foilets

&t the ends of the netbalt cousrts

zlicrative nroposal]

s

|

Option 2 — | suoport demolighing the
grandstand and lccating the new amenity
Block on that site.

O Option 3 — | suoport demglishing the
grandstand and lceating the new ameinity

FAlmem Atliar ridab bl | smm i o

stoci the other viable locations:

HGCHs I ong o
+ near the swimiming sool
»  onthe site currently used as foilefs
> at the ends of the neiball courts
‘abernaive oroposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

0 Option 1 - Yes. | support funding the upgrade
of the Ta:hapes Poal during 2017 atter the
swimming ¢eason has ended, using reserves
to cover any shortiall from external funding
applications {up 10 3200000},

T/Dption 2 - | think the upgrade of the Tathape
Poci shouid ke deferred until the funding gap
is cavered by sources other than Council,

Toilets

Opiion 1 - Yas, | support the Jrovision
of new tcilets in Mangaweka village ang
Councit setling aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Teurisr Infrastrusiorg Fund “or porislogs at
the ioliowing 4 locations:

2. Papakal Park. Tathape

b. Swirming spet of Toe Toe Road

¢. Biver bank zrea near Bulls Bridge

d. Bruce Ferk (with approval m*; e
Ceparmment of Conservaignt
[alternative suggestions]

R

¢

o

O Option 2 — 1 So not sug
additicnal puiic tosl=
HEI=N

oot Hhe provision of
in the Giglnct af thig

Do you have any comment on other
matters noied in this Consulitation
Drocument? {(use exira pages if
necessaty)

The ool Q{ Ko bulle
commwnunttu  centre loohg
n?x‘rec¥ Gr solar Ocme,\S

qﬁ&‘j C_.\,Qu\(:\ e \V&l\'a\ed o SL\UU\J
e " comuwmunhes  comamitument ke

sushlzanablite
What other issues wou!‘dJyou like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Aci 1883
Flease nole that subrissions are public information.
The conitert an this form including vour poracnai
information and aubimission vaill be rnade svailabie ic
1z media and pullic as pa of the decision making
process. Yowr suiinigsion vall ooty e used lor the
purpose of the annual plan procass. The information
will b held by ihe Bangiticer District Couneli, 46 High
Straet, Farton, Yoo have the rioht [0 aocess and norrect
any persunal informaiion incleded in any reports,

nfermation ur submissions,

Submissions ciose &t midday an Friday,
31 March 2017.
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F-MAILED

Submission Form

RECEIVED

7 B MAR 9017
T0: . P : 5—: .
FIE‘ A LT T T LY llll'll.l.
DOC: 7 d...

Your name: C\f@ﬂ_l@’H’Q_ HOQ.TQ/)- Bulls Community Centre

O
Email address: ’“\Q_\,\O(Jr()r\}éxl vee Ce.NZ

Preferred contact phone number:

QbIRLISZ2 =

Your postal address:

/\Q-MOQJ’\LCLU- KOG B
Nela s

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

Email [ Letter

Town:

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:
O an individual, or
O on behaif of an crganisation =

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

O

Position: Ol

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s =

e-newsletter

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 Waltan Sireet
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

O No

Marton Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

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?

Page 129

23



24
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[ 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
Martor administration and library buildings,

~ Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 loilets
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

E}/O—ption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

[0 Option 3 ~ | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable locations:

+ near the swimming pool

= onthe site currently used as toilets
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

- Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pocl 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 — | 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, | 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

o =
|

P

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

[alternative suggestions]

2.

f.

g.

O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional pubdic 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)

WA sz:rasiw’é, e

\r\odc_ Cx@farﬂc;ﬂorf)
ey Yoo Gl
\ \>ooe S \

WDover Dok .

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (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

Yourname: ") /) . /T bon

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Q2) YES pITF

Your postal address:

L _meBDS  [AackE

Rucs §

Town: F21 %

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

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 fick):

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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter
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REGEIVED

15 MAR 2017
2SS
File: .l." 3'? |"'

Ple: 1 0‘1‘.3,.?..._

Bulls Community Centre

B/Option 1 - Yes. | 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, incorparating 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 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 0O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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?




Submission Form

Your name: CA/‘?{ M€Q (?{f

REGEIVED

2 8 MAR 2017
To: D'S' ............
File: A=A — 1=

poe:. 17..02300..

Bulls Community Centre

III/Optian 1 - Yes, | support retaining the

Email address: ~ Z\FT\S @ﬁméﬁqu w§
s CO « N

Preferred contact phone number:

OL7Y¢ 838 (ST

Your postal address:

C—:/O Ao.go\'z\ /066

L\~

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

Town:

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 — | 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

relatirig to your submission and the hearings?: :
et O Letter following three parcels of land?
Would you like to speak to your submission at The area known as the Walton Street
; ; ; subdivision.
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do E/Ygs O No

you wish to (please tick):

O present in person in Marton at the Council

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.
Chamber O Yes O No
[l dialn via skype from another localion (pIease 1 o car parks franting Criterion Street
g ik (0 Yes 01 No

:I‘;re/y()u writing this submission as:
n individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation o
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:
Organisation:

O
Position: 0

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

Marton Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

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

D’ﬁ: retaining part of the facades and building a

new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?
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RANGITIKE] DHSTRICT COUNCIL

CONZULTATION ONTHE ARNUAL PLAN 2077/

O Option 4 - 1 wani Council to gbandgon the
nroposed redavelopment of the Caobbier!
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buiidings,
zell tha site. and undertake nocessary
earihglake strengthening ot the prasem
Marton administration and sibrary buildings.

Tathape Memorial Park
Opdion 1 — | support retaining ihe grandsland
and iocating the new amenity klocks in one of
the aiher viable locations:

« near tha swimming pocl
on the site currenily usod as tilets

+ &l ihe ends of ihe retball courts

izlernative proposal]

£

L] Optien 2 — | support demolishing the
crandsiand and lccaiing the niew amenily
tlock on that sile.

Tt Option 3 - [ support derncdisking the

grandsiand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable lncations:
+ near the swimming pool
+ onihe sile currently used as oilets
> at the ends of the netkall couris
[allernalive proposel]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

3 Option 1 — Yes. | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
o cover any shortiall from external funding
applications (up to $200.000).

E./C}p%ion 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should e deferred until the funding gap
is coverad by sources athar then Coungil.

Toilets

0 Option 1 - Yes. | suppart the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Councit setiing aside $25,000 1o support an
application 1o the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism infrastructure Fund for porialogs at
the following 4 focations:

a. Peapekai Parl, Teihape

b Swimming spot off Tos Toe Road

2. Biver hank area near Sulis Hridge

&

5

. Bruyce Far {with approval from the
Depeariment of Conservation)
[alternative suggestians]

L@

fb/bption 2 — lde net support the provision of
additioral puhiic foilets in the District af this
tirne.

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

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? {use exira pages if necessary}

Privacy Act 1993

FPlezse note thal submissions are public information.
The content an this form including your personal
information and subimission wilt e made avaifabie o
the media and public as part of ihe decision making
process. Your subimizsion wiil anly be vsed for the
purpose of ihe annual plan process. The information
will be ficld by the Rangitfiel District Council, 46 High
Street. Marion. You have the right 1o acczss and correc!
any perzonal information included in any regports,
informaifon or eubmilssions.

Submissions close at midday on Fridav,
31 March 2817,
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To: :Ds

File: .. *H‘P" "":t'

GRS | .'?0 180
«SUMNID IQIIJTT | NJET
Your name: Bulls Community Centre

Lhristine &(8@9.&1
Email address:
chrisndon @[nepiresnd. nz
Preferred contact phone number

06 33818/1

Your postal address:

(03 Dmatane p™ AL, R04g
THHAPE 4744

Town /,q.l H,a{) E

How would vou prefer 1o receive correspendence
refating to your submission and the hearings?:

o Email O 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

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

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

if on behaif of an organisation, please provide
details:

QOrganisation:

Position:

El] vas | wouid izke to subssr%be to Cwnci! s
e-newsietter

Page 134

O Option 1 — Yes, | suppoit 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 adjustiment 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 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 Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently ieased for
grazing.

[1 Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
[]VYes O No

Marton Civic Centre

1 Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes, | support the
gontinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
{Broadway/High Sireet} as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring {strike out two)

1 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

[0 2: demolishing all three buiidings 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?

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

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbier/
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 — 1 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]

dOp‘tion 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

[? Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand anc 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 couris

[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

3 Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred untit the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

[E/Option 1= Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,000 to suppert an
application to the Government’s Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at
the following 4 iocations:

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 — | 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

ocument? (use extra pages if
( pag Toe Mhosuuss ol

ecessary) ohHon 2.7

Moybe fle 50 called T 1ub

uld put Ml Money ato
puﬁinj_sea'ha ow Yop of the
(N7 awuem"‘\'ij b_lo{.k.

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Qﬂﬁk)m’m fown bal ¢

Wuld e councl odlces.

“Tvwe o moke ghead .

‘\OMA woi#ﬂrg__mawg ow

ol i, (d.im:g_ry__‘ﬂ‘& m{W

Privacy Act 1593

Pleasg nole that submissions are public information.
The eontent on this form including your personal
infarmation and submission will be made avaifable fo
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission wifl onfy be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 48 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to aceess and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form |

Your natine:

Chry ch?ﬂ'f_ iz a&.ﬁr -

-Entail address:

Christine HeVare@ Eyaé’zqo . Cesadd
Proferred contact phone numbert

O 188 rS8S

Your postal addnees. .

Po_Zex 23
Town:j;z //wyéf

How wieuld you prefer to receive correspondence
redaiing to your iu.;missiﬂn and the hearings?:
£ Email “Latter

Would you like o speak o your submitssion at
the fiearings being heid on 20 Apdl? if yae, do
youl wish 10 (pléase Tigk):

| ptesent:in-persbn-_in- Marton at the Coundcil
Chamber

I dial It via skyps from anoihar neation (please

provide skype details)

Bre/q‘éu wriing this subniission a3
art Individual. or

Tt on hehalf of an oranisation

it on hehalf of an drganisation. pleess srwide
detaiis: : '

Organidation:

Position: -
v

E(yes-i would ks to.subseribe to Councii's
e-newslelier .
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© T Yes

TO. umnﬁg?nqmu
| ) FILE r(irrl!l!'i'_
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| QGS; qmrnslu?msuﬂ% l}

Bulle Gommuniiy Cenire

O GpHon 1 - Yes, | suppor rataining he
deceied budget of $4.28 million for the
revised and expanded new Sullé Community
Centra on the ste of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment fof infiation
irom when the initial estimates were made.

|

Gption 2 — | want Coundll to abendon the
proposed new Buile Cormunity Cenite
and review the avajlable options, including.
drergthening the exisiing Town Half or
detnolishing i and replacing f with a nsw
buitding. : . T

Proposed sale af su rplus
propetties In Bulls

Should Couneil proceed with-the sale of LhQ
follswing thies pafcels of tand?

Ths area known as the Wahon Stleet

subdivislon. _

0O ves ke
The portion of Haylook Path currertly leased for
grazing.

L3 Yes OiMo

The wio 681 parks fronting Criterion Strast
D !“0 '

&’lartcn Civig. Centre

Opﬂens 1,2 and 3 Yes, 1 gupport the

soepiinuing work on redeveloping the Cobhlet/
Davenoori/Abraham & Willlems Buildings
{Brozdway/Hidh Streeiias ihe new Marton
Civle Centre. géreremncs fsirike oLl fwos

T 4 rataining .;md refurtishing 21l three
SLHCEINGS

W& demolishing alf three buildings and
congiruoting a§ rigw fatility on the site

3 3 refgining part of the faches and bul%d’rg E
pew fac:lt‘y bei‘tlnd then

’hy is thfs your ;:-refe:ence‘?




RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2CT17 /18

O Option 4 — | want Council 1o abandon the
proposed redevetopment of the Cobbiet/
bavenpert/Abraham and Williams buildings,

" sell the sits, and undertake nacessary

d. Bruce Park {with approval from the
Depariment of Conservation)

[altemnative suggestions]

earthguake strengthening of tha prasent e.
Marton administration and tibrary bulidings. ;
Tathape Memortial Park a

iJ/OF}tiDh 1 — | suppori retaining the arandstand h
arwd incating the new amenity bloshs in one of :
e cthor viable logations:

T : 0 Option 2 - i do not support the provision of
el ﬂ'a, swimming pol . additional public toilets in the District &t this
- on the site currently used as toilets fime.
at the: ends of the netball courts 5 " ; ther
. : o you have any comment on othe
il A
fiitemative proposal] : matters noted in this Consultation
- : Documeni? (use extra pages if
PAswse. ye focatiur § oty netessary)

3 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
orandstand and lecating the new amenity
bleok on that site.

s

T1 Option 3 — 1 support demolizhing the
irandstand and locating the new amenity
Iiocks in one of the other viable locations:

+ near the swimming pol
on the site cumently used as toiiet: Rtk
at the ends of the neiball couris

{attarnative proposal]

What other issues would you like Councll
to consider as part of iis planning for
2017/18% {use sxira pages if necessary)

Coneerned about  falore oo i ///o{ 4G

Stees ,omfmxrfm cressioy Lectl,
Option 1 ~ Yes, | support funding the upgrade

of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the ﬁwwou{) - hen JLW"’“? /Qﬁ’"ﬁﬂf’b
swimming season has ended, using reserves

to cover any shortfall from externat funding zh Joui’ 2, wax‘cémg & aﬁ%c ﬂd?é/d ﬁW’ G

appiications (up io $200,000). /YAE Jw =1 ,éw é’)éﬁf AL EEes | / J”ﬁ’@u{@/
: ik : loe meowedl  purPaS a’ﬂwﬂ
[ Option 2 — i think the upgrade of the Taihape  £70S57 1
Poul should be deferred until the funding gap ~ Frivacy Ag loss oo fofor. (e d/ef

fe b - Please notg that submissions ara public informatlon. 4. . » W.Q J }
is covered by sourcas other than Council, The content on this form Including your personal 4

1
o information and submission will be made avallable to 7 Az A2, g g W‘ﬁ"
Hets tha media and public as part of the declsion making ! < 5@

Jaihape Poclk Upgrader
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process. Your submission will only be used for the e/
Y Optlon 1 — Yes, | support the provision prirpose of the annual plan process. The information ( Vi éﬁ@ o4 afﬁﬂ}
of new toilsis in Mangaweka vlilage and wiil be held by the Rangitikel District Council, 46 High
Council setling aside $25,000 to support an Street, Marion. You have the tight to access and correct
application to the Government’s Mid-sized any personal information intluded in any reporis,

Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at ~ information or subimissions.

the follc::wmg 4! . tons: Submissions close i nldday on Friday,
2. Papakal Park, Taihape at-Maren 2017,
b, Swirnming spot off Toe Toe Road 31Tmaremr 40

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge
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Freferred eontact phone number

C_A 734 -530089

Your pestal address:

IS kdssmaiEs %me

o wc-u!d Wi i:aref-s:i i receive colrespondernce
palating o your subraission and the kearingst:

O Emadt m_liéﬂ'ét'

Would you libe o speak to vmsr subimdssing =t

i bearings being held on 20 Al I ves, do

Ve =.’i."i‘§-i'l I (please 'ijr‘_:]- )i

i e sent i perschy in Maron af the Souneil
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& sl i viz

done daiaile)

shype fion 2ncther locslion (ol
provicie
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Bulls Community Cenire

O Optlon 1 - Ves, sup ;;n'-r‘t redaining the
upelaied buclget of 84,28 million for the
i e and ey [Jatgw-‘-z mew Bulls Cormvpiiy
Centre on the site of the former Crilerdon
Hobal, incorporaiing adjiustment for infiaiion
frorm when the iniiial estimaies wers made,

i

Opiior 2 — Dwant Gouncll o abandon the
prcmosed new Bulls Commmunity Cenire
apct review the avallable cplions, including
sirsngihening the existing Town Hall or
demolizhing H snd replacing 1l with a noew
Fniteling,

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Shoukel Counat] procesd with ihe sale of the
folb-wing three patcels of tand?

Thes apsa bnown a3 the Walton Streel
wicivision.

FhH

2 s Ch il

o ,21.:|| i‘__l.
O Yes

1

=3

o hing si! three bullaings and
ST 'I".-‘ T q‘ii {I.l TRl ¥ U’TH stz

—_

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

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
e=ll the site, and underiake necessary
earthqguake sirengthening of the present
fiarion administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

V((‘.-[:riion 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
wich iacating the new amenity blocks in one of
thic othar viable locations:

near the swimming pol

o ihe site currently used as toileis

ot the ands of the netball courts
jlieinative proposal]

N Ol { Option 2 — | support demolishing the

=

24

ciancstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

¢ Option 3 — | suppoit demolizhing the

grancstand and locaiing the new armenity

Hdocks in one of the other viable location:

neal the swinmming pol

on the sile cunently used as toilel:

at the ends of the netball couris
|alternative proposal] o
Newd "T'Olt..&'t'r. LAJDEIC
GRANRDS T AN D
Taihape Pool Upgrade

LB/Option 1 = Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swimiming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shorifall from exiernal funding
applications (up to $200,000).

I Opiion 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
ol should be deferred until the funding gap
i~ covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

1 Cption 1 — Yes, | support the provision

of new toilets in Mangawska village and
Council seiting aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Government’s Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for porialoos at
the following 4 locations:

el Papakai Park, Taihape

B, Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[aliernative suggestions]

6.

f.

a.

h.

O Option 2 — | do not support ihe provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
fime.

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

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday.
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:

Colnng Lvh.  pactudt]

Email address:

Loruta@ xha . One

Preferred contact phone number:

06 3211427

Your postal address:

S Wahkee~ 6f
Bud g

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

iZf’EmaiI O 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):

Town:

O present in person in Marton at the Couneil
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 arganisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

Inyes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 140

Bulls Community Centre

S( Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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. .E/
No

O Yes

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

I!R'Yes O No

The twa car parks fronting Criterien Street
[ Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

9/2: 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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. "0 Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

“ \

¥

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 — | 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 toileis
- at the ends of the netball courts
lalternative proposal]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL JN 2017/18

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

VOplion 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
[allernative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

Df Option 2 — | 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, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e-_L%mt&fhi% be

L placed neas e wades pampig

0. stzthon at 1o onhance +o
n Buls(jin tne  smald Pxﬁc)

O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the Districl at this
lime.

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
2017/187? (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 lo
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will anly 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,
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: (OLW '///’/ OWJ ’4§

Emazil address:

Preferred coniact phore number:

, 3950262

Your postal address:

Gl Ko vu ko B i Rod Ppﬂh
R.0.2 “Thpabr

Town:

How wolld you prefer {0 recelve correspondence

relating Lo yoa.ni;tlin/wission and the healings?:
1 Email etfter

Would you liks to speak fo vour submission at

the hearings being held on 20 Apiil? If yes, do

you wish o (please tick):

O present in person in Marton at the Gouncil
Chaimber

O dial in via skype from anciher location (please
provids skype detaiis)

Ars you writing this submission as;

\_D/1 individual. or

0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf « of an croanisation,
delzils:

please provide

Organisation:

Paosition:

O ye s | would liks to subscribs to Council's
newsletier

Page 142
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Bulls Community Centre

0O Option 1 - Yes, | suppaort retaining ihe
upclated budget of $4.36 million for the
ravised and expandad new Bulls Cornmunity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

0 Optlon 2 — 1 want Council to abandon ihe
proposed new Bulls Community Centrs
and review the available options. including
strengthening the axisting Town Hall or
clamolishing it and replacing it wiih & new
fuilding.

Proposed sale of surplus
properiies in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walton Street

subdivision.

0 Yes O Mo

The poriion of Haylock Park currenily leased for
grazing.

O Yes O Mo

The two car parks fronting Criterion Strest
O Wes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
coptinuing work on redeveloping the Gobbler/
Davenpori/Abraham & Willlams Buildings
(Broadway/High Stresl) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferting (strike oul two)

O 1 retaming and reiurbishing all thres
Suildings

O 2: demolishing all three bulldings and
consiruciing a new facility on the site

O 8: retaining part of the facades and building 2

new facility behind them

Wiy is this your prefersnce?

23



RANGITIKE| DISTRICT COUNCEL

TONSULTATION Ol THE ARMUAL FLAN 201771

O Opdten & - [ want Council ic abandoen ihe
roposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
="rﬁvcanrr‘ﬂAb|‘aher"n and Willams buildings.

= iha sltg, and enderialke necessary

~-iihguake sirengthening of the pressnt
farton adroivistration ana ligrary buitdings,

Taibape Memorial Fark

Gt 1 - | support rataining the grandstand
caiing the new amsnity biocks in one of
ﬂuﬂ viahle iccations:
¢ e swinuming pol
2 shie coirently used as toilat
he ends of the netball courts

Adive proposal]

upport demolishing ihe
c! fncating ie nsw amaniiy

- b SR L T
:-l':MILCLHd A looaiingg
Caain one of e ot

ERIIEA N

R N Ll R YR

S b b il reoihalb eouris

=]
oy

ihape Pool Upgrade

whon 1 - Yes, | support funding the upgrade
the Tathape Pool during 2017 after ths
swimming seasen has endsd, using reserves
ta cover =ny shortfall from externa funding
applications {(up to $200,600).

T
—mh =

ifa

Tmstfen 2 — | ihink ihe upgrade of ihe Taihaps
| should be deferred unti the funding gap
cvered by sourses other than Council.

A Onsfor 1 — Yes,  support thé provision

o e oileis in Mangaweka village and
Councl geiting aside $25,060 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism infrastructure Fund for norisloss at
ihe fellowing 4 locstions:

Faoakal Park, Talhape

Swimming spot off Toe Toe Fosd

a. River bank area nsar Bulls Sridgs .

24

"

[

Bruce Faik {with approval from he
Depariment of Conssrvaiion)
[aligrnative suggestions]

e

[{a]

=

[ Sption 2 — 1 do not support the provision of
additional public {citsis In the Disirict at thiz
il

Do you have any conmment on other
matters neted in this Consultation
Pocument? (use exira pages i
necegsary) -

Whai other issues wouid you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use exire pages if necessary}

Er“»;acy Aol 1S3

Pleasa riote thaf submissions are fuldic inieimstion,
H‘*.- comien oft this fornt in GJ’UO’H‘J YOLY PEFS
infonmation and subirission will ba made El—'c-.”@’fjl]@ o
i redia and pubiic as part of e daclsion malking
Hocess. Your sufaninsion will only be used far ifvs
plrpose of the amiwad plan process, The Informaifon
will he hald by the Rangititel District Council. 46 High
Straer, Marion. You have the right io aceeas atd correct
any personal information inciuded in any repors,
informaiion of submissions,

Submissions close at midaay on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: @ ,q,) ahn 7 -.ﬁaéj Bulls Community Centre
o &

D/Obtion 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the

Email addres“":}.{?/cfi'qq Y abcn revised and expanded new Bulls Community
e P Centre on the site of the former Criterion

é Qoncie L (O Hg Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation

Prefe}/;ed contact phone number: © from when the initial estimates were made.

027 437 _,//()f O Option 2 — | want Council to abandon the

proposed new Bulls Community Centre
Your postal address: and review the available options, including

— , »  strengthening the existing Town Hall or
S & 7 ﬂﬁ rerwann/ Roe 74 demolishing it and replacing it with a new

ed‘/ i 4%4//5 building.

Town: Proposed sale of surplus
{‘5\"175-{, < properties in Bulls

How would you prefer to receive correspondence ) )

relating to your submission and the hearings?: Should Council proceed with the sale of the

i ?
Email - following three parcels of land”

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

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

g?zing. -
o

Yes
O dial in via skype from another location (please g]}/two Gar pa
Yes

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber
provide skype detajls) rkafrgntmg Criterion Street

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

Marton Civic Centre

O on behalf of an organisation O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

details: (Broadway/High Streef) as the new Marton

o Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two)
Organisation:

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a

/es | would like to subscribe to Council's o ;
&’ new facility behind them

e-newsletter
Why is this your preference?

/ M /f rvdﬂ/d?/ é(’
ﬁw?‘é ca_,r%/w 7o 52,37/ 7/%2/'»
/e 1he ot of Tatedy.
S’?‘A/\_a/fff&g o
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Submission Form

Your name:) /9/0 p&w/s

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Bulls Community Centre

?{;tion 1 - Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or

%Z #/‘9’ /Z(' “n ﬁ/lf/ Vg?emoﬁshing it and replacing it with a new

Hull S
7

Town:

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

O Email O 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)

AreAou 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 ves | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 145

building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The ayea known as the Walton Street
subdivisian,
Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

es O No

?/two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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: demalishing 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | support retaining the grandstand
and |ocating 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

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

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 portalcos 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.

.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your persanal
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 Cauncil, 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-!"AILED

Submission Form

Your name: a’m K’/\ LINSm

Emazil address:

Preferred contact phone numbel:

Your postal address:

4 \Aa\ca @O’

<

Towr: /V]‘ qag@

How would you prefer ja recelve colrrespondence
relating to your subpffssion and the hearings?:
O Emeil

Would you like 10 speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do

you wish {o (please tick):

O present in person in Marion at the Coundil
Chamber

1 dial in via skypea from anociher [ocaiion (please
provide skype details)

Aje you writing this subntsgion as:

[ an individual. or

O an behalf of an arganisation

if on behalf of an arganisation. please provide

dstaila:

Organisaiiom

Posiiion:

O yes | would liks to subscribs to Council's
a-newsletisr
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RECEIVED

28 MAR 7pp7
TO: ......R....‘S

FLE: ) A | -

L 3

AL LT LTI m-nu

Bulls Community Cenire

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

0 Option 2 — | want Couneil 10 abandon the
proposad new Bulls Community Cenire
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
uilding.

Proposed sale of surplus
properiies in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walion Street
subdivision.
O Yas ko

The portion of Haylock Park currenily leased for
arazing.

O Yes O Ne

ziton Stree

The two car parks fronfing Cri
O YVes O No

Marion Clvic Centre

1 Optlons 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | supporl the
sortinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbiar/
DavenporifAbrabam & Williams Buildings
(Brosdway/High Sireel) as the new Marion

Civic Centre, preferring (alrike out two)

(|

1: retaining and refurbishing sll thres
buildings

a

2: demelishing all thres buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

O 3:retaining pant of the facades and bullding &
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

23
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ComEuL

O Gpdion £ — i want Council to abandon the
pronosad redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Bavenport/Abraham and W;H:ams huildings.
ol the site, and underizke n .,ESclr}f
—arthguake mirsngthening of ihe preseni

Vrarign sdiminigtration and liprary u,mngs.
Taihape Memorial Park
cdnin 1 — 1 aupport retalning the granagiane

' !.uc.c.u*\g e new ameniiy biceks by one of
sither vialbie locaiions,
i the swirnming no!
S ie slig currantly used &5 folleis
i @ ends of the neiball couris
et ribve proposal]

TETICGH OR THE ARNUAL PLARK 2017 /e

Jdutt = Fsupper! demniiehing ihe
iand and lecaiing the ne aenenily
fdon |ooa that site.

Trdie 3 -- D EUpport der
stand ant st e

RN By =N at I TR TR I P

ey e P RN TP
o UE BMWHARSHNG e

I e T PR SHIEE IS B P TR AT

Sl courts

Pool Upgrade

Gy - Yes, P suppori funding the uparads
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 afier the
Swiimining season nas ended, Usig reseives
o cover any shorifall from sxiernal funding
apphcations (up 1o $200,6450).

ihink the upgrade of ths Taihaps
Fr ul qi‘cu'd e deferred until the funding gan
oeovered Dy gourcss ather than Councll,

Tollels

stion b — Yes, | sunnor the provision

of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Louncil setting aside $25,000 to suppert an
apolication to the Goverment’s Mid-sized
Touriem infrastruciure Fund for porialoos &t

|-.4'

wx Toltowing 4 locations:
a. Fapakai Park, Tailhape
o Swimiming spol off Toe Toe Road
Bliver bahk arzs near Buils Bildgs

o

d. Bruce Paris {wilh approval from the
Depariment of Conservation)
aiisrngiive suggestions]

f—

O dptian 2 — 1 do nol support the provision of
additional public toilats in the Disirict at this
time.

Do you kave any cominent on other
imatters noted in this Consuitation
Document? (use exira pages if
necsssary}

What other issues would you ke Council
to censider as part of its planning for
20177187 (use extre pages if necessary)

Erivacy Aot 18

Rimase nofa iha

Thi confent on s rorm mc!L.Jo’m;,.I yc:r_ r pr:!ta[u ia ."
irformaiion snd submission will be made availaile o
e medis and public as pari of the Jecision mraking
proeess. Vour submission will anll be used for ihe
putpase of iz Hmrtfp’anpror*e% The infovmation
wifl 1e held by the Rangititel District Council, 46 High
Streal, Maron. You have the right iv access and carreci
any personal information included in any reporis,
iforivation or subiizsions.

Submissions ¢lose st midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,

Page 148

S e R I e



E-NiAILED REGEIVED

3 1 MAR 2017
TO: v >

FILE: Lo, et

00C: LD Ao

Submission Form

Your name: Dc\r\m{‘ Mickleson

Email address: ) : an @ 3R0g . Co. AL
U

Preferred contact phone nhumber:

O AT
Your postal address:
%099
KD 3

Town: 7\ (\x\PE

STATE HiGgHWAY )

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

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

the hearings being held on 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 submissicon as:
M an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demalishing 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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?

Page-149
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RANCGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

B’Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

'ﬁﬂ,Option 3 — | 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]j:‘ N \;\ Qc;u eul

ot edwr R Mese ophiens

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E’Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please noie 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:;

DAUTS A T Lzz

Email address;

'":OOG
t=

HTIAM "".0],_

o7 8 T4,
@i &

Bulis Community Centre

%ption 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.386 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community

A n
clcw;ﬂ_... dane oo @ ST s co i Centre on the site of the former Criterion

Preferred contact phone number:

Cear obua 18

Your postal address:

5 Faciw Soames I

Town: Q.u L_,L_'g y et B

How would vou prefer to receive correspendence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:
¥Email [ Letier

Nould you like to speak 1o your subimission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If ves. do
vou wish to {please tick).

1 present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype fram another location (please
provide skype datails)

.-’-;r?w:u writing this submission as.

¥ an indivigual, or

0O an behalf of an organisation

it on behaif of an vrganisalion, please provide
details

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subseribe to Council's
g-nawsiatter

Page 153

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Option 2 —1 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 Buiis

Should Councit proceed with the sale of the
following three parcels cf land?

The area known as the Walton Streel
yiwsmn.
Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing
EK:}S O Ne

The two car narks ponting Criterion Street
[ Yes N

Marton Civic Centre

B/Optious 1. 2 and 3 — Yes. | suppoit the
continuing work on 1edsveioping the Cobbier!
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Sires!) as the new Marton
Civic Centre. prefernng (strike out two)

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

] 2: aemoilizhing all three buildings and
construcling a naw facility on ihe site

154 refaining part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

4) R cilnosclieR o YUz

e >
C tYowns erlleR. BulwemgS
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RANCITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

[0 Option 4 - | want Council t¢ abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings
sell the site, and undertake necassary
earthgquake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings

Taihape Memorial Park

O QOption 1 - | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in ane of
the other viable locations:

«  near the swimming pool

- on the site currently used as toilets

- at the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposall

(1 Qption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that sile

-*_\"'A)ption 3 — | support demalishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blccks in one of the other viable locations

-+ near the swimming pool

+ on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball courtis

|alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

G/Dption 1 — Yes, | suppart funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
o cover any shortfall from external funding
applications (up to $200 000)

0

Option 2 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources ather than Council.

Tf}ets
[V Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision

of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an
application ta 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

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
3
.
-
.
.
.
=
=

R L LY T T

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

[alternative suggestions]

1 Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional pubfic toilels in the District at thig
time

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

_ﬂ__'hx‘mﬁram:ﬂ cw.mu:_t
o Radhed S
ek

T raEee (LIRS & TR

A s ehet L Bisal® Siawe ©

What other issues would you iike Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submigsions are public informalion,
The content on this form ingluding your personal
information and submission wilf be made available 10
the media and public as part of the declsion making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpase of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Hangitikei District Council, 46 High
Streei. Marton. Yeu have the right 1o access and corrant
any personal information inciuded in any reporis,
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form A Wi

Your name: /?Gvr'cl MOS PEY
r

Email address: ¢, wnbed > r}gr}m,'-q__‘c CuAT

Preferred contact phone number:

(ve)Ysz212953

Your postal address:

70 6 (I?Q-f‘et_fﬁ,\u.; [,(Cl

RO |

Town:

PlcCs

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Bulls Community Centi-g

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
arazing.
Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes = No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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?

Page 155
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Gouncil 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 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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 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
Streel, 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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REGEIVED

15 MAR 2017
To: D-S _________________ CEIVED
e LsAeloE | 1SMRTT

Your name: _—Dﬁu\](\\ t‘/‘féLC’IL _

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

62 SES0UHT5.

Your posial address:

i 5 TC';\(CO\‘/\’Q._ %{
i PV

AL

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ;lil?iésicn and the hearings?:
O Email etler

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

O present in persen in Marton &t the Council
Chamber

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

ﬁyou writing this submission as:
an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 157

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 Hayleck Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Sireet
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbighing 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 huilding a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

23



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | support retaining the grandsiand
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]

ya

&%ption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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 proposall

Taihape Pool Upgrade
Iﬂ/gg;:on 1—Yes, | support funding the upgrade

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

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

;?/
ption 1 — Yes, | 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
ourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at
the following 4 locations:
a. Papakai Park, Taihape

b./Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

[0 Option 2 — | 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 o
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will enly be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right fo access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

‘“~C. River bank area near Bulls Bridge
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Submission Form

Your ngme:

Email address:

Mtl..\ e P

Preferred contact phone number;

0 2041230542

Your postal address:

66 Rroeg ST

Town: Ru‘_‘L

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

O Email = Lettar

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

O present in person in Marton at the Gouncil
Chamber

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

Are you witing this subimission as
@ an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide
dstaiis:

Organisation:

Position:

I yes | would like to subscribe to Council's

s-newelalisr

Page 159

RECEIVED

15 MAR 2017

Bulls Community Centre

fZ/Optil:m ¥ = Yes, | support retaining (e
updated budgst of $4.36 million for fhe
revised and expanded new Bulls Comuriity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation
from whan the initial estimates werg mads

O Optien 2 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centrs
and review the availabls 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 Gouncil proceed with the sale of the
following three parcels of land?

The area known as the Walion Stresd

subdivision.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

o Ves O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes L NO

Marton Civic Centre

JZAthions 1. 2 and 3 — Yes. | suppori the
continuing work on redeveloping thes Cobbler
Davenpart/Abraham & Willlams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out fwo

O 1: rstaining and refurbishing all thres
Blildings

O 2: demolishing all thres buildings and
constructing a new facility on the sits

&5 retaining part of the facades and butding =
new facility behind them

Why Is this your preference?
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F-M*ED RECEIVED

3 1 MAR 2017

To: nullu‘ll?lstlllll
HE: l = A.P-l I:.wl

00C: . L Pt

Submission Form

Your name: ) (Se Hi i

Email address: Jd i) e .co on=-—

Freferred contact phone number:

OLio24 ba14a2

Your postal address:
S2 K Reod
Town: /i’-;u[nc“a-é/
How would you prefer fo receive correspaondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

& Email Hetter
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:
®an individual, or
0 on behalf of an erganisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provids
details:

Qrganisation;

Position:

O ves | would like to subscribe to Council’s
g-newsletisr

Page 161

Bulls Community Centre

O Optien 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.368 million for the
revised end expanded new Bulls Community
Centre on the site of the former Critericn
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initia! estimates were made.

0 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 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 Neo

The portian of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

[ Yes H No

The two car parks {renting Criterion Street
[ Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

1

2: demalishing &all thres buildings and
congtructing a new facility an 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
gell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

D/Opﬁon 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the oiher viable locations:

near the swimming pool
v~ on the site currently used as ioilets
« atthe ends of the netball courts
[alternalive proposal]

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

Option 3 — | support demalishing the
grendstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other vielile locations:

near the swimming pool

on the site currently used ns 1oilets

atl ihe ends of the nethall couris
[altermative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

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

Toilets

0 Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision

of new loilets 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

Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

River bank area near Bulls Bridge

O T W

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

O Option 2 — | do not support the provisian 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)

b\l Use 'EL\(/I' Blc:c,k: ey
Aothape 1048 Malkes Sense
To leave i+ Whee Tt —+e—~—rot—

ﬁm—\:o—mHHW*Q@@““LdS—L-

Q(,”mb,ﬂe g there cd.rcaoiy.

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please nole that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be 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 infarmation
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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Email address: (._‘“C (G e 766 %’E:f
=t
Amedl -con™
Freferred contaet phone number:
G2 627692650

Your postal address:

Voce! oocl

-D2

Town: "'(2—:, b~ O€

HMow waould you prefer to receive correspondence
el
E

ing to your submission and the hearings?:
mail 0O Letter

Would you like 1o speak 1o your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? I yes, do
you wish 1o (please tick): ,\]O

I preseni in persci in Marton at the Couneil
Chamber

I digt in via skype from anciher localion (please
provide skype details)

re/you writing this submission as:
an individual. or
0 on bahalf of an erganisstion

font
=

_.’

;h
o

shaif of anisation plezse provide

(D

m

R

Organisation:

Pesition:

O yas | would liks to subscribe fo Councii's
z-newslaiter
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IZ\#BHhission Form ;

Bulle Community Centre

O Gptior 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updaied budget of $4.28 million for the
revisad and expanded new Bulls Cominunity
Centre on the site of the former Crllerion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimaies were made.

O Qptlon 2 - | wani Council to abandon the
proposed new Buile Community Centra
and review the availabie options, including
girergthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
buildding.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties In Bulls

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

The area known as the Walion Sireset

stildivision.

O Yes O Mo

The portion of Haylack Park curtently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O Mo

The two asr parks fronting Criterion Strest
1 Yes O Mo

Msarton Civic Centre

I Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | suppori the
coniinuing work on redeveioping the Cobbler/
DavenporifAbrabam & Williams Buildings
{Broadway/High Streat) as the new wMarion
Civio Centre. preferring (strike cut twoi

O 1: retaining and refuricishing st thres
mitdings

2: dsmolishing all thres bulicings and
constructing a new facifity on the slis

Il

31 retaining part of the facades and bulldirg a
pew faciiity behind them

Why is this your preference?
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RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

1 Option 1 - | support retaining the grandstand
anci iocating the new amenity blocks in one of
i oiher viable locations:

rear the swimming pol

i the site currently used as toilets

At the ends of the netball courts
jisliernative proposal]

U/Option 2 —~ | support demolishing the
crandstand and locating the new amenity
tlock on that site.

L1 Option 3 - | suppoit demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Iocks in one of the other viable locations:

riear the swimming pol

on the site currently used as toilet:

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative propasal)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

0 Option 1 - Yes, | 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).

' Opiion 2 ~ | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Fool should be deferred until the funding gap
i= :ivered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

\Q/ Option 1 - Yes, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

a.

0 Option 2 - | 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 Consuliation
Document? {use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use exira 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 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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Your name:

SmeISSIon Form

.M léf«‘-l

Email address:

I:;'.L\it“j @ xjcvm ¢ €O 2

Preferred contact phone number:

021T 88565700

Your postal address:

2 g Sheeek

rl‘/\ C\(——Il-u —

Town:

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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:

s | would like to subscribe to Council’s

AECEVED

31 MAR 2817
S _
- RF’ | -

17..0406.

o:

File: .

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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.
E/No

O Yes
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

lZi/No

O Yes
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes, | 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? i
./{lf\._Q_ {-_(._' ﬂ‘*— { g (}(r 5"'1 -1\)‘».-" — SL\- v l A L’ e - i
‘(';b( ((.JMMQ"(:- l.l-""‘-(:k /i C;LC'"\I“i-
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017 /18

E/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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

0 Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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 Infrastruciure 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]

-

f.

g.

O Option 2 - | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)
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Privacy Act 1993 COAEACY
Flease note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
puipose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marion. You have the tight to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports.
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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RECEIVED
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Your name: ﬂo/] //,al,q‘{?‘um

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

06-3880638

Your postal address:

24 Seoan
Sy e

Hew would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to vour submission and the hearings?

J Email 0O Letter

st

Wiould you like to speah to your subm'ssion 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

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

Are you writing this submission as
O an indivdual, or
O on behalf of an crganisation

It on behalt of an organisation, please provide
details

Organisation:
Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletier
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Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes. | 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 estim ates 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
demaolishing it and replacing it with a new
building

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Should Council proceea with the sale of the
following three parcels of land”?

The area kl.own as the YWaitz: Stre=
subdivision

O Yes O Ne

The portien of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing

O Yes O No

The two ¢ar parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O Ne

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes | 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

0O 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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RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2077/18
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O Option. 4 — | want Gouncil to abandon the
pioposed redevelopment of the Cabbler/:
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings

?ape Memorial Park

Option 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks +reme-si

near the swimming pool
+ on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative propos&l]

Iﬂﬂ/fr_ Hhe

O Optian 2 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

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

Toilets

O Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Counell setting aside $25,000 to suppott 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

5mnd#M._4

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

[alternative suggestions)

O Option 2 - | 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
2017/187 (use extira pages if necessary}

f Loou (o lil<e council to
pmuiofe move Lwnancial
Su’aporf for the on goirg
maintenence o8 Mt Stewart
_ Aechape.

Privacy Act 1993

Please note thal submisswns are public informalon,
The content on this form ineluding your personal
information and submission will be made available o
the media and public as part of the deeision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpase of the annual plan proecess. The information
will be held by the Rangitiker District Couneil, 46 Hiah
Street, Marton. You have the nght fo access and correct
any personal information included in any reporls,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday.
31 March 2017.
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Submission on Annual Plan 2017/18 from Dr. Peter Oliver

RECEIVEL

Name: Dr Peter Oliver

Email address:  peterandangela@xtra.co.nz 2 B MAR 207
Phone number: 06 3881822 R =
Postal address: 1A Otaihape Valley Road, Taihape 4720 Fle: 1 A=

Town: Taihape e 70289
I would you prefer to receive correspondence relating to my submission and the hearings by

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

MOption 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.

MYes

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing.

MNo

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

MNo

Marton Civic Centre

MOption 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

MOption 1- I support retaining the grandstand andocatingthe-new-amenity-blocks-in-one-of

Gl ablel S
| . |

L e e e

e e eaek et Re-pethebesre

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

MOption 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. Peter Oliver

Toilets

MOption - Yes, I support the provision of new toilets in Mangaweka village and Council
setiing 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

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the Departinent 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 Taithape are unaware of consuitations and issues.

2/2
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Submission Form

Your name:

-~ ,
Elaide hee
Email address:

dgshd-'clamal lee (@ bQLmQI‘.CQ wl

Preferred contact phone number:

021 0gKA1RTS
Your postal address:

S fa%a n Sheeok

Town:

Bullg L3

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

maii O Letiel

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

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

Are you wriling this submission as:
E‘/E;Tl individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter
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Zyjs Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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, incorpaorating 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 il 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
séjygvision.
Ye

5 O Ne

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing. [q/
No

O Yes

The two car parésﬁonting Criterion Street
O Yes 0

Marton Civic Centre

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

OO 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

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

Why is this your preference?
1 buldane in
C"\qr ackol UJII‘I'L C;urPMnur\c‘\ﬁCl

bui ‘o\u.t-\as
J
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

)
N
O Opt 4.~'| want Council to abandon the
€d redeyelopment of the Cobbler/
nport/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 — | 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]

CIC)!"’.!SULTATIOI\H’a THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

[0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

near the swimming poal
« on the site currently used as toilets
at the ends of the netball courts
[allernative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

E?/Option 1 — Yes, | 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]

€.

f.

a.
h.

[0 Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
lime.

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
2017/187 (use extira pages if necessary)

_m&gtoﬁﬂ}_%s_px_ﬂm.dmﬂans,
sPeci r Brrd%e
and H-ak %J—ree,\' betuween
Pollexs erc.er Bar and.Tmform:Jwa\«

Centre, @‘ (QL‘ of Efg(je; st herea
iF is of Uer% buﬁuﬁ m-honhgl\ Hhere
E

Privacy Act 1993 (6 a crosgin He uare
Please note that submissions are public | ormauon
The content on this form including your personal Many dﬁ{ nok

information and submission will be made available o CT©%% iHhees
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 Councll, 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: 5'6’56’55,’2-{ .‘g‘_ﬁ_ 77

Email address: /,¢ » /,_ QX’/I‘R ca A%

Preferred contact phone number:

O/ to¥S g o

Your postal address:

G Mo KA ST

Ty NPT

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

O 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:

,Zi/an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details;

Organisation:

Position:

_yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s

e-newsletter
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Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | want Council o abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing il 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 fronling Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing wark 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



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ Department of Conservation)
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings. [alternative suggestions]
sell the site, and undertakeinecessary
earthquake strengthening of the present e,

Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

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

near the swimming poal

O Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this

on the site currently used as toilets time.

+ at the ends of the nethall courts
[alternative proposal]

%Option 2 — | support demolishing the

grandstand and locating the new amenity =
lock on that site.

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

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

near the swimming pool

a e site currently used as toilets o
at the ends of the nethall courts
[alternative propo

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, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Poal should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council,

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

Toilets the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the

O Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision purpose of the annual pian process. The information
of new loilets in Mangaweka village and will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
application to the Government's Mid-sized any personal information included in any reports,
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at information or submissions.
the following 4 locations:

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
a. Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.

b, Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge
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Submission Form o CAE L

Your name:

EQic DEEBY

Email address:

r.?uc.abedg Q_Ec;ro. aluc..rw.i- az

Preferred contact phone number:

C6 3221 7€

Your postal address:

A Buce s7

Town: (E>UL(..L.S

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

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

the hearings being held on 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
ge-newsletter

Page 175

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 adjustngent for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

& 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 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.
ZNo

O Yes
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes @No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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O Sptien 4 — [went Counclt to ebendon the
propessd redsvelopment of the Sobbler
Davangori/Abraham and Witliams buildings,
sefl the giie, and underiaks necossary
garihquake siregngthening ¢ the present

Merton administretion and library bolidings,

Tethzpe Memorial Park

O Gotien 1 - | suppeort retaining the gran dﬁ+and

and locating the new amenity Llocks in oae of

ihg other vishle logetions:
= fear g swimming pool
= on the sits currently used as icileis
» at ithe ends of the netball courts

[aliernative proposal]

0 Cpiion & — 1§ support demoiizhing the
grandstand and ‘DCE_iing the new ameny
ﬂ!Duk on thal site

tJ

Option 3 ~ | support demolishing the
grandgrans and locating the new amenity
nacks in ons of the other visble lccationsg!
< near the swimming nool

« on the site currently used as {oilets

+ atths ends of tha neiball courts

[alternative proposal

Tathage Pool Upgrade

O Opilon
af m- In'iicf’@ Fooi during 2017 aftar the
Ming se&son Nas endad, J8ing resevas
1o cover any shortialt fom axternal funding
sophcalions (up to $200.000)

10
g
sv g

[]

{8}

Opiian 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihs
Pool shouid De deferrad untll the funding g
is covergr by soirces other tharn Coungcil.

o
als

-

cliels

-ﬁOpt%oa‘; 1 — Yes, | suppert the provisicn

ot new 1oilets in Mangaweka village and
Counacil setiing asice $25,000 (o support &n

anplicaiion g the Governmeani’s Mid-sized

Tourism Infrastructure Fund or porizioos at

the following 4 [ocations:

Farakal Park, Taihape

off Tog Toe Road

c. Miver bank area near Bulls Bridgs

m

. Swimming spol o

- Yes, I gupport funding the upgrads

Op am 2 — 1 do not supgort the prov mor
blie Los‘ets irt the District at this

l f"}
2
&)
“_5
or
i~

Do you have any comment on other
matiers neted in this Consuliation
Cocument? (use extra pages i
necessary}

What other issuss would you like Councl
to consider as part of its planning for
20177187 {use axlra pages if nacessary}

Brivacy Act 1883
Fiease note that submissions are public information.
The content on tivic form inciuding vour persona!
informaion end submiasion will he made wallakic (o
ig media and public as part of the decigion making
process. Your submission will ondy be used for the
guncass of the armual pian process. The infonmation
M‘ Ge held by the Bangivhe! Districi Council. 46 Hegir
Sweet. Marton. You have the Hghi 10 8ccess ang corect
ariy persons! infermation included i any reporis,
information or subimissions

Submissions close ai midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form e e

Your name: Zdw’\ Laf&eﬂ

Email address:

Freferred contact phone number:

Your postal address'

YNTNEN

< }m‘hq{f/

Town:

How would you prefer o receive correspondence

relating to your subryesion and the hearings?:
O Email citer

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 skypes details)

Are you writing ihis subimission as:
0 an individual. or

D on behalf of an erganisation

if on behali of an organisation. please provide
detaile:

Organisation:

Fogition:

O yes | would liks to subseribe to Couricil's
e-newstetier

Page 177

RECEIVED

7 8 MAR 7[!17

TOI “un c--lolcu-llll srpsdiddidnne

Bulls Community Centre

O Optlon 1 - Yes, | support retaining ihe
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 estimaies were made.

I Option 2 - | wani Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available opiions, including
strangthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
fruileling,

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walion Street

subdivision.

O Yes O Mo

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks froniing Criterion Street

O Ves O Neo

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
comtinuing work on redeveloping ihe Gobblse/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Btoadwayfi-!ic_,h Streel) as the new Marton
Civic Centre. prefering (strike out two)

2 1: retaining and refurbishing sl three

Biildings

1 2: demolishing all three buildings and
construciing a new facility on ths site

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building 2
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

23
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RANGITIKELDISTRICT COUNCIL
CORSULTATION Ol THE ANNUAL 315 20T

ot
.,_‘l

U Cpian 4 — | want Council io abandon the
proposed redavelepment of the Cobblar/

Ry wcnpe:_:_{mbraham and Williams buildings,
ihe site, and underiake necessary
thiquake sirangthening of the present
Lo adminisiration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

Bty ’: — b support retalning the grandsiand
i ing the new amenity hiccks in one of
5 Vlcabi“f. locaiians:

: the swirnming pot
a0 e glie currently used as olleis
w1 e ends of the netoall courts
ive proposall

v 2 — L support demolishing the
wistand and lncating ihe e srmenity
Loan ihat site.

Poystionn 3 - L suppor! dencdicbing the
souvlstand and toosiing

ot g in o o thes st

TS ICIRERE

v ihe sl ;

i Lf|[|(_. "

o «

sl couris

Z?fhape Focl Upgrade

DOiticn 7 - Yae, | support funding the upgrads
oi ihe 1=ihape Fool during 2017 afier the
swiniing season has endad, using reserves
i cover any shartfall from exiermal iunging
shplications (Up to $200,000).

—

Optionr Z — | think the ungrade of the Taihape
ol should be deferred until the funding gap
oovered [xy sources Sther than Councll,

ofleis

§ Opsifon T - Yeg, | support tha provision
ai vew weilets in Mangawska village and
Coouncii seiting aside $25,000 10 support an
appication to the Governiment's Mid-sized
Touriam infrastructure Fung for norialoos at
ihe following 4 locations:

a. Fapaikel Parl, Talhape

. Swimming spot off Toe Tos Road

c. fiver bank arez nesr Bulls Bridge

d. Bruce Fa
Deharim

< {with appioval from the
n't of Conservation)

ialisrnatlve suggestions)

“2

o

2 Cption 2 -0 do not supo
additonal public toilats in the
time.

ot the provizion of
Digiriet a1 this

Do you have any comment on cther
matiers noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages i
necessary)

What cther issues would you like Council
io consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use exira pages i necessary)

Frivacy Aot 1883
Flegse note thal stbinfesions ara purlic fnforiaaiion,
The conteni an s form including your parsonal
fivformeaiion and submiission will be made avaifabls io
ihe mgdfa anc puldic as pert of the deglsfon making
pracess. Vour subinission will anly be vsed for fhe
purposes of ihe annisl plen process. The fiiormation
witll ixe fratd by the Rangiibei District Council. 46 High
Siraat, Maron. You have the ifghi io access and correct
any personal informetion incfuded fn any repoils,
information or sibmissions.

Submissions c¢lose &t midday on Friday,
21 March 2017,
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Submission Form

Your name:

Cthan < D‘H' i

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

¥RV L -

Your postal address:

260 /[ yec\e@es,

Town: %‘\,Lu&

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

O Email O 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:
Mindividual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 179

REEGEIVED

30 MAR 201
To: .o Pl-1-4
File: =D S

0oci....17...03 1.0

Bulls Community Centre

prtion 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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.

B-Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
B’é
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes N0

O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

E/fdemolishing 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 vt  Giviga)
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenpart/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 — | 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]

[0 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

+ near the swimming pool

an the site currently used as toilets
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

L-Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council,

Toilets

I]"dplion 1 - Yes, | 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

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

[alternative SL}ggestions]

e. '//_/ﬁ/,&@/;‘ //;Z/Aj Bu[(

f.

g.
h.

O Option 2 - | 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 infarmation included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 180



5 5 5 0 o o o At e e o A A o B e S

Submission Form

Your name: Eb &/t‘i‘.’nﬂ «

RECEIVED

24 MAR 707
EN
TR, .. WP
ile: -AF -\
File: ML Ll S s o

Bulls Community Centre

LQMAFJ&M . %piion 1 - Yes, | support retaining the

Email address: 2 g /‘;p /',-( @fmq,/, i

Preferred contact phone number:

Olid OF¢ #S7Z. =

Your postal address:

LYt Elsueds el

,ng//,s

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

Town:

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 — | 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?

Email O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at z&g iarg?ol:}nown a6 fhe Waiton Street
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do es ' O No

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)

gre/v,ou writing this submission as:
[¥an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation =
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:
Organisation:
O
Position: O
O

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
Wer

es
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes ﬁ’ﬁ‘g

O No

Marton Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

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?

Page 181
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2 8 MAR 2017 i
BY: |

REGEIVED

28 MAR 2077
17 =

Submission Form 'i-:;f'ﬁé*g%

...................................

Your name: E\}(’_\U\ﬂ CO,V'{':‘_‘,I’ Bulls Community Centre
WA G(Option 1 - Yes, | suppart retaining the
- updated budget of $4.36 million for the
Email address: revised and expanded new Bulls Community
, Centre on the site of the former Criterion
bﬁan cav :\CJ/@ dQ_CW- %“ N2 Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
Preferred contact phone number: from when the initial estimates were made.
Co A FFO O Option 2 — | want Gouncil to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
Your postal address: and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
emolishing it and replacing it with a new
\q JAvson S\Yﬂiﬁj demolishing it and replacing it with
building.
Town: AU Proposed sale of surplus

properties in Bulls

How would you prefe'r to receive correspondence . .
relating to your submission and the hearings?: Should Council proceed with the sale of the

g 2
Email O Letter following three parcels of land*?
The area known as the Walton Street
division.
Yes O No

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please

provide skype details) The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

O Yes No
Are you writing this submission as:
an individual, ar

Marton Civic Centre

I on behalf of an organisation O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/

It on behalf of an arganisation, please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

details: (Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton

- Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two)
Organisation:

O 1:retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s T .
new facility behind them

e-newsletter
Why is this your preference?

Page 182 23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
propased 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 - | 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 ftoilets
- at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

?Iets
Option 1 — Yes, | 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 portalocos 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (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
wifl be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal infarmation included in any reports,
information or submissions,

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form

Your name: 'Flo S P_,O\\/k—«ﬁ(

Email address: gbé‘%’\?ba\ @
\nw\ W\C{\\ ol

Preferred contact phone number:

O\ OR\2B0E

Your postal address:

VoA Sundg
2\ vee
Town: BU\\S

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

0O Email

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 ancther location (please
provide skype details)

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

It on behalf of an arganisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 184

RECEIVED

24 MAR 207

Bulls Community Centre

F_‘(Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

'I&e two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Ccbbler/
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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Martan administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — [ 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 toilels
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

O Option 2 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
black on that site.

Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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

RECEIVED

24 MAR 907

179 | S WO
Fila:. }\..
Degii.. .,

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

[alternative suggestions]

L R T T I

.

f.

g.
h.

[0 Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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:

Ch O
Email address:
mQ.-bodf@xha.co. N2
Preferred contact phone nup:ber:

ob 22 099%

Your postal address:

e Foim ol

Town: -+ %

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

0 Email O Letier

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:
\F an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 186

g}division.
M Yes

RECEVED

34 MAR 207
Ll AT

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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

E/fmm when the initial estimates were made.

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 new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Waltan Street

O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
7 No

B Yes
The two car parks fronting Critericn Street

O Yes 'No EC!%C( Qe ‘It) “”’\Q
%%@Ps+bﬁ_

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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)

0O 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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RANGETIKEI DISTRICT OUNCEL

C Option 4.t want Councit 1o 2ardon tha
faroposcd redevelopmert of the Cooblerd
e sorifAn Al ar and Willlams Dlidings,

site, and urdeitake necessary
earinguake strengthening of the prassnt

Taihape Memorial Park

- z r =R=) - 'L: Ai SIEnG

and locaiing The new amer! *f blm“
ihe gther viable localions:
©onEar e Swimming ool
¢n the site currently used as foilels
= ai the ends af the nethall courts

alteraat

via nroposal]

arion administration and iirary buildings.

t oemolighing the
cating the new amenity

O Option 2 - __p_r
grcndo[aﬁ ¢ toc
biock on that 3|tc

1 Option 3 — 1 suppodd demaolishing the
arandstand ernd locating the new aimenity
vlochs in ong oF the oiher vialis fotet ons,

* nearthe swimming pool
+onihe zite currently uscd as tolets
1 the ends of the nethzall couris

eliernative proposal]

Taithape Pool Upgrade

= Gplion 1 - Yes. | support funding the upgrads

of the Tathape ool during 2017 after the

SwirmsTi: G Season NES l“?"‘ﬁ‘GCI., L.E;hg FESBEIVES

to covar any shorifall from ax
applications {up o £200.000

erhal inding

O Option 2 — | think the Upgrade of the Talnaps
Fecl snouid be deferred until the fundirg gap

i3 coverad by sources otqer than Codncil.

Toiteis

O Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new tolizgizs in Mangaweka village and
Council cet‘mﬂ-g aside

p;:nu,a ion o the CGovernment's Mid-sized
Touriem Infrastructurce Fund for g
the :olaomng 4 locations:

&. FPapakal Park. Taihape

b, Swirrmmg spict off Tog Tne Head

<. FEiver hank ares near 3uils Bridgs

528,000 10 support an

soraloos o

EBruce Fark fwih epprO\f“I from ke
Des::arimerwto Conservation)

[

71 Cptlon 2 —
additional n
Hime.

Ao not suaport the provision of
Sic inlels i the Chainel at ins

Do you have any comment on other
imatters noted in this Consultation
Daocument? {use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council

to consider as pait of its planning for
2017/187? (use extia pages if necessary)

Privacy &ct 18583

Plears nofe ital sobragsions are public informaiion.
The contart on fhr": farm f;?c!ud.".l?g _'.fo.;-'.f' pe.-"sona!

ini J.'m“fxon and s

OFOCEss, YOL " SUD
oeirposer of the ane |
will o hald by the Rangitivel Dis

any eraorhal informaiion noluded in Gy reporis,
nicrmafion or submEEsions.

Submissions clese at midday on Friday,

31 March 2017.

Page 187

it CCu: o R .’Q‘l‘a
Straet, Marton, You have tha righi to arcess ?.r.rj corract



| o o T o o T . o e o
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Doc:

Submission Form ~

Your name:c Lognhlie.

Email address:

e Dy NSINGAL, d

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Uo_’D;ma‘\ WS TA
Mere. —

How would you prefer to receive correspandence
relating to your zjiyﬂssi{m and the hearings?:

O Emall etter

Pleco

Town:

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)

éfé 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 ves | would like 1o subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 188

CCEIVED
31 MAR 2017

31 MAR 207

Bulls Community Centre

0 Option 1 —Yes, | suppori 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 — | 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 Sireet

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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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 — | want Coundil to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site. and undertake necessary
garthquake strengihening of the presearnt
Marien administration and lirary buildinge.

Taihape Memorial Park

0 Opticn 1 — 1 support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one ai
the niher viable locations:

+ near the swimming poal

< on the sita currently used as toilets
» atthe ends of the nethall courts
falternative proposal]

B

O Cption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandsiand and localing the new amenity
bleck on that siie.

O Qpticn 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new ameniiy
blocks in one of the other viable locations:

« near the swimming pool

- on the site currently uced as toflets
at the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Optien ¥ — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Poal during 2617 after ihe
awimming season has ended, Using resemnves
1o cover any shorifall frem extamat funding
applications (up o S200,000).

O Cption 2 ~ 1 think the upgrade of the Talhape
Fool should be deierred uniit the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Tollets

O Sption 1 --Yes | support ihe provision
of new (cilzis i swaka viliage zid
Council esiting 2 25.000 10 suppati an
appiication to the Government's Mid-gized
Tourdem infrastiruciure Fund for poriaicos &l

ine f w1 locaticns:

AN

i

o

d. Bruce Park {with epproval from the
Department of Conservation)

[alternative suggestions]

fa)
=

&
[

g.
h.

[l Option 2~ | do rict supoort the pravision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
fime.

Do you have any comment on other
matiters noted in this Consuitation
Documeni? {use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Frivaoy Act 1993
Fiease note that subinissions are putiic information.
The content on this form inciuding vour pereonaf

Infarmation &g submigsion il e r 2 {0
ifle media and public ag pan of the 08 nigking

oy [ P S
“”Jb._ L2 gsesd o fhe

provess. Your selnifssion
summose of the gniual o
will ba held by the Rang

i fi R

T process,
o

Ll (efvici o High

3

Submissions close at midday on Eriday,
31 March 2017.
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F~ __cU RECEIVED

3 1 MAR 2017
T0:

FILE: .|~ -\ =4
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DOC: 1!7...0.4.,5_9

Submission Form

Your name: Cﬂ\\ \_,&((Ciup_,\

Email address:
%an\ Navson (@ gcblf:us. Lo nm
Preferred contact phone number:

o2l 2%\ o™3

Your postal address:

A DD St

Town:

“Tawlape

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 190

Bulls Community Centre

Eéption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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';iivision.
es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.
es O No

O No

y two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

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

Why is this your preference?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
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-

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

G/Clption 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

near the swimming pol
\~0n the site currently used as toilets
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 3 — | 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]

':?pe Pool Upgrade
ption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

E{ption 1 —Yes, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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
purpase of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marfon. 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.

Page 191



Submission Form

Your name:

Vs

Cownn

i g |
Email address:

Oloae € f(ewm»ch? - @ N

Freferred contact phone number:

oL  ERIEGY
Your postal address:
Gl\.u{_')c( I S‘J -
g Y —f
Town: (C,\\,\c‘ae_

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

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

O present in person in Marion at the Council
Chamber

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

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

if on behaif of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 192

E-IAILED

RECEIVED

3 0 MAR 2017

TR .
FILE: Lo r-a-

DoC: 1.7..0.3.72

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.86 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Cenire on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

0 Option 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available oplions, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demalishing 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 af Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Strest
0 Yes O No

Marton Civie Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveleping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Willlams 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 &

rnew facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION O THE ARKNUAL PLAN Z077/13

Option 4 — | want CGouncil te ahandon ihe
propcsed redevelepment of ke Cobbiler/
DavenporifAbraham and Williams buildings.,
sell the site, and underiake necessary
sarihiguake sirengthiening of the present
Marion adminisiration ano library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park
T Optien 1 — 1 zsupport retaining the grandsian d
aosting the new amenity blocks in one o

|
R

r

asr \rtablﬂ locations:

fnesr he swimming poof

on the site currently used as wilets
gt ks ends of the netball courts
temalive proposal]

[

Optien 2 — [ support demolishing the
grenastand and locating the new amenity
Zock on thet silg,

Cption 3 - support demelishing ths
ndstand and locsting tha new E'I'I“""ni'iy
s in one of the other vie o coations:

Al ihe ewimiming por_.'
stithe slie ourrenily uesd oo tohiie
aine ends of the nethail nooear

ziEtlive proposal]

Tai

Tei

B3

zpe Pool Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swinmimring season has ended, Lsing reserves
to cover any shortfall from exierna! tunding
anplications {up to $200,000),

d. Bruce Park (with approval from ihe
Depanmesnt of Conservation)
[alternalive suggestions)

@,

f.

Q.

O QOption 2 — 1 do not support the provision of
additional pubkiic toilets in the District at this
time.

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

wWhat other issues would you like Councit
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {(use extra pages if necessary)

Option 2 — 1 think the upgrade of the Taihape
Foat shiould he deferred uniil ihe funding gap
iz covered by sources ciher than Council.

Hets

Option ¥ -- Yes, | suppori the provision

of new toiiels In Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,0600 to support an
applicaiion to the Government’s Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for porialoos at
the foliowing 4 locations:

. Fapakat Park, Taingpe

Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

River bank area near Bulls Bridge

Rrivacy Act 1843

Blease nofe thal submissions arg public infonmation.
The coiteiti o this form including your personaf
information and submission will be made availabla (0
the madia and public as part of the decigion making
procsss. Your submission will only be used foi the
purposa of the annual plan process. The information
wifi be held by the Rangifikei Disirict Council, 48 High
Streed, Marton. You have ihe right fo access and correct
any personal information inciudead i any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions cliose at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,

Page 193
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Submission Form o L GSE

Your name:

_‘&Eo‘@(‘\ wWJ 0{'_(_(’5
.Email address: -
waHs- 6S D xtw. con=

Pieferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

| LR aan 5“{‘@:"'_‘

Ma pto )

How would you prefer to recsive correspondence
relating to vour submission and the hearings?:

O Email O Letter

Town;

Would you like 1o speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If ves, do
you wish o (please fick):

O present in person in Marton at the Counceil
Chamber

O dial in via skype from ancther iocation (please
provide skype delaiis)

Are you writing this submission as;

3 an individual, o

3 on behalf of an organisafion

I on behalf of an orgarisation. please provide

datalis:

Croanisation:

Fosition:

O yes | would like 10 subscribe to Council's
s-nawsletisr

Page 194

REGEIVED

15 MAR 2017

oP ....................

Bulis Community Centre

Q(Dptioh 1 - Yes. | suppori
dated bucgst of $4.36 million for the
Z dad naw Bulls Camrmurty

retaining ihe

Cenlre an the “:s‘-t': o {k e farmer Crisvion
Hotel. incorporating adjusiment for infiation
from when the inilial sstimates wers maas

0O Option 2 - | want Council 1o abandon the
proposad new Bulls Community Canira
and review the availabls options. inciuding
strangthsning the existing Town Hall or
damolishing it and raplacing 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 Stisel
subdivision.

™ es O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
arazing.

& Yes O Mo

The two car parks fronting Criterion Strest
& Yes 0 No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes. | support ths
continuing work on radeveloping the Goblar/
Davenport/Abraham & k*".hlhunw Buddings
(Broadway/High Streel) as the new Marton
Clvic Centre, praferring f:.'mk aut twao

O 1: retaining and
buildings

rafurbishing all thrae
O 2: damelishing all thrse buildings and
constructing & new facility on the slte

E(3 fetaining part of the facades and building a
new faci Il‘(y bahind t’f‘c-m

Why is this your preference?
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7 B MAR opgy
FILE: | FoL

e I

Submission Form

Your name: Q[\QJ/\ Nozke

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

/\é W]oe\aa% ch&c}

o354

Town: /\/g.\\,ﬂcpézﬂ

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 Aprii? 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;
[1 an individual, or
0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 196

Bulls Community Cenire

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 ~ | 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 Sireet

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 0O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

[0 2: demolishing alt 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

[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 buiidings.

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

near the swimming pooi

on the site currently used as toilets

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

o

/

[0 Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka viilage 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.

& Option 2 — | 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)

,f'&;,. \o mj as i
i<_ lOLL:lIE & ™ rLg.?..fD (‘7(/
/l‘\(.l_ 'r"\.-QfsN.:'

a gre ~st et

. \
Tode ) a-wc?"j Shaned

I‘} *
l\\acl_:_

Nc’“} \t A |w‘\f4‘({5 IH

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please note that submissions are public informalion.
The content on this form including your personal
infarmations 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,
informaltion or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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...................

Submission Form

A}
Your name:KMQMQQBUIIS Community Centre

Email address: q‘a\r\e N T ,
A

ML

Preferred contact phone number:

DV 2%50K0=2,

Your postal address:

Telh—%

150 el ot «
How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

R Email O 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:
Q/gn individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 198

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demalishing 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 Walion 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

7" Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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]

€.

f.

g.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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 persanal information incfuded in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: GVOI"-QV"\ %5‘:{

Email address: __—

Preferred contact phone number:

0L322105 >

Your postal address:

2 2 @ufcum il ']I-'\JO(.M‘/
RO 1.

Town: 12 /// 5 ey

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

O Email }ﬂ"Letter

Would you like to speak o 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:
1@4: individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 200

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 0O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

@/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?

:O__L-‘Y‘ \"ﬂ}rc’g ar-e "fj-'ﬂ 3] KH 5 A mow
,
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 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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 - | 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)

’I}’{/L/P mai~ tndis veellon _in

Bulls necds [00king &)
Cnine ) Shouly Arzur/_)mr [/
’uﬂé}/emr// rijk'/e ued ?J*-c.f h'r_* ‘M”
one. Oﬂppe: S)ie

Privacy Act 1993

Please nate that submissions are public information.
The content on this form ineluding 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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REGEIVEL

15 MAR 2017

...................

...................................

Submission Form

Your name: A 7 % é'—{c 5.7% 3 Bulls £ommunity Centre

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

A

Town: : «

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

O Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held an 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)

);r}you writing this submission as:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details,

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 202

ption 1 — Yes, | 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.

0O 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 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.
es O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
ufé;';

The

O No

car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/

(BroadWay/High Street) as the new Marton
ivi e, preferring (strike out two)

O 1: retaining axd refurbishing all three
buildings

0O 2: demolishing allXpree buildings and
constructing a new fecility on the site

O 3: retaining part of the Yacades and building a

new facility behind them

Why is this your preference? '
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Submission Form

RECEIVED

2 8 MAR 2017

m:_%{}l"‘l.ll"\lm L]
LE:} - Ll LLLLL - -‘I
b0 L7028

Your name: Y\ ccin n o 9 Ome ﬁ/\j'I UQ_ Bulls Community Centre

Email address:

/

S

- 7
Preferred contact phone number: 96

(o0 33Y 0F QG

Your postal address:
5[50 Mo Hred
= by

Tartheap® fH2o

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

O Email Letter

Town:

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 yau 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:

# g ,"f

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

Page 203

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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, incorparating 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 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 Na

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes 0 No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

E/OptiOn 1 — | 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] f'& /%/9‘7‘77

.

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

Option 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]

;?ihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is caovered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

/
BN Option 1 - Yes, | support the provision

. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

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 /

#

River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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 F-MA1ED

3 0 MAR 9017

g e

17 0362

Your name:

Hennea + Davao M<ueen

Email address:

d-hmegueen@clear.netnz
Preferred contact phone number:

ob 3¢§co0l e 027 222b5Sh
Your postal address:
P.o- box 337
TATIAALE
Town: TASWAPE

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

& Email O Letter
Would you like fo 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 (pleass
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:

Iﬁyes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 205

mﬁubmlsswn Form

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 millien 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 — | 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 twao car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobblar/
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 &
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE AMNUAL PLAR 2017/18

OO0 Option 4 — | want Council 1o ebandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Cavenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
se!l the site, and underiake necessary
sarthguake strengthening of the present
KMarion administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

v Option 1 — | support relaining the grandsand
and lesaling the new amenity blocks in oneg of
the ulher vighle iceations:

+ near the swimming peol

+ on the site currently used as toilets

- af the ends of the nethall courts

[alternaiive proposall

1 Cption 2 — | support demolishing the
crendstand and locating the new amenily
beock on that site,

0 Cplion 3 — | support demalishing the
siicstand and lecating the new amanily
kg in one of the oiher vizsie icoalions:

izt the swiniming pool
o ihe site cuirently used ag toilets
st ihe ends of the nelball covis

[
i_LT.II-r'

Taiive proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

[ Option 1 — Yes, [ support funding the upgraie
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using resenes
1o cover any shertfalt from exiernal funding
applications {up to $200,000).

C Qption 2 — | think 1the upgrade of ihe Taihape
Pocl should be deferved wntil ihe funding cap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilels

E/C}ption 1 — Yes, | support the provigion
of new toileis in Mangaweka village and
Council seiting aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Government’s Mid-sized
Tourism [nfrastructure Fund for parialoos &t
the followirg 4 tocations:

a. Fapskal Park, Taihape

b. Swimming spot off Tos Toe Foad

c. River bank srea near Bulls Bridge

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

[2lternative suggestions]

&,

-r,

[ {w]

O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toileis 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
2017/187 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privaecy Act 18583

Flease note that submissions are public information.
The conient on ilifs form including your personal
information end submission will be made avaflable io
the media and puldic as parl of the decision meking
process. Your submission will only be vsed for the
purpose of the annual Man process. The information
wiff be held By the Rangitikei District Councrl, 46 High
Sireet, Marton. You have the righi lo access and correci
any personal information included in any reports,
information ar submissfons.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:

\'\ed-cﬂ L )-\omns

Email address: -

/

Preferred contact phone number:

/

Your postal address:

A WA\ oo

GSHANS

Town:

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

O Email O 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)

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

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 207

Bulls Community Centre

U/(),p-ation 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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
consiructing 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



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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
« al the ends of the netball courts
|alternative proposal]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

O Option 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 toileis
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

¥

g.
h.

O Option 2 - | 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 exira 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 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 Rangitike| District Council, 46 High
Sireet, 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

= 3 MAR 2017 f““"

To: :DS

File: ‘A'P’l"""

DOC: ...

Submission Form

Your name:

Email address:
h&j Ko “mes e . o L
Preferred contact phone number:
220194

Your postal address:

A s Reacr
AD)

Town: 3 alls

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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)

Argsyou 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 | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Page 209

190109

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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,

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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Submission Form

Your name: H’m‘\ %V’

ﬁA"’t @\u ev

Email addiress;

Preferred coniact phone nuimber:

T 25§¥ 1LY -

Your postal addrese:

LY Takahe st

Town: /1-;1 1|/'\Q{Z @

How would you prafer {o receive C,nIIC.:1|IGI|C|F‘l'if‘e:

relating to vour submission and the hearings?
1 Emiail Letter

Would you like 1o speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do

you wish io (please tick):

O present in person in Marion at the Counacil
Chamlber

O dial in via skype from anciher location {please
pravide skype details)

r;":/uﬂ;ki writing ihis submission as:
an individuzl. or
O an behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an crganisation. please provide
datails:

Organisation:

Posiiion:

I yes [ would like to subscribs to Council's
a-newstetier

Page 210

RECEIVED

& 2 2 MAR nf7
4/4/50 i T‘l’g Pl = L

DOO. ..1:!?..92%

Bulls Community Centre

Opiton 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updaied budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Eulls Cormmunity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustiment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Optiow 2 - | want Couneil to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centis
and review the available eptions, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall ar
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Should Coungil proceed with the sale of the
fellowing three parcels of land?

The area known as iha Walton Sireel
subdivision.
fes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

as

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

1 Mo

Marton Clvic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
comtinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbled/
DavenporifAbratam & Willlams Buildings
(Broadway/High Sirael) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (sirike out twa)

O 1 retaining and raiurbizhing sl thres
buildings

3 demolishing all three buildings and
zonstructing a new facility on ths site

O 3:retalning 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

[0 Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
cell the site, and underiake necessary
~arthauake sirengthening of the present
IMarion administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

;K/Dptian 1 — | support retaining the grandsiand
"locating the new amenity biocks in one of
i other viable locations:

nicar the swimming pol

ol the site currently used as toilets

a1 ihe ends of the netball courts
[¢ihicinative proposal]

Sitﬂ, 0‘4!’”“‘“\-} Mkﬁ{ 48 -}’D."&‘K

1 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
arandstand and localing the new amenity
block on that site.

L1 Option 3 — | support demaoli=hing ihe
nrandstand and locating 1he new amenity
lcks in one of the other viable location:
o The swhirmming pod
he siic currenily used as loileis
he ends of ihe neiball courts

ative proposal]

?ape Pool Upgrade
Option 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade

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

[0 Option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Foul should be deferred until the funding gap
i covered by sources other than Council,

Toilels

EK‘C}ption 1 - Yes, | support the provision
ot 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. Fapakai 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 Conservaiion)

[aliernative suggestions]

&,

£

d.

O Option 2 — | do not suppoit 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please noie that submissions are puliic information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be mads available io
the media and public as pari 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 Rangifikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reporis,
Information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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29 March 2017 File ref: 33002-076

Rangitikei District Council E\D
Freepost 172050 R _J

HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND

Email: annualplan@rangitikei.govt.nz 9 9 MAR 2017
o
[ TR i o SR RTEe
File: . ‘HP‘_(F ,,,,,
To whom it may concern 1 7 0 5 ?2 !]

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.

Moarton 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
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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.

To further assist property owners in the CBD, Council could consider a range of other incentives
to facilitate the conservation of historic heritage. Cemmon incentives are rates rebates, waiving
of consent fees, and developing & heritage fund that owners can apply to use. As the
regeneration of the precinct continves, Herttage New Zealand encourages council to investigaie
these, and other, incentives. To assist this consideration, attached to this submission is Heritage
New Zealand guidance on incentives,

Marton Civic Centre

9,

10,

11

12.

Heritage New Zeafand 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.

The demolition of any of these buildings would be a substantial blow to the overall heritage value
of the Marton €BD and undermine any attempts to leverage economic henefits from the Town's
heritage assets. While retaining only part or all of the historic fagades 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 he necessary to fulfi! the needs of
the new Civic Centre. If fagadism is necessary, we strongly recoimmend that Council avoid so-
called ‘sticker facadism, with ‘envelope’ fagadism being preferred, In the event that the
huildings’ 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 he the
optimal course of action.

Accordingly, Heritage New Zealand supports Council adopting Option 1, heing to “[r]etain 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 supporis the Council adepting Option 3, being to “[rletain
part or all of the historic fagades 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.

Heritage New Zealand opposes options 2 and 4, being to “Id]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”, ot to “{albandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobhler/Davenpnort/Abragham & Williams buikldings, sell the
site, and undertake necessary earthquake-strengthening of the present Marton administration
and library buildings.”

Mangaweka 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 hridges up to modern standards

where possible. However, if this is not possible, converting the bridge to pedesttian 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 2 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 forit.

Land Near Walton Street

15.

The consultation document sets out the potential for seiling Council held properties around Bulls,
including land near Walton Street. The land near Walton Straet is very close to the Willis
Redoubt, which is a category 2 historic place an the New Zealand Heritage List / Rarangi Kérero
{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 archasological 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 [and is sold,
Heritage New Zealand advises that potential buyers should be made aware of these
reguirements.

Conclusion

1G.

17.

i8.

Heritage New Zealand offers its strongest support for the following:

+ development of the Marton heritage precinct;
» the work of Council to coordinate with owners applications for the Heritage EQUIP Fund; and

s 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
facadism.

Heritage New Zealand recommends:

» 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;

¢ Coundcil investigate heritage incentives that could apply in the heritage precinet;

¢ Council develop a conservatior management plan for the Mangaweka Bridge; and

s 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 responsihilities pertaining to those sites.

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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Yours sincerely

Claire Craig

General Manager

Central Region
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga

Attachments
Attachment 1. Incentives for Historic Heritage Tooliit

Address for Service

Finbar Kiddle

Heritage Adviser Planning

Central Region

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga
PO Box 2629

Wellington 6140

DDi: 04-494-8325

Email: HAPlanningCR@heritage.org.nz
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New Zealand Historic Places Trust Pouhere Taonga
Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series

Incentives for
Historic Heritage Toolkit

26 March 2013
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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 ...2

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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Introduction

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:

e R » Private-public partnerships (PPPs).
— - ~
@ » Heritage grants and loans.

Te Ratonga Whakarmdrama Puitia > Rates relief.

Funding Information Service » Taxrelief (including tax depreciation).

http:/ /www.fis.org.nz/ » Public purchase and revolving acquisitions and funds.

» Insurance rebates.
» Urban design, events and promotion.

» Other heritage incentives.

FUNDI

I 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.

Cultural Funding Guide, Ministry
of Culture and Heritage

www.mch.govt.nz/funding-
guide/search?fcat=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.
» Othertypes 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.
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O

O Do O

Additional information about incentives and funding sources generally can be obtained
by contacting the Funding Information Service 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.t 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 Heritage” 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.®

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 heritage

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 Maori 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?

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?

O 0O o

How will the incentive be monitored, and what will be the indicators to measure the
success of the incentive?

2. Historic heritage regulation

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.® 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 2011.1* 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:

| 4

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.

Sustainable Managé:n%?ﬁ S&istoric Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit
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2.1. Conservation area zoning

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.4

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 Australia®s,
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.6

12 Lucian Cook, ‘The Economic Value of Conservation Areas’ Conservation bulletin, Issue 62, Autumn 2009,
pp21-23.
13 |bid, p21.

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, p16.
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2.2. Development area zoning

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.

2.2.1 Lambton Harbour Development Project (LHDP)

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 Page. S, ‘Regenerating Wellington’s Waterfront’ Journal of Town and Country Planning, Jan-Feb, 1993,
pp29-31.
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3.1.

Regulatory incentives

Conservation lots

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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3.1.1 Conservation lot provisions in New Zealand

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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3.2. Conservation lots transferable development right
(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.

3.2.1 Former Rodney District conservation lot TDR

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.?

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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3.3. Waivers of zone provisions

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.

3.3.1 Waivers of zone provisions in New Zealand

Waivers of zone provisions are provided forin 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 Waivers are relatively simple and straightforward for owners, decision-
and clarity 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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3.4. Specified permitted uses

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 Waipa District Plan (notified June 2012), encourages the
ongoing protection of Waipa’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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3.5. Plot ratios or site intensity zonings

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.2° 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 fagade. 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 |bid.
23 |bid.
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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.

Itis 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.

3.6. Bonus floor area TDR

3.6.1 Former Auckland City bonus floor area TDR

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.2s

The sum of the bonus is calculated by a formula that includes:
a. Area of heritage floorplate.

b. Development potential multiplier.

c. Gross floor area of the scheduled building.

d. Heritage schedule point ranking.

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.2” As an example, Council held potentially 105,000 m2in
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).2° 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 m2.3° 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.3?

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 alow-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 m?
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.

» TDRvalue 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.

Sustainable Managé:n‘f@ﬁ SMistoric Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit

28



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.

3.7. Contributions

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.

3.7.1 Financial contributions

Secton 108 of the RMA provides that financial contributions may be made as part of
conditions of resource consents. The term’ financial contribution’ means:

a. Money; or

b. Land, including an esplanade reserve or esplanade strip (other than in relation to a
subdivision consent), but excluding Maori land within the meaning of the Maori Land
Act 1993 unless that Act provides otherwise; or

c. Acombination of money and land.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.3¢ 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.3”

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.

3.7.2 Financial contributions for historic heritage

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 wahi 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).

3.7.3 Development contributions

‘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:

1. Itis a development within the meaning of section 197.

2. The development, which either alone or in combination with other development will
have the effect of requiring expenditure on infrastructure (section 199).

3. The contribution is provided for in the Council’s development contribution policy
(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)), 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.

» Developmentin 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.3?

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.#0 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.4

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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3.8. Consent fees

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:

» Repairand 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 Fee waivers are transparent and have clarity for the public.
and clarity

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.

3.9. Building Act 2004: alterations and change of use

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—

a. comply, as nearly as is reasonably practicable, with the provisions of the building code
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

b. continue to comply with the other provisions of the building code to at least the same
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.

» Publicinformation, 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 ltis 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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4.1.

Non-regulatory incentives

Private-public partnerships

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.

» Thereis a core group who initiates the action which often comes from the non-
government organisation (NGO) sector.

» Thereis 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.

» Thereis 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.

» Thereis 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.4s

Further information about heritage PPPs is available online in the Helsinki University of
Technology study.4¢

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/isbng789512293971.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.4”

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

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

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.

maintenance and use of historic commercial buildings in the town. The organisation

it comes from business owners, the South Waikato District Council and community

47 http://www.britomart.co.nz/history1.html
48 http://www.putaruru.co.nz/
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4.2. Heritage grants and loans

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).4®

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 fagade 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), wahi tapu or wahi tapu areas registered under the Historic Places Act

1993.%

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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» Asindicated 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.”s?

4.2.1 Heritage loans

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, p18.
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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.5

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.% In this case, the “loan
progressively becomes a grant while ownership remains unchanged.”5¢

53 George Farrant, ‘Incentives — The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

54 Ibid.
55 |bid.
56 Ibid.
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4.2.2 Grants for earthquake-prone heritage buildings

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.>® 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 Foran 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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4.3. Rates relief (including remission, postponement
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.”s% 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).é

The rates inquiry report found that 57 local authorities (67 percent) provide rates remission
for land protected for natural, historic or cultural conservation purposes.s2 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.

Itis 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).s3 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.é4

[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, ps.
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.
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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.¢

[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.sé

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 orimmediately before a
development takes place.s?

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.”s8

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—2012.6° 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.
» Istransparent 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.

v

Difficult to anticipate uptake levels and impact on rates income.

Needs to be clearly linked to actual maintenance costs and heritage outcomes. 70

v

4.4. Taxrelief

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.”t This system could be amended by the Government to provide for the repair
and maintenance of historic heritage.

4.4.1 Tax deductible expenses

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.”2

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.

4.4.2 Taxrelief for historic heritage in the United States

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
forits 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.”3

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

4.5.

Public purchase and revolving acquisitions

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 Foran 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.

Sustainable Managé:n‘f@ﬁ Bistoric Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit

48



Stoneycroft, Hastings

Photo, Alison Dangerfield
NZHPT

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.

4.5.1 Revolving funds

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:

1. Establishment of a community trust or incorporated society with financial resources.
2. Acquisition of strategic historic proprieties by purchase or donation.

3. Repairand restoration of properties.

4. Protection via heritage covenants.

5. Sale or lease of properties to generate further income for other purchases or
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 National Incentives Taskforce for the EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for
Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 2004, p 23.
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4.5.2 The three former miner’s cottages, Arrowtown

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.”® 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.” He
owned two of the cottages and their sections outright and a third cottage which
stood on council leasehold land.8 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.8!

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.

65 Buckingham Street, Arrowtown. Photo, Jo Boyd, Riverlea Photography

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, p1.

81 The Dominion Post, 21 February 2007, p 11.

82 Gisborne Herald, 10 February 2007, p 13.
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4.6. Insurance rebates

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.

Cuba Street HISJvoer;ﬁrg;aﬁ For further information about insurance-related options and incentives, contact your

www.cuba.co.nz insurance company, the Insurance Council of New Zealand or the Insurance Brokers
Photo, NZHPT ~ Association of New Zealand.

4.7. Urban design, events and promotion

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.

Art Deco Trust, Napier » Parks and green spaces.
www.artdeconapier.com .
» 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.
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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

4.7.1 Auckland’s shared streets initiative

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

Imperial Buildings, Fort Lane Shared Space.
Photo, Idealog.co.nz

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.
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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.ss

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 incentives

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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4.8.1 A heritage credit scheme

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.8” 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.®

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.

Sustainable Managé:n‘f@ﬁ Sistoric Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit

54



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.?° 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, p34.
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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
perannum 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, oris 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.?3 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

1. The scope and type of heritage grant scheme should be carefully considered with
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.

2. If Councilis a registered charitable trust under the Charitable Trusts Act 1957, then it is
possible that the income that is received to fund grants could be tax-free at source.% It
is recommended that local authorities obtain advice from the IRD or a tax adviser on
this matter.

3. Council should seek expert advice on any GST-matters relating to administration of the
fund. Applicants may or may not be GST-registered.

4. The fund should be managed by a dedicated staff member within Council. It is
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.
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Generally, monitoring the fund and providing progress reports to Council.

Council can delegate funding decisions to a dedicated sub-committee.

. Council should establish an external advisory committee that consists of persons

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:

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

10.

. The heritage grant scheme should be established by a clear policy approved by Council

(the fund policy).

. The fund policy should be part of Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan and

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
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.

11. The approved fund policy, application forms and information about application

deadlines and decisions should be made available on Council’s website.
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Fund purpose

12.The purpose of the fund should be to encourage the conservation of historic heritage
in the region or district. The fund should complement any regulation adopted in the
regional or district plan.

Administration of the fund

13.The delegation for the administration of the fund should be stated in the fund policy.
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

14.The fund policy should outline the total amount of the fund allocated by Council on an
annual basis and the maximum total of individual grants.

15. The maximum total of individual grants should have flexibility to provide a small
number of large grants for substantial conservation (landmark) projects and a larger
number of small grants for small-sized conservation projects.

16. Some funds may pay the full 100 percent costs of conservation works, others may limit
the contribution to a percentage of the total cost (e.g. 50 percent). This percentage
amount should be explicit in the fund policy.

17. Funds should be made available for emergency situations. These funds should be
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

18. Normally, the type of fund will be a simple grant. Other types, however, such as loans
should be considered.

Eligibility criteria

19. Since the purpose of most heritage fund schemes is to provide a ‘carrot’ to complement
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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20.The definition of ‘owners’ should be clarified to include owners who hold a long-term
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.

21. While the eligibility criteria should exclude Council-owned properties, it should allow
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.

22.0ther places, that are not protected under the RMA or Historic Places Act 1993,
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.

23.The fund policy should provide clear guidance on the type of work that is eligible for
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.

24.The fund policy should provide clear guidance on the types of work that are not eligible
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.

25.The fund policy should state that heritage conservation projects that have already been
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

26.The fund policy should state how the public can apply for funding and include matters
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.

27. Further, the fund policy should state how funding will be granted. This will normally
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.

28.Funding should only be paid when the agreed work has been completed, inspected
and approved.

Assessment of applications

29.The fund policy should outline the process by which Council will assess the
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.

30.The fund policy should provide criteria that will guide Council’s decision-making.
The criteria should include matters relating to heritage significance, risk, urgency,
conservation standards, public benefit and cost effectiveness.

Conditions of receipt of funding

31. All grants, and subsequent funding agreements, should include a number of standard
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

32.The fund policy should state how Council will monitor all funded conservation work and

reporting processes.
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Recommended Process for Local Authority Heritage Grant Schemes

Council receives grant application

v

Council should consult
Heritage Fund Advisory
Committee (or heritage
professional) for advice with
regard to eligibility as required

Council officer checks application for
sufficient information and eligibility

\

Application accepted

v

In the absence of an advisory
committee, Council should
seek advice from a
professional with expertise in
historic heritage

Heritage Fund Advisory Committee
considers application and makes
recommendation to Council

v

Council grants (or declines) application
subject to conditions

v

Council officer prepares written
agreement for signing between Council
and applicant

Council should seek legal
advice in the preparation of
the grant applications and
written fund agreements

v

Written fund agreement signed by
Council and applicant

\

Applicant undertakes conservation work
subject to the conditions of the
agreement

v

Work completed

v

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

Applicant notifies Council that work has
been completed and requests payment

v

Council staff check that work has been
completed and all paperwork is correct

\

Council transfers grant into bank
account of applicant

Council should seek advice
from Heritage Fund Advisory
Committee or heritage
professional that work has
been completed to sufficient
conservation standard
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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). 12.5.6.2.1
Subdivision, development bonus (form of conservation lot and possible consent cost waiver). 12.5.6.3.1
Potential waiver of financial contribution. 14.6.3
Kaipara Within the Subdivision Rules in the Zone Chapters, there is provision of increased development rights Part B: Land Use
where protection of heritage resources is offered by an applicant as part of a subdivision process.
Whangarei Subdivision, environmental benefit. 73.3.2
Auckland Central Area Heritage floor space bonus, existing use and activity incentive, exemption from consent fees, exemption 10.4.2
from subdivision and financial contribution requirements if conservation plan has been prepared. 10.9.3
Currently under review as part of preparation for unitary plan.
6.7.2.5
6.7.5.7
Auckland Isthmus Transfer of development rights, existing use and activity incentive, exemption from consent fees, 5C.4.2
exemption from subdivision and financial contribution requirements if conservation plan has been
prepared. Currently under review as part of preparation for unitary plan.
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 11.4.1.1
as part of preparation for unitary plan.
Franklin Conservation lots, also note saying Council may consider relaxing other plan provisions. Currently under 22.11.4

review as part of preparation for unitary plan.
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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 Waipa’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 Subdivision, conservation lots, waiver of car parking requirements. 6.1.3
Plan
Proposed South Waikato ~ Any otherwise non-complying subdivision in the Rural zone or Rural Residential zone, if as a result of the 10.3
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).
Thames-Coromandel Subdivision, conservation lots. 752.3
Western Bay of Plenty 7.6.3 Building Act Flexibility 7.6.3
(Operative 2012) Council may consider more creative solutions to building consent issues through section 47 of the
Building Act.
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. 15.1.8.2
Plan Change 47
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.
b.
C.

Scale of activities and residential coherence (Living Zones);

Retailing (Living Zones);

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.

. 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).

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.

Page 2865 stainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit | 69



Appendix 4.

Summary of local authority heritage-related grants

Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Total size of fund

Council Fund (2012) Individual grantamount  Scope
Far North District Heritage Assistance Applications to fund projects which promote, maintain, improve, develop or undertake
Council Community Fund replaced by recreational and community amenities, facilities, programmes and services in the district,
Fund general community fund  other than those normally considered in Council’s annual or long-term planning process.
from 1 July 2009).
Kaipara District $15,000 Up to $10,000 but Funds could be used to support the structural review of these buildings and the
Council Heritage individual grants are identification of suitable means of improvement. The work to be undertaken is essential
Assistance Fund capped at 50 percent and appropriate to ensure preservation of the heritage resource.
of the total cost of a
project.
Former Auckland Various - Various — most grants The former Auckland City, Manukau, North Shore, Rodney and Waitakere councils

City, Manukau, North combined total is
Shore, Rodney and  about $50,000
Waitakere heritage

funds

tend to be up to
$10,000.

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.%
There are also other sources of funding such as the local boards discretionary grants.

Auckland Council $10.3m
Built Heritage

Protection Fund

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;

>

>

>

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.

public access to; and/or
public understanding.

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

Facade 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 facades 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 facade size, colour scheme costs and the profile and significance of the building.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Total size of fund

Individual grant amount

Scope

Council Fund (2012)

New Plymouth The Council

District Council contributes

Heritage Protection  $25,000 per

Fund year towards
its Heritage

Protection Fund
and unspent funds
are carried over to
successive years.

Provided the work in
guestion 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 $29,000
Building Assessment
Assistance Fund

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

Total size of fund

Council Fund (2012) Individual grant amount  Scope
Palmerston North Grants are 50 percent The primary targets of the incentive fund are:
Council Natural and of the cost of approved » Heritage conservation work.
Cultural Heritage works up to a maximum » Heritage research, education and promotion initiatives.
Incentive Fund of: Commercial » Earthquake-prone heritage buildings.
properties 10,000; » Notable trees.

Community properties
(not subject to rates)
10,000; residential
properties $5,000;
Conservation asset
management plans

Available for:

» Owners of listed buildings, sites, objects or trees.

» Rangitaane Iwi.

» Non-profitincorporated heritage groups/organisations.

» Specialist heritage places conservation/management bodies.

$5,000.
Tararua District $36,797 There is no specific Applications can be made for any item identified in the Heritage Schedule of the
Council Heritage amount for the size of District Plan including: historic buildings and places, historic churches, structures and
Protection Reserve any grant. A minimum monuments, archaeological sites and waahi tapu and registered historic areas. It may
of 5o percent of the also apply to items that are not listed in the district plan if they meet the Heritage Advisory
project's total cost is Group's criteria for significance.
required.
Ruapehu District An incentive for owners of heritage buildings listed in the District Plan Schedule of Heritage
Council Heritage Buildings to maintain the buildings at a high standard. Note: to the NZHPT’s knowledge,
Grants Policy 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 $130,000 Maximum not Any applications over $15,000 will require a heritage report or advice from a suitably

Heritage Fund documented. 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 ~ $27,000 Up to $5,000. To be eligible the place must be: a registered heritage feature (registered in the Kapiti

Council Heritage
Fund

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

Total size of fund

Council Fund (2012) Individual grant amount  Scope

Wellington City $329,000 Up to 25 percent of the Criteria: The project relates to buildings and objects listed in the district plan.

Council Built cost of the work to a The project enhances the heritage significance of the item concerned, and where elements
Heritage Incentive maximum of $80,000. of the item are protected by provisions of the District Plan (eg the exterior of a heritage
Fund Funding for place). The project must be for:

conservation reports,
technical advice and
for domestic fire
protection systems will
be generally up to a
maximum of $10,000.

» 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  Over $60,000
Heritage Incentive

Fund

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

Total size of fund

Council Fund (2012) Individual grant amount  Scope

Ashburton District $60,831 The maximum Projects which relate to heritage buildings/items that are scheduled Category A in the
Council Heritage individual grant from Operative District Plan, Group A or Group B in the Proposed District Plan.

Reserve Fund this source shall be no Projects may be for specialised maintenance or may involve repairs to heritage buildings/

greater than 5o percent
of the cost of the
approved project and
in any event shall be no
more than $7,000.

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 383,000 (also

Council Heritage a Character

Incentive Grant Fund Maintenance
Grant Fund of

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.

$45,310)
Canterbury Up to sopercent The fund was established with contributions from Council, NZHPT, Government and private
Earthquake Heritage total cost of repair or donations. Itis a special appeal that was launched to help fund the repair, restoration
Building Fund restoration project. 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

Total size of fund
Council Fund (2012) Individual grant amount

Scope

Mackenzie District ~ $5,000
Council Heritage
Protection Fund

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 $15,000 A contestable fund
Council Heritage distributed among
Fund 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 $5,000 Normally grants will be
Council Heritage limited to $1,000.
Fund 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

Total size of fund

Council Fund (2012)

Individual grant amount

Scope

Hurunui Heritage $5,000

Fund

Available to assist owners in the preservation of historic heritage

Dunedin City Council $82,000
Heritage Fund

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 $100,000 Grants up to $1,000. Eligible for owners of an historic building in the Waitaki District or those who own land
Council Heritage loans negotiable. upon which an historic site is located. Priority will be given to assist buildings that are
Fund owned by groups or organisations.

Gore, Invercargill &  $100,000 Grants will normally be The purpose of this fund is to provide grants for projects and initiatives which preserve,

Southland District
Councils — Southland
Regional Heritage
Development Fund —
Venture Southland

limited to @ 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.

communicate and promote Southland’s heritage and are significant in a regional context .
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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 5o 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 peryear.

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
foritems 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 Funding is available for the identification of historic sites that arise from any subdivision or resource consent applications.
District
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.
Kapiti District Financial contributions for fencing and a range of other protective measures.
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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
unigueness, 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
unigue 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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REGEIVED

To:

Submission Form1% 0410

Your name:

Lrepan Bre

Email address:

|2 a.ey

Preferred contact phone numb

RKECEIVEL: |
31 MAR 2077 . 3 1 MAR 2017
DS —
B oo~

Your postal address:

A Lke e Reod
R

Town:

ROLLS B9k

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

mail O 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)

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

B’Option 1 —Yes, | 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 — | 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
ubdivision.
Yes O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
E?;’Zes O No
gy twa car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No
Marton Civic Centre

E/Optiona 1,2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

0O 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?

qu\&xhn—*ﬂ 3w&~b\:‘§'\.«f‘\ﬂ Q@Q‘Sﬁﬂg\a_
T—Q r“r Sy ﬁee‘%x'(ﬂe e Lewe_ Q)}is_\-_yor-\ K-
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O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

E(Option 1 — | 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 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

[0 Option 3 — | 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 nethall courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

B/Option 1 - Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Poal during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shorifall from external funding
applications (up to $200,000).

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

Toilets

E’/Option 1 - Yes, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

7

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira 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

Flease note thal submissions are public information.
The conlent 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, Marion. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: Hol l& N\. \ \IQ'(Y\ §

Email address: M\\Q"ﬁﬁd@ _?Vgi\]\'ﬁ ;
SLheod . NE.

Preferred contact phone number:

02245638729

Your postal address: L\ ‘g Ho“cp\h d

Clescent

Town: E_Z__)ull [Q_,

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ts?»(missicm 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)

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter
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Bulls Community Centre

E¥0ption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall ar
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
sugdivision.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Sireet
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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 -1 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 - | 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 toilels
- at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,000 io 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 appraval from the
Department of Conservation)

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | do not support the pravision 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
2017/187 (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:

Mo~

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

0T 3L IRY

Your postal address:

— R

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

U Emat U Letter

Wauld you like to speak to your submission ai
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish to (please lick):

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

F87 e
E oWz
=l m

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or

emolishing it and replacing il with a ngw
uilding. « O{.QA .
itn 3 - unded

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bullis

Should Council proceed with the sale of the
following threa pareele 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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?

Shoulde't ) Submiss on
han donll Qr0/ Lo am)
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GITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

" CQNSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

¢

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 tollets

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
locks in one of the other viahle 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, | support funding the upgrade
of the Talhape 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Poal should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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.

d.

h.

%ption 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public loilets in lhe 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
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)
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Privacy Act 1993

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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RECEIVED

30 March 2017 30 MAR 2087
oS

File: I - ﬁs‘" - l‘-L(-

ooc: ... 17.. 0347
Freepost 172050 I —
Ross McNeil ile ref. :
Chief Executive Gl
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102 HAND DELIVERED AND SENT BY EMAIL:
Marton 4741 annualplan@ranagitikei.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...7"
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

G
horizons

regionalecouncil

Private Bag 11025
Manawatu Mail Centre
Palmerston North 4442

P 06 952 2800
F 06 952 2929

www.horizons.govt.nz

24hr Freephone 0508 800 800




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 setilement 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 | 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.smith@horizons.govt.nz or phone: (06) 9522 908) in
the first instance.

Yours sincerely

Michadi McCartney
CHIEF EXECUTIVE
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REGEIVED

To:

17 MAR 2017
I3

Fie: 15,78 S

pec:. 117 0168.

Submission Form

Your name: ”a,qﬂﬂﬂf;(.:f CALKIN

Emeail address: pojourpius marton
@Atra.conz

Preferred contact phone numhber:

06 R7-7758

Your postal address:

P. 0. dox 128
MARTON

Town:

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

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

the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick): NoO

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

RECEIVED
17 MAR 2017

1BY:

Bulls Community Centre

@ Gptlon 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes §'No

Marton Civic Centre

0O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cabbler/
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

dlzz 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 Now ook 10 THE
Town  CENTRE
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O Opiicn £ — | want Councl! to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Caobbler/
Davenpart/Abraham and Willlams huildings,
sell the site, and underlake necessary
earthquake sirengthening of the present
iarton adminisiration and library buildings.

faihzce Memorial Perk

O Opifest T — | support retaining the grandsiand
and locating the new amenity blocks in anz of
tha aother viable locations:

+ near the swimming poot
ot the siie currently used as toileis
at the ends of the netball couris
{alternative proposal]

0 Jpiian 2 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block an that site.

O Qpiian & - | support demaolishing the
grandstand and lccating ihe new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable lncafions:

+ near the swimming pool
on the site currently used as tollets
af the ends of the netball courts
[aliernative proposal]

Teihape Pool Upgrade

O Cptien 1 — Yes, | suppori funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the
swimming seasorn has anded, using reserves
to cover any shortfall from external funding
applications {up to $200,000),

O Cgifon 2 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred uniil the funding gap
is covered by sources ather than Council.

Toilets

O QOption 1 - Yes, | suppaort the provision
of new toilels in Margaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,000 1o support an
application to the Governmeni's Mid-sized
Tourism infrastructure Fund for porialoos at
the follawing 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 Consarvation)

|alternative suggestions]

a.

f,

q.

.

(3 Qpifen 2 -1 do not support the provision of
additional public ioilets in the District at this
time.

Za you have any cominant an siner
figtiers noied in this Consuliaticn
Document? (use axira pages if
nscessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
20177187 (use axira pages If NeCesSSarY)

Brivacy Act 1853

Please note that submissions are public information,
Tha content on this form including your personal
information and submission wiff be 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 annueal plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangiifke! District Council, 45 High
Streat, Marton, You have the right fo access and coirect
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissfons.

Sutwnissions close at midday on Friday,
31 Mavch 2017,
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Submission Form

Email address: "\ cacqu:q Navlgred 4
< @V\QJ) <o~

Preferred contact phone number:

=il .

Your name:

O2\ ¢

Your postal address:

21 Flovweerv Skveeb

Bule
Budls

Town:

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

mail O 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)

grypu writing this submission as:
an individual, or

O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

7

B/yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsleiter
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RECEIVED

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | 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 O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
D’és
The two car parwming Criterion Street
O Yes 0

O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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Submission Form

Your name: J&O\’\ r—\;\a\'ZL gmfcma

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

023K q4SS

Your postal address:

\L\‘\ \'\CQLA)TC\";P&\ S{‘/Q{_} )\—

Town:/\—c‘\k\c\(zg_/

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

00 Email ¥ Letter

Wouid 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

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

Are you writing this submission as:
[ an individual, or
1 on behaif of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 318

RECEIVED

2 § MAR 7117
T e S (R
ALE, ) AC - |

oocd...U&HT.

. Bulls Community Centre

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

[0 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 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbier/
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

[0 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

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.

»e Memorial Park”

O Option 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and loecating 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]

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

[ Option 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 proposall

ihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

3 Option 1~ Yes, | 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 portalocs 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

L

g.

[0 Option 2 ~ | 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)

/Y’D(" e \'Eué. OC(QM@QCJ.'Y;
a\coucz Alr-t?_ npw G\ LS
ol\?_ﬁ-{_}ﬂ[-@v-\e‘lf‘-

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (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
procass. 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 inciuded in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name: )i QQ‘QA@- Bulls Community Centre

Email address:

s 3 2 \.

Preferred contact phone number:
P T L |

b 227 \TuS

Your postal address:

2R Waltkon  Steget

Town: &m\\s s \ S5~

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

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:
D’an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 320

E/Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandonthe
propose w Bulls Community Ceritre
and reflew the available optiges, including

strengthening the existi own Hall or
demolishing it and rgpfacing 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.

¥l Ves O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes P No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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: relai ar}{i'réfﬁrb@ hing all three
l;}uiiaing6 '

[272: demolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

O 3:Z€1i g paft of th es’anduilding a
neg-facility bghindthem

Why is this your preference?

Salern—

A A

23



24

| v
Nage

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
black an that site.

O Option 3 — | suppart demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blacks 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, | 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 — | 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, | 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

NS
CA™R oy

Cu N&'\M 1\r

e \‘:’C-o-tm co— e de

Plod= .

———————

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

g.
h.

[0 Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (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 wilf only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangilikeil 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:Lb(‘f“e &Y (ONS

Email address:

OYCEL 00 .NZ

Preferred contact phone number:

OC2118E1982.

Your postal address:

o8 fows Rond
Misen
Town: L nerston Ny dh,

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

0 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:
%n individual, or
[0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 322

REGEIVEL

2 8 MAR 2007

..........................

Bulls Community Centre

E(ption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
ng?zing.
Yes

The.iwo car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

0 No

Marton Civic Centre

E/OPtions 1, 2and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cabbler/
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

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

Why is this your preference?

U reedsic Be n
Qre Even L BullS
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RANGITIKEI BISTRICT COUNCIL

SR SULTATIGR Ore THE ANMUAL TLan 2oy s

O Option 4 - | want Courcil ic ehardon the
propesed redsvelopment of the Cobiler/
Davenport/Alraham and Wiitiams Huildings,
sell the siie, ane undertake Tlecessary
earthquake sirengthening of the pressnd
Martan administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

D’"Opifon 1 -t supporl retaining the grandsiand
and losating the new amanity blocks in che of
the other viable toratione:
near the swimming pool

0N the site currenily used ags toilets

©at the ends of the netball courts

[altarnative proposal]

0O Opticn 2 — 1 sUpport demaolishing the

grandstand and locating the new amanity
block on that gie.

Option 3 — [ support demolishing the
grandstand and losating the new ameanity
Blocks in nne of the other viable lucaiions:
near the swimming pool

T 00 the site currently used as toilets

* & the ands of ‘he nethall courts
[akeinative proposai

Tathape Pool Upgrade

Li Option 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Tahape Pooi during 2017 after the
swimming coasan hag ended, using reselves
(W cover any shortfall feom external funding
applicatiors (up to 5200.000).

18 Dption 2 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding pep
I8 covered by scurces other than Couneil,

Toilets

£3 Option 1 — ves, [ 2upport the provision
ot new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Councl setiing aside £26.000 io support an
epplication to the Govarnmeni's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fune for soridlcos at
the following 4 locations:
Papakai Park, Taitzize

B. Swimming =pot off Toe Toe Road

C. River bank area near Bul's Bridge

Deparimen: of Conservation)
ialternative suggestiong)
B,
4

£

-~

L Option 2 - | do noi suppoet the provision of
addiiional public 1oilets in the District at thiz
tirma.

Bo you have any comment on other

matiers neted in this Consultation

Document? (use extra pages if
necessary)

— — .
— _— - - - —

What other issues would you fike Counci|
to consider as part of itg planning for
2017/187 {use extra bages if necessary)

——e —
. _ S — — -

Privacy Act 1893

Flezse note thas suimissions arg public information.
The canient on ihis form inetuding vour personal
information and submission will be made avaiable to
the: media and public as pan of the decision inaking
grecess. Your subimission will only be used for the
2UIBO5e of e aniue! plan process. The inicrmaticn
will be heid by the Rangitifcei Disirier Councif, 45 High
Sireet, Marton, You have ihic fight o access and corract
any personal information includaed in an oS,
fnforinatan or subimissions,

Submissions close at
31 March 2017,

midday on Friday,
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Submission Form

Your name:

N Je;r;nie.. Melulle.

Email address:
gugien m"duine,g %sma{ i_- @M
Preferred contact phone number:
(=) etz
Your postal address: B
1222 Cheres B RDZ
& hqpe. T2

T ol
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:
O Letter

Email

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:
{’éan individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

RECEIVED

31 MAR 2017

Bulls Community Cenire

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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 - | 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

O Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenpart/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

[0 Option 3 — | 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

\EKDption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

‘E{ Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Council setling 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 Tece Road
r  River hank area near Riille Rridas

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

[alternative suggestions]

€.

f.

O Option 2 — | 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 Consuliation
Document? (use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (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 pfan 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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Submisé

Your name: -‘:r

Znnly
P

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Db 2887955 2.

Your postal address:

180 LﬂnaKa Rocd

Nz

Town: /’,—/q’/ HQP&

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your subgnission 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 submissian as:
O an individual, or
3 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 326

Bulls Community Centre

[0 Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4,36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Cenire on the site of ihe former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

[} Option 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demalishing 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 Walion Sireet

subdivision.

0O 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 I No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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)

00 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

00 3: retaining part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

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

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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
« al the ends of the netball couris
[aliernative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Counecil.

Toilets

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

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

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

[aliernaiive suggestions]

a

f.

g.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note ihat submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made avaitable to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpese of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marfon. You have the right io 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:"jﬁéﬂnj /?{)&q_df

Email 3ddress,i/:€nﬂu - { ¢ )
RS

clear, et . 2
Preferred contact phone number:

Co322/2.67

Your postal address: 4.4 3

Lotland creccond

PBuce s
Buttl.s

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

O Email etter

Town:

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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 ancther 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 328

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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.
es

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.

e

The
es

O No

O No

o car parks fronting Criterion Street
O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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: demalishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

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

Why is this your preference?

Retain he~tcpe £
540(/ CaAn v v

23



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

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

+ near the swimming poaol

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

E(ption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity

block an that site.

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

near the swimming pool
+ onthe site currently used as toilets
- at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

0O Option 1 = Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 afier the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shortfall from external funding
applications (up to $200,000).

U/C!ption 2 — | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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)
WAQ ¢ ses The

7D e ;DP — L

Looard Of~ i ¢
-

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Do someblus g wih oly

dﬂ‘%gégd%(_f/_‘ii
At Rulls

CGM}(’} D
iffa)j/g;;)g:{cy’&, i ho oS
They 084 AL g s 1.

Privagy 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 pari 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! District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right o 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:

Jesse  fihardson

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

D273 A4q17

Your postal address:

b \/QMU\( a o\(o\fe
J

Town: Bull 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):

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

Page 330

Bulls Community Centre

E}ﬂi Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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

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

The area known as the Walton Street
sybdivision,

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
gpazing.

Yes 0O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

%ptions 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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?

st ..E.T...l -
1701
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 - want Council io 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 - | 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 tailels
- at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site,

Option 3 — | support demalishing 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]

?hape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Poal 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

?ets

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 Read

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

T

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | do not support the praovision 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your persoanal
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, Marfon. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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Submission Form

Your name: dg;g} < r,iambb’("(‘hf

Email address: Ipss( /ambff’CN @
hotimar]. comn

Preferred contact phone number:

027 2814 266

Your postal address:

/6 WWorol  Streef

Town: R(J//S

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

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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)

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

24 MAR 2017

Bulls Community Centre

m{ption 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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?

updivision.

yrea known as the Walton Street
Yes 0 No

ng.

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
Er?ﬁi
Yes O No

The two car parlegs/éonting Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cabbler/
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: \) \mr\ LA @@J\}-—\

N

Email address:

Preferred conlact phone number:

Your postal address:
= ﬁ@c@_\ E;Sr
v '

Town: s .

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

O Email O Letter

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

O present in parson in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another lacation (please
provide skype dstails)

Ale you writing his sulimission as
3 an individual, o
O an hehalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an orgamisation, pleases provide
dstalls:

Organisation:

Fosition:

O yes | would like to subseribe to Council's
s-newsletter
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RECEIVED

15 MAR 2017

..............................

Fll;z A 1o\
.wlz ..... 1132

Bulls Community Centre

@/Opllon 1 Yes. | suppart retaining the
updated budgel of $4.236 million for the
revised and axpandsd new Bulls CamprmLinit
Centrz on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment far inflation
from whan the initial estimates were mads

O Option 2 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centres
and revisw the available aptions. including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
building :

Proposed sale of surpius
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walion Strest
stibdivision.

Ofres O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
razing.
Yeg 0 Mo

‘T—?'Pg two car parks frenting Criterion Strser
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

[0 Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes. | suppert the
continuing work on raedeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abrahiam & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Streetl) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (strike oul two

O 1t retaining and refurbishing all three
butldings

O 2; deamolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facllity on the sits

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

Why Is thils your prefershce?
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Submission Form

Your name: J\ Gd /}E n

Email address:u}') hﬂﬂ(ﬂ”@ Y'}Yﬂ_ (g N2

Preferred contact phone number:

3220 /23
Yourp_ostai add_’:ﬁ______ - _
U§ Bramdoen Hall Read
R-D -
Town: RIS

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

O Email A 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): NU

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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
g-newsletter

Page 335

Bulls Community Centre

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

E/Option 2 — | want Council o abandon the
proposed new Bulls Communily 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
fallowing three parcels of land?

The area known as the Wallon Street

supdivision.

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

Yes 0 No

;P,e two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes 0O No

Marton Civic Centre

OO0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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 refurbighing 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 - | want Council to abandon the

propcsed 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 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

O Option 2 — | 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, | 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]

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (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
Strest, 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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27 MAR 2017

T MDD
File: ) ~AF= =
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Submission Form

Your name:_|

Email address: \ oy llec£4 V) 7

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

| WY I.' ..J

~ 1 - 1\ ~—

Town: |\ ¥/ Y1Eevy W4

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

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

the hearings being held on 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:
[} an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 337

Bulls Community Centre

' Option 1 - Yes, | suppor! 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 — | 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

Thetwo car parks fronting Criterion Street
I.T_.I”Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

E/aplions 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing werk on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Bulldings
(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

E/S?’:etaining 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 — | want Council to abandan 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?”E)ption 1 — | 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 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the ather 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, | 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).

F

@ Option 2 - | 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, | 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.

g Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (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 anly be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangilikei 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

-

,1'7
Your name: ( © ﬁf—‘lm,ﬂanl
J

Email address:

Lﬂv‘awﬂﬂlm 5{::15’1‘5%&’)1 D, 2—

\ﬂreferrecrlcontact phone number:

Db 322 19 &9

Your postal address:

5 Bull 5F
Puils

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

Town:

mail O 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)

re7you writing this submission as:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
WZing.
Yes

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

O No

O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

1: retaining and refurbishing all three
ildings

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

K&: retaining part of the facades and building a
ew facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

Wmf% unA%M

La;x; MVZ a Acq/v wﬁ/’
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O Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ Department of Conservation)
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, [alternative suggestions]
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present €.

Marton administration and library buildings. ¢

Taihape Memorial Park o

O Option 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of

the other viable locations:
O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of

near the swimming pol = y A ) s .
) gp , additional public toilets in the District at this
+ on the site currently used as toilets time.

- at the ends of the nethall courts
[alternative proposal]

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

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

O Option 3 — | 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

‘ What other issues would you like Council
[alternative proposal] to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

/_@Jq ﬂ//ﬂddn/:‘#f %
| 551 .

Taihape Pool Upgrade

JOption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

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

Toilets the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will anly be used for the
Béption 1 — Yes, | support the provision purpose of the annual plan process. The information
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an Sireet, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
application to the Government’s Mid-sized any personal information included in any reports,
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at information or submissions.
the following 4 locations:

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
a. Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge
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Submission Forgn:
o:f'

Your name: = JO R,( >C

Email address: .]of(,] (‘f}(‘o:) qryw.(a&q
v V) J

Preferred contact phone number:

06 3325 Slo

Your postal address:

Po A 219
Town: MQ}U\FQJ(@

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

Email O 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:

[0 yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter
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nity Centre

0 Option es, | 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 — | 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 il 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 0 No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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: demaolishing 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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Submission Form

Your name: \70-4;.;\._- ﬂer/‘“}

=

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget ot §4.36 million for the

Email address: k’e-{;‘oe I\»ﬂ-’ﬂf‘f e 6mail ~com. revised and expanded new Bulls Community
b ~

Preferred contact phone number:

0274074935/

Your postal address:

12 Fain Sheet

5;1//5

dulls

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

mail [ Letter

Town:

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:
Ii/an individual, or
[0 on behalf of an organisation

It on behalf of an arganisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 343

Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

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

es O No

‘I;ztwo car parks fronting Criterion Sireet
es O Ne

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marlon
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: \Mnn_e WJJ._,}
sl

Email address:

Preterred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Town: Thape
How would you pre}er to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:
O Email O Leiter

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

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

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

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

If on behalf of an organisalion. please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 344

A

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budgst of $4,36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Cammunity
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 new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walion Sireet
subdivision.

O Yes O No

The partion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Griterion Sireel
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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

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

Why is this your preference?

23



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity biocks in one of
ihe other viable locations:

« near the swimming pool

« on the site currently used as toilets
« &l the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

D/Option 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity

block on that site. __f> —> ——};-——P‘__P

O Opticn 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and localing the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable locations:

near the swimming pool

on the site currently used as ioilets
« at the ends of the netball couris
[alternative proposal] i

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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).

DfOption 2 — | 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, | 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
Depariment of Conservation)

[alternative suggestions]

8.

£
1.

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | 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)

wih a cowied v

with ' 2 xdenna) Stavs ard|or

Staryt
oo of e avientd Bock

YA v erternal Levator

for Wwheel (hawv acess

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (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 lo
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 {o access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.

Page 345

[}



Submission Form ” R
RE@ EVEL E%Bimmmz
B

ulls Community.Centre

3 MAR 22V
Lo name.'soe,m ety 31 EJ Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining

To: 3? 5 _quated budget of $4.36 million for the

) File: L.. m and expanded new Bulls Community
Email address: 7 0 on the site of the former Criterion
- Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inAation
<>°<\"C~"‘“‘-— ~latr @ X¥tew Lo L from when the initial estimates were made.

Preferrad cantact phams nymber: ¢0ption 2 - | want Council to abandon the

proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
Your postal address: strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing it with a new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
Town: properties in Bulls

Should Gouncil proceed with the sale of the
following three parcels of land?
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?: The area known as the Walton Street

bdivision.
0O Email O Letter nges «No
i o o b o The porti f Haylock Park currently leased for
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do ar ziﬁ; ion of Hay y o
you wish to (please tick): daYes : e
O present in person in Marton at the Council The il 657 e, Soniihg Citasion Skeet
Chamber et dmo

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

o . — O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the

Are you writing this submission as: continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
O an individual, or Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

O on behalf of an organisation (Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton

o ) Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two)
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details: O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings
Organisation:

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

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

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's

e-newsleter dOption 4 - | want Council o 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.
Page 346 yopue
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

Taihape Memorial Park

dOption 1 - | 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 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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 the
Department of Conservation)

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.

Jption 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional nublic 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)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

dOption 1 - Yes, | 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

P{)ption 1 - Yes, | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form ineluding 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 natme: \S ol E;,(E‘v-d
. —~ N

Email addrese: . | | Bord b com
3 A —

~ A

Preferred contsct phone number:

R\ 2\ F (3]

Your posial address:

T_% J\.iq’\&j' SP

“( LA L’Lp-’(
bt’;‘-té\ 7-(""‘

Town:

How would you prefar to receive f,orrﬂspondence
pelating to your submission and the hearings?.

mail 00 Letter

Would vou like 1o speak 1o your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? 1 yes, do
you wish io (please tick):

1 present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

I dial in via skype from ancther location (pleass
provide skype details)

Are/you writing ihis submission sz
an individual. or
0 an behaif of an organisation
ifon behm of an orgahisation tlease wrovids
datalic

Crganisation:

Pogition:

T ves | would itks to subscribs fo Councii's
e-newslaiter

Page 348

MAILED
RECEIVED

3 0 MAR g7
T0:..... 3’ §‘

noc' "T'?""'U 3 B'B

Bulle Community Cenire

O Gptlon 1 — Yes, | support retaining ihe
updaied budget of §4.26 millien for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Sonmimunity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hedsl, incorporating adjustment for infiation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Optler 2 — | want Councll to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
sirengthening the existing Town Hall or
demeolishing it and replacing it with a new
building. '

Proposed sale of surplus
properties In Bulls

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

The zrea known as the Walton Street
subdivision,

O ves 2 ko

The poition of Haylock Park currsnily leased for
grazing.

O Yas O Ko

The two ozt parks fronting Griterion Strest
il Yes O Mo

Msarton Civie Centre

3 Options 1, 2 and 3 ~ Yes, | supportthe
zopdinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbisy/
Cavennori/Abraham & Williams Buildings
iBroadway High Strest) as the new Marion
Civie Cenfre. preferring (strike cut fwo!

& 1‘ ‘taining and refurbishing gl ihres
T H N nige

O 2: demolishing sl thres bullaings and
constructing a new facitity on the site

0 3: retaining part of the facades and bullding 5
rew facitity behind them

Why is this your preference?
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RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

s ¢

Opition 1 - | support retaining the grandstand
and iocating the new amenity blocks in one of
e other viable locations:

neal the swimming pol

s the site currently used as toilets

Al the ends of the netball courts
jisilernative proposal]

{7 Option 2 — | support demolishing the
arandstand and locating the new amenity
irlock on that site.

Option 3 — | support dernolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
I1locks in one of the other viable locations:

reat the swimiing pol

on the site currently used as toilet:
« at the ends of the nethall courts
[alternative proposal]

D/Opllon 1 - Yes, | 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 Cption 2 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Fool should be deferred until the funding gap
i« uovered by sources other than Council,

Woitets

O Option 1 -~ Yes, | support the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Gouncil 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.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning far
2017/187 {use extra pages if necessary}

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information,
The content on this form ineluding your personal
information and submission will be 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
Sireet, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissfons.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
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Your name:

fﬂ %fme?w’

_J:g/in

h Form

N V4 Mw/; ’

E-MAILED

RECEIVED

3 0 MAR 7917
022

S FILE: % '{"S"ﬁ'?’"""""t[.'.

Bulls Gommunﬁy Centre

O Gption 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.88 million for the

Email address: f,?/\mq d VIUESDD ¥4 g.COA)  revised and expanded new Bulls Community
v

Preferred contsqt phbné number:

O] 24l 1209

Town:

/JZ/WZ k79

How wouid you prafer o receive correspondence
relating to your submission and ths hearings?:

Email O Letter
Would you liks to;speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? if yes, do
you wish io (please tick):
O presentin person i Marton
Chamber

at the Council

{3 diat in via skype from ancther location (please
provide skype details)

Are you wrking this submission as:
OVan individualSor
1 on behaif of an arganisation

i on behaifo
delaile;

f an nrganisation. please provide

Organisation:

Poeition:

- The poriion

O vas | would liks to subseribe fo Council's
e-newslelier ; :

Page 350

Centre on the site of theformer Criterion
Hoizl, incorporatin
from when the i

0 Optlon 2 -

djustment for inflation
| estimates were made.

ant Coungil to ebandon the

éw the available options. including
hening the existing Town Hall or
demeolishing it and replacing i with a hew
building.

Proposed sale 01' surplus
properties in Bulls

Should Couneil pt-'tpceed with-
following three parcels oflapd?

sale of the

The area known a.s th
suibdivision.
O Yes

viock Park currently leased for
grazing,

O Yas - OiNo

The twn oar parks fronting Criterion Street
o Yes O No

Marton'ﬁlvlc-.céntre

O Opticne 1,2 and 3 - Yes. | suppori the
aentinuing wonk on redeveloping t
Davannort/Abrabam & Willlam Lildings
{Broadway/High Street) as e new Marton
Chvig Centre. preferring ke out two!

O 4: retaining and refdftishing ail three

otdings
O 2: demoll ng ail three buildings and
congtudling a new facit!ty on thef site

0O 3rfretaining :&art ofthe facadas and build‘ng a
P&wW facim'gr behfnd ﬁ'zem ;

Why is this yout prefmnee?

o 00C:.172..03:20

2z



RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

0 Option 4 - | want Gouncil to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/

. Davenporthhraham and Williams buildings,
sall the site, and undertake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present

Marton administration and library buildings.

1 Opﬂon 1-1 supporl retaining the grandstand
anch igcating the new amenity blocks in one of
ihe other viable locations:

niear the swimming pol
- on the site currently used as toilets
af the ends of the netball courts
i;siia—.rnative proposal]

W Option 2 - | support demolishing the

arandstand and locating the new amenity
izleck on that site.

£ Optlon's ~ | support demotishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Islocks in one of the other viable locations:

riear the swimming pol

on the site currantly used ag tolleds
« at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal) '

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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
apptications (up to $200,000).

m/option 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Paol should be deferred until the funding gap
i= overed by sources other than Council.

Toilets/

{()ptlon 1 — Yes, | 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 ——/’7&7’1"’\5? of tha }Jﬁfﬁf/j

¢. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

24

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

[alternative suggestions]

e. Oppetifz. Jhe KO 2.0 Jife

/.7
bl gn drw uled By plpdes

g.
h.

O Option 2 - | 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) _
py okl _albated at
Vapeul  Jifel MU BiE

__M_/Lf?ﬂ@f/b{
U

What other issues would you like Councll
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/18% (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1893 ,

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available o
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 reporis,
information or submissions.

‘Submissions close at midday on Friday,

. Page 351
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15 MAR 2017
To: 1—75 ..............

Submission Form ke

Your name: JDhr‘l . ﬁﬂﬁea(

Bulis Community Centre

M’E}ptinn B

=5, | support retaining tha
updated budgei of $4.36 million for the

Ega_li_a_d_d_ﬂ_ress— .Joiirl.aﬂf_th_@){Hmk M revised and expanded new Bulls Comrmarity

Preferred contact phone number:

L6818 -

Your postal address:

O Hudson Ave R

B,
Bulls

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

O Email O Letter

Town:

Would vou like ta 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 iocalian (please
proyvids skype details)

Atz you writing this submission as

1 an mdividual, o

01 on behall of an organisation

If on behalf of an orgamisation. pleass provide

detalls:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subsecribe to Council's
g-newslatisr

Page 352

Cantra on the site of the former Criterian
Hotel. incorporating adjustment tor inflation

from whan the initial estirmates wers mads

1l Option 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposad new Bulls Community Centrs
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 salz of the
following thres parcels of land?

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

g‘?ﬁing.

Yes O No

yiwt- car parks fronting Criternion Stiset
Yes O nNo

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1. 2and 3 - Yes, | suppor] the
continting work on radevaioping the Cobbler
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Streel) as the new Marlon
Civic Centre. prefsiring (stiike out two)

O 1: retalning and refurbishing all thres
sulldings

O 2: damolishing all three buildings and
zonstructing 2 new facility on ths sia

O 3¢ retaining parl of the facades &
new facility behind tham

13 DUNCING &

Why is this your preference?
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Submission Form

Your name:

T@L\n \ \

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

06 322 oRRI

Your postal address:

o Boyg
Town: &“g

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ;J?&sion and the hearings?:
O Email etter

K3 Bls.

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)

;rjyau writing this submission as:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 354

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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

sugdivision.
Yes O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
Yes O No
The two car parwning Criterion Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

I%thiorl 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 = | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

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

near the swimming pool
« on the site currently used as toilets
» al the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yes, | suppert 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 — | 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, | 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 porialoos at
the following 4 locations:

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

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
Depariment of Canservation)

[alternative suggestions)

a.

f.

g.
h.

O Option 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the Disfrict 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 corréct
any perscnal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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T RIVED
7 8 MAR 2017

2 8 MAR 2617

Submission Form SR .

Your nameT 7] 5) G_M! . ‘

F|Ie 1 ...... AY 6&6?

Bulls Community Centre

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

Email address: o [\[ éc,ff(a C'.fe;:/lk?l‘-ﬁf? revised and expanded new Bulls Community

Preferred contact phone number:

065221924

Your postal address:

/O F;f/u(f’ -~ Sf—'

Town: 50//5-

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

BErEmail O 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):

I 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 behaif of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details.

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 356

Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

IZI/E)ption 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 il with a new
building.

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

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

The area known as the Walton Street

subdivision.
es O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
EYes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
0 Yes o

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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



REGEIVED

31 MAR 2007

Submission Form

Your name:

S0Rny KB

Email address:

sy Se @ GMAL. < Com

Preferred contact phone number:

O G938 B0

Your postal address:

VL TS OEQD

Town: @_/"ﬁks i

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

Email O Letter

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

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 357

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | suppari 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 — | want Council to abandon the
propased 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

subfaivis'mﬂ.
es

The porticn of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.
es O No

O No

Thewo car parks fronting Criterion Street

es O No
Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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



Submission in support of building a new Community Centre in Bulls

| 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. | 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

- o o o o = e e A e e e o o

Your name:

8 Yo LU MO.L-{ Q .

Email address:

CCIV@(J Mayo @ cjm. l. com
Preferred contact ;')'Lone rumber:
O6 3316571 -

Your postal address:

Z04 whaks bane
RD> 32
Ma Ao~

Town:

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

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

the hearings being held on 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 arganisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 359

Bulls Community Centre

E(Optlnn 1 —Yes, | 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 — | 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

E( Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

O Option 3 - | 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, | 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 — | 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, | 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 New qoilgds ot Codennal Pask

f. 5'00&5 Gwou~ds
g.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 (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
Streel, 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:%@ {q{:,q H:\U. l/[]

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

TOWI'I

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

0 Email O Letter

Would yaou like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish 1o (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:

Pasition:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newslatier
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Submission Form s Ly

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining ithe
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Centre on ihe 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 Rall or

« demaolishing 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 Walion Street

subdivision.

O Yes 0 No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
arazing.

[ Yes O Mo

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O Ne

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
puildings

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

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

Why is this your preference?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

[ Option 1 — | 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
« &t the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

E/Dption 2 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

[0 Option 3 — | support demalishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable locations:

«  near the swimming pool
on the sile currenily used as ioileis
at the ends of the netball couris
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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.

a.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public informaiion.
The content on this form including your personal
infarmation and submission will be made available io
the media and public as pari 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 Ranagitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right fo access and correct
any personal information included in any reporis,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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RECEIVEL

15 MAR 2017

Submission Form

Your name: f,\:zdaﬁ\ %C QT ?{ul)(Community Centre

Email address:

wAdeRnscasti=e ©

Preferred contact phone number:

Ol - 33230323

Your postal address:

AL Caxfeoion &%

Town: Ry Us WB\S

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

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)

;re/vou 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 | wauld like to subscribe 1o Council’s
e-newsletter

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

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

Centre on the site of the former Criterion
R\O_j_ % i
L]

tW'to abandon th

O Option 2 — | want C

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
g%dﬂisioﬂ.

es O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

graghig.
es O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes &R0

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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: refaining and refusbsishing alythree
builgings

B’Q??emolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility on the site

O 3: r¢taipi rto cad nd puildinga
n cility. ind the
Why is this your preference?

%Gge( a\\ :“e:_\u‘_i.d_r
—Hdiexw - st poula (corssclex)

J —
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCI

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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
Marion administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

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

+ near the swimming pool

« on the site currenily used as toilets
+ at the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

L 0 These

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

O Option 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 proposall

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 —Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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
v River bank area near Bulls Bridge

=2e9 )")f-ﬂ_“rL mg;d@ﬂf‘
AN E2 S
€ shovelel B
the. focals —fo otecd

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

g.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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 Rangilikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or subrmissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017.
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Submission Form

Your name:
W i e
' :;_,-\\uc- \rhinm gy

Email address:

J\' S AY A 3 c ?\J.“" [ « CO PN
Preferred contact phone number:

LS 2SS S5 |

Your postal address:

1§ Coowlme Bood
R O 2

W\af"k‘ow W55

Town:

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 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
0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

0O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 365

"" REGEIVED

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | support retaiping t AV
updated budget of $4.36 millio[r?gf!c:?r' t'hT;'?Ud;O
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.

QJ 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 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.
« No

O Yes
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing.
f Yes
The two car parks, fronting Criterion Street

O Yes d No

Marton Civic Centre

O No

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

doption 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

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.

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

Taihape Memorial Park

dOption 1 - | 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.

[ Option 2 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in cne 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.

dOptfon 2 - | 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)

Taihape Pool Upgrade

#Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | 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, | 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
2017/187 (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:{ur\ci ( LA “m g

Email address: N { A
[

Preferred contact phone number:

O 327 8§27 ¢

Your postal address:

6 A OuKleg Ave

MQ,/'!‘O"_‘\
|

Town:

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

O Email EI/Létter

Would you like 1o 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 erganisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 367

Bulls Community Centre

E/Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
sirenglhening 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
subdiwision.

D’é;v O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
s

The

O No

o car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marlon
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?

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

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

Taihape Memorial Park

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

+ near the swimming poal

+ on the site currently used as loileis
at the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal]

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

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

O Option 2 - | 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, | 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 portalcos 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]

€.

f.

a.
h.

O Option 2 - | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
fime.

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

FPlease 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 Councfl, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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File: .

Submission Form o 170398

Your name: Bulls Community Centre
Tu S"‘En‘l. H)l‘c_k ering O Option 1 — Yes, | support retaining the
) updated budget of $4.36 million for the
Email address: revised and expanded new Bulls Community
s . ; _{_ A Centre on the site of the former Criterion
LIS Lo W%, C 2 Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
Preferred contact phone number: from when the initial estimates were made.
E/‘Opticn 2 — | want Council to abandon the
o B8
b 3 WSO proposed new Bulls Community Centre
Your postal address: and review the available options, including
_ strengthening the existing Town Hall or
25 1) an.-f\\&d\ St demolishing it and replacing it with a new
building.

Town: Proposed sale of surplus
%u"‘{" = properties in Bulls

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

Email O Letter

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at 'Sl'h;.' ?\:?S?OTOWH A% tHe bratiom Sticet

the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do Vuéj MI
you wish to (please tick): a V‘h’ﬂ'\ +L\° = H‘QC [/\-904
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for F’DUSO

grazing.
O Yes mﬂo

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please

provide skype details) The two car parks fronting Criterion Street

O Yes 8]
Are you writing this submission as:
O an individual, or

Marton Civic Centre

O on behalf of an organisation [l Options 1,2 and 3 - Yes, | éupport the
continuing work on redevgloping the Cobbler/

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings

details: (Broadway/High Stregt) as the new Marton

Organisation:

Position: O 2: degBlishing all three buildings and

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council's . :
new facility behind them

e-newsletter
Why is this your preference?

23
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RANCGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 — | .want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopgw@ént of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abrafxdm and Williams buildings,
sell the site, ahd underlake necessary
earthquake strengthening of the present
Marton ddministration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 -1 sup
and locating
the other yble locations:

+ near th& swimming pool

« on e site currently used as toilets
at'the ends of the netball courts

[alternative proposal]

rt retaining the grandstand
new amenity blocks in ane of

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

O Option 3 — | support demolishing the
grandstand gAd locating the new amenity
blocks in o of the other viable locations:

near the/Swimming pool
+ on the/site currently used as toilets
at tHe ends of the netball courts
[alternalive proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

mé;;tion 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taihape Fool 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

%ption 1 —Yes, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e.

f.

g.
h.

[0 Option 2 - | 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 exira 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\ Br‘)dlqlﬁ =, Bulls

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 anly 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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Attachment to the Submission by Justine Pickering, 23 Danieil 5t, Bulls.

Why is this your preference?
Option 2 — | 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 depat attached. | 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 wil}
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 hali can seat 300 (I can’t
find the exact number} this means there are a lot of car parks required (where will they ali
park especially if the two current Criterion 5t off-road parks are soid}. if the bus depot is
situated an Criterion S, this will also restrict the amount of car parking available.

2. If people are walking from the new development back to the alder High 5t 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 cenire 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. Asuggestion —don’t put a new community centre on Criterion St, remove current parking
near the Bridge St interseciion to allow for better traffic flow (especially to aliow trucks to
turn more safely) and then that parking can be moved to Criterion St. Alternatively, divert
trucks from the north {High 5t) down Criterion 1.

Re: Proposed sale of surplus properties in Buils

1. [ disagree with the two car parks fronting Criterion St being sold —they will be needed to
nrovide parking for the community centre if it is buiit 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 rcadside parking availabie 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 5t also use it when visiting the library or any of the shops. Alsg,
the Bowling Club members or visitors use this car park, as well as road side parking in
Criterion St.

2. lagree 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. ldisagree with the portion of Haylock Park currently leased, being scid. This land was bought
and gifted to people of Bulls by my father, Owen Haylock, so that children from the west side
of Bulis did not have to cross the main road in order to use the Recreation grounds. If this
fand is not wanted by the Council, the leased area can be returned to the family. We can
ook into deveioping it if the Council wants more residential sections made avaHable in Bulis.

o @&/3
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Submission Form

Your name: \L GC'C;L/\

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address: \lo "™ iNSA~Acne.
\ac

Town: N\ a/do_

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

[1 Email g 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

It on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

MAR 2017
o S

CEIVED
31 MAR 2017

40

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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

s/rom when the initial estimates were made.
0

ption 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 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 O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion
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 thl syour preference?

h\ Wuae wnge,

| 1 o o o o o o

O¥~er Opdi 2ns avalockle
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017 /18

Option 4 — | want Council to abandon the d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ Department of Conservation)
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, [alternative suggestions]

sell the site, and undertake necessary

earthquake strengthening of the present e.

Marton administration and library buildings.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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]

[0 Option 2 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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

* mhineendact he nelie] cauns What other issues would you like Council

[alternative proposal] to consider as part of its planning for
2017/18? (use extra pages ifmecessary)
£\S U~

t\\e.ux \Dubi e vexs . Natron
Taihape Pool Upgrade

N arte
O Option 1 - Yes, | support funding the upgrade -
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the (d@r\-)r L.qu\— (]r\:j \nﬁé:l e_r—}

swimming season has ended, using reserves
to cover any shortfall from external funding
applications (up to $200,000).

ﬁ\/--—-——-—--..-....._..-.——----.-------------—-------_------q.-....-.-----—-----n_n

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

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form ineluding your personal
information and submission will be made available fo

Toilets the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the

O Option 1 — Yes, | support the provision purpose of the annual plan process. The information
of new tollets in Mangaweka village and will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
application o the Government's Mid-sized any personal information included in any reports,
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at Informatlon or submissions.
the following 4 locations:

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
a. Papakai Park, Taihape 31 March 2017.
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

24 Page 374
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Your name: (A gc 3T

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

e Batl A

Town:

(3 «\s

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

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 375

15 MAR 2017

D

?Js Community Centre
(o}

ption 1 — Yes, | 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 — | 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

division.

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

Yes O No

? two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes

ono Lk

g_,-..‘( \’\.-d.'._ Ch A

-._J.
Martoh Civic Centre A e "V own Hal

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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 A% retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

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?
Qusga—cs‘?- — -.«\-e.e.‘g\q
’(‘u E!Q_ el z\e_cl - LaLcﬁ[
\l\\&f\df\\f + Tourzan Pw'ﬁ‘e_#-
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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]

i Pa_p@_wd;h&\ --*‘3 o

Taihape Pool Upgrade

Option 1 — Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilgts

Option 1 — Yes, | 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.

O Option 2 — | do noLedpport the provision of
additional publicToilets in the District at this
time.

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

necessary) )
L PMB\Y\\-& LA CA
Ty Ef"?"”‘fk“

C_E‘__J‘J“‘—'E:&Rb\{' O Q&h\rm?
R U

- T

geftlers T T e (Lﬂﬁnlr\l‘ :((('Q.-‘(

P L
e PALa i AVai~

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if necessary)

flhonc‘kdk S\{EQQ,\:& Q'-‘I" ll\e_‘;-"\’&
P‘_" "_T"’-'—‘:“—‘mg S | Sr_‘;"t‘tg, F-e:-:m.[
Mot il %mmﬁ-— L% \\‘(5 Qﬂ_&ghd}:\
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+ clee— S YN oy for— Y ls'\“o)iffl&\

gites = Tourisa~ (ac)"v@-..:\‘, 0»

=y L"\&J‘adw&\.‘:\ L\ tif\d f\o"i

Privacy Act 1993 r Calenso T f\-°~€\
Please note that submissions are public information. ([
The content on this form including your personal GT
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
purpase 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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= ZDS 31 MAR 2017
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Submission Form

Your name:

Email address: War ANV
R Auvnex 2S5 @‘ndr«ml Lo

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Town:

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

O Email O 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 localion (please
provide skype details)

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 377

Bulls Community Centre

IE/Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | want Gouncil 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
division.

Yes O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing. {
No

O Yes
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

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?

23
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 - | 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
+ al the ends of the nethall courts
|alternative proposal]

O Option 2 — | support demalishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block an that site,

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is cavered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 portalcos 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.

O Option 2 — 1 do not supporl 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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REGEIVED

30 MAR 2017

Submission Form

Your name: Ko~ Alexander

Email address: kla\@xq @gﬂmJ_LDQL

Preferred contact phone number:

027 §582155

Your postal address:

4/ 984 Tumoune Aue
Roslyn

Town: Ealmers o Narth

How would you prefer lo receive correspondence
relaling to your submission and the hearings?.

Email O Letter

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

O present in person in Marion al the Council
Charmber

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

Are you writing this submission as:

\Eﬂm individual. or

O on behalf of an organisation

If an behalf of an organisation, please provide
delails:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 380

Bulls Community Centre

\E!/Option 1 - Yes, | support retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Communily
Cenlre on the sile of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Option 2 — | want Council 1o 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 Sireet
subdivision.
(13

The portion of Haylock Park currenlly leased lor
grazing.
Z/Na

0 Yes
Thetwo car parks fronling Criterion Streel
es O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Ne

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Gobbler/
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marlon
Civic Cenire, preferiing (strike out lwo)

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?

23



Submission Form

Your name:

eoce=— S oo

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Ronoobac
Your postal address:

e N\

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ?:nission 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)

f;ryyou 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 | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletier

Page 381

E-MALLED
RECE\VED

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 — Yes, | 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.

=4

ption 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the exisling Town Hall or
demolishing il 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.
No

O Yes

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

Thetwa car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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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RANGITIKEE DISTRICT COUNéiL

CREULTATION Gy THE ARRKNUAL PLAN ZU

O

Option 4 — | want Council fe.abandon the
proposec redevelopmeni of 918 Cobbler/
CavenportfAbraham and Williams buildings.
sell the sita, and uinderiake necassary
riquake strengthening of the present
twrinn adiministration and liorary 2uildings.

Tathape Memorial Park

21 Option 1 — t suzpert retaining e grandsiand
and locating the naw amsnity blocks in are of
the other viable locations:

» near the swimming pool

©oon the site currently Jsed as toilets

+ gt the ends of the netbail courts

falteraative propasal]

21 Option 2 — | supnoit demolishing ihe
grandstand and ocating the new amonity
bleck on that site.

O Option 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Glocks in one of the other viable locafions:

© near the swirnming nool
ot the site currently uscd as toilels
at the ends of the neihal courts

|eltarnative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 — Yas, | suppost funding the upgrade

of the Taihaps FPocl during 2017 after the
swimming seasun has ended, using reserves
to cover any shortizll from external funding
appiications (up 1o S200,250).

O Option 2 — 1 think the upgrade of the Tathapse
Fool should be daferrec unlil tha funding gap
ig coversd by sources other than Council,

Toifets

01 Option 1 — Yes, | support the pravigion
of now toilsts in Mangaweka village and
Council satting aside $25.000 to support an
application to the Govemmerit'e Mid-s zed
Tourigm Infrastruciure Fund for poriaiocs at
the following 4 locaiions:

a. Mapakai Park, Tailape
b, Swimming spot oif Tae Toe Haad
C. River bank area near Bulis Bridge

d. Zruce Park (with approveal from the
Jepartment of Congervation)
fakzrnative suggestions]

b

=
=

—h

0

£ Option 2 — | oo not supporn the provision of
additional public icilais in the District at this
lime.

Do you have any comment on other
matters noied in this Consuiiation
Document? (use exira pages if
necassary)

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 nglg thal sybmissions are pubiic informaiion.
The coirient an thi Hucang your personal
information and submission will be mado avallablo ic
the metfia and public as part of tha decision meaking
GrOCess. Your subrisgion will only pe ussd for ihe
purpose of the annugl plan rocess. The infermation
witl hie held hy the Rangitiked Diztict Council, 458 High
Street, Marion. You have the right to access and corret
ary personal imtormation included i any reports,

infarmation or sUBmISsions,

Submissions cloge at midday on Friday,
31 nMarch 2017,

Page 382
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Submission Form »*

Your name: KO\[Q}’\ QV&V

) ‘q,% ool
/c \“o _."}':{_." @ N E
= >
%

Email address: Qe Y (@D

()
l’\@lff\ e Nz
Preferred tdntact phone number:

CAaNZAET IO

Your postal address:

N el S

Town: &\\5

How would you prefer to receive correspundence
relating to your ;?iSsion and the hearings?:

O Email eller

Would you like to speak lo your submission at
the hearings being held an 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:
U% individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details;

Organisation:

Position;

D{es | would like to subscribe to Council's
e-newsletter

Page 383

1 !Olg%;’#

Bulls Community Centre

EV(plion 1 — Yes, | 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
Haotel, incorparating 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 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 O No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

grazing. u(
No

O Yes
—S%WD car parks fronting Criterion Street
es O Neo

Marton Civic Centre

0 Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Caobbler/
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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT C-OUNCIL {

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

4
O Option 4— | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbl
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 — | support retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

* near the swimming peol

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

[alternative proposal]

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

[0 Option 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
[alternalive proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

a. Papakal 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
201 7/187? (use exira pages if necessary)

Open e dolels Hd«&

\ v
\_)V‘f’f D \o.a"d“\_)'_

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The conlent on this form including your personal
infarmation and submission wifl 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.

Page 384




Submission Form

Your name:

\40\%&/\ \{ OANLIAN

Email address:

\(@\a’é\/'\c_}d@\'\\ L\ @ LA (D .02

Preferred contact phone number:

Qb 3232817

Your postal address:

Town:

H m\/le?.&/—\ﬂ \\L@

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

Jy/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:

#

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

Page 385

HEGENVED

[ 16 max 20

To: SK
File: 5 Ap - s o

oo TZ TET™

?s Community Centre
Option 1 — Yes, | 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, incorparating 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 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
E?t/daivtsion.
Ye

O No

The gortion of Haylock Park currently leased for
rgzing.
es

Y O No

MO car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes 0 No

Vﬂ Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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 refurktShing all three
buildings

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

O 3: retaining part of thefacades and building a
new facility behi em

Why is this your preference?

w

_'

O

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

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

Tathape Memorial Park

Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the

grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 3 — | 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

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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.

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

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

””4" 2u17

' Hon LT .

E-MAILED

Submiigaiin Form

Your name:

Karun  Nsadae

Email address:

e AT

Preferred contact phone Yiumber:

Oa718%4usb2

Your postal address:

20 Maosmppcpa 2d
LD3”

mlnr/)e, 4793

How would you preier o receive correspondence
relating to your ?.#b'mssmn and the hearings?:

O Email etter

Town:

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do
you wish 1o (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:

Poeition:

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

Page 387

Bulls Community Centre

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

0 Optien 2 — | want Council to abandon the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
sirengthening 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 Sireet

subdivision.

0 Yes 0 No

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three
buildings

O 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?

23



24

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

E/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
- al the ends of the neiball courts
[alternative proposal]

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

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

« near the swimming pool

« on the site currently used as ioilets
« al the ends of the netball courts
[alternative proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E/ Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Couneil.

Toilets

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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

i

d. Bruce Park (with approvat‘l from the
Department of Conservation)
[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

g.

[ Option 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please note that submissione are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available o
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. Marion. 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.

Page 388



RECEIVED

2 7 MAR 2017

To: A=

- AP -\

17 0213

Submission Form

Your name:

Katen e

Email address:
Preferred contact phoﬁ number:

Your postal address:

AD S
Town: TW

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

Email O 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
defails:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 389

Bulls Community Centre

EI/Option 1 —Yes, | 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 - | want Council to abandon the
propased 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
g)}division,
Yes

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
Yes

[ No

O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes 0 No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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
conpstructing a new facility on the site

p{:etain'mg part of the facades and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?

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

O 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.

Taihape Memorial Park

Option 1 — | 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 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | 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, | 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]

€.

g.
h

.

Jﬂption 2 — | 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
2017/187 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this farm fncluding 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
purpase of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Counctl, 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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REGEIVED

15 MAR 2077

Submission Form

Your name:

\La«le/‘* 6’\ v [} )

Email address:

= ecr- A DAl Ca. A2

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

SU Sedsrv—o— S\yee

Town: WL i\~

How would you prefar {o receive correspondance
relaling to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O 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 wriling this submission as:
M/an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If an behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 391

Bulls Community Cenire

!Q/C}ption 1 —Yes, | 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 — | 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 Walion Street
subdivision.

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

es O No

E}e two car parks fronting Criterion Street
Yes O No

Marton Civic Centre

d Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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)

i -
F buildings

’D/Z: demolishing all three buildings and
canstructing a new facility on the site

returbishing all three

3

i rtortneia s and building a
new facility behind them

Why is this your preference?
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RANGITIKE! BISTRICT COUNCIL

TATIONE L Php
AP leriw wTrn DETE s

O Optlenr 4 — | wani Council to abandon the

propoged sedevelopment gf the Cobbles/
WWhﬁpjamm@mﬂzlngs,
wEll the site, and undertake necessary

earthquake strengthening of the present
wMarton adminisiration and library buildings.

Taihape Memortal Park

O Opilan 1 — | suppori retaining the grandstand
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable tocations:;

near the swimming pool

oh the site currenily used as toilets

at the ends of the netball courts
[alternafive proposal]

[t Cpifai 2 — | support demolishing the
grandsiand and localing the new amenity
block on that siie.

O Omtion 3 — 1 support demclisning the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in ene of the other viable locations:

near the swimming pool
on ihe sile currently used as toilets
« at the ends oi the neiball couris

Tathape Pool Upgrade

O Opiien 1 — Yes, | support funding the upgrade
of the Taibape Pool durihg 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, Using roserves
to caver any shortfall from external tunding
applications (up to $200,000).

£1 Gptton 2 — | think the upgrade of the Taihapsa
Pool should be deferred untif the {unding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toileis

1 Optien 1 — Yes, | suppor the provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka villags and
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an
application to the Governmant's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund tor portaloos at
the following 4 locations:

a. Papakai Park, Taihape

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Read

¢. River hank area near Bulls Bridge

d. Bruce Park (with approval irom the
Department of Consarvation}

[alizinative suggestions]

&,

1.

T

O Option 2 ~ | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District at this
timea.

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
2017/187 {use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1883

Flease nofe that subriissions are public information.
The content on thig form including your personal
fnformation and submyssion wilt be made avallable o
the media and public as part of ihe decision making
process. Your submission wilf only be used for iha
purpose of the annual pian process. The information
witl be held by the Bangitifeei District Council, 48 High
Streel, fMarton. You have the right to access and corract
any personal informaifon included in any reports,
informalion or SUDIMISSIoNS.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 2017,
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REGEIVED

15 MAR 207

Submission Form mﬂif,w

.................................

...17..01.30.

Youy name: b{are.h wWleom Bulls Community Centre

"J/pﬂon 1 Yes, | support retaining Ine

updatad erGg-.-i of $4.36 million for the
revised and expandsd new Bulls ComimLinity
Centre on the site of the former Criteriol
— Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation

Emall address:

F’referred conlact phone number: - from when the initial estimates weare mads
ob 22931023 0 Option 2 - | want Council to abandon the
22 proposad new Bulls Cormmunity Centra
Your postal address: and revisw the available options. including
o strengthening the existing Town Hall or
85w %)"\’Lma“"“‘ Rd . demolishing it and replacing it with a new
RCpa building

Town: : scA e Proposed sale of surplus
Pal o~ Novin H-quproperﬂes in Bulls

How would you prefer to receive correspondance

relating to your submission and the hearings?: Should Council proceed with the sale of the
[ Eiall O Letter following three parcels of land?
Would you like to speak to your submission ai lgg d?\:f;?o}:wnown B8 the Vialion Stres!
X iy :
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yves, do O Yes O No

you wish to (please tick):

O prasent in person in Marton at the Council The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for

St OYee Mo

O dial in via skype from another looation (please

provide skype details) The two car parks fronting Criterion Stizer
NOvidez sk e Uslells =

O Yes O No
Are you writing this subrmssion as

Marton Civic Centre
¥ an individual. or

0 an behalf of an organisation 0 Options 1, 2and 3 - Yes. | support the

continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler!
if on behalf of an organisation. please provide Davenport/Abraham & Williams Bulldings
details: (Broadway/High Street) as the new Marion

" Civic Centre, preferring (strike out lwo
Organisation:
O 1: retaining and refurbishing all thres
o buildings

Position: DO 2:dsmalishing all thres buildings and

constructing 2 new facility on the sita
[ yes | would like fo subscribe to Council's I 3:retaining part of the facades and bullding =

s-newslatter new facility behind them

Why is this your prefei ehce?
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Submission Form

Your name:
K.‘—\ 2 E™

Email address:

kafzw%\;&g_,4,l Aol . co N
= v =]

Preferred contact phone number:

OC& 322 (241 »

Your postal address:

(87 thgb SI7

=l

Town: @ ‘_LU}, ‘

How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:
O Email mx@?ﬂ

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
delails:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 395

Bulls Community Centre
‘g/Optiﬁ?TYes. | 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 — | 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
subgirSion.

es O No

The portion.ef Haylock Park currently leased for
es O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
O Yes ‘ﬁfNo

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1,2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/
Davenpart/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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

O Option 4 - | want Council to abandon the
proposed redevelopment of the Cobhler/
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
earthguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and library buildings,

Taihape Memorial Park

O Option 1 — | 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 — | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

O Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Option 1 - Yes, | 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 — | think the upgrade of the Taihape
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Toilets

ption 1 = Yes, | 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
Depariment of Conservation)

lalternative suggestions]

e,

O Option 2 — | 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
2017/187? (use extira 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 fo
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan pracess. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right io 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: ( wre  CaNE

Email address:

K%’/{Aﬁne f/e.@ﬁ WOL{ / Conn

Preferred contact phone number:

ou 718 679

Your postsl address:

2 Tl ST

Town: -7 4 H{ 8lc

How wouid you prefer to receive correspondence
ielating to your submission and the hearings?:

E/Email 1 Letiar

Would you like to:speak io your submission 2t
the hiearings being held on 20 April? If yas, do
you wish o (please fick):

[ present in perscn in Marton at the Council
Chambar

I dial In via skype from ancther looziion (pleasa
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as

&an individual. or

0 on bekaif of an crpanisation

Hoon bebeif of an oraanisation tlease provida

detaiis

Crganisation:

Position:

1 yas | would ks io subscribe i Council's
a-newsleiter

Page 397

-MAILED
ECEIVED

3 0 MAR 2017
DS

. TO:
FLE: { = AP = (=4

b . Papeeen

Buile Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | suppont retaining the
updaied budget of $4.268 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Comimunity
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation
from when the initial estimates were made.

O Optlor 2 — | want Council to abandon the
propossd new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
sirsngthening the existing Town Hall or
demolishing it and replacing i with a new
buitding.

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 ves O ke

The poriion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.

O Yas O Mo

The two osr parks fronting Criterion Strest
Yes i )

Marton Civic Centre

[ Optiens 1,2 and 3 ~ Yes, | supportthe
sepdinuing work on redeveloping the Cobbley!
Cavenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings
{Broadway/High Strest] as the new Marion
Civie Centre. preferring fstrike out twol

|

{: retaining and rafurkishing ail thres
miildings

i

2: demolishing all three bullaings and
congtructing a new facility on the site

O 3: retaining part of the facades and bullding &
new facillty behind them

Why is this your preference?
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RANGITIKE! DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 20617/18

O 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.

l\i/()ption 1 — | support retaining the grandstand
arvt incating the new amenity blocks in one of
itie other viable locations:

near the swimming pol

o thie site currently used as toilets

ai the ends of the netball courts
j:fiernative proposal]

[l Option 2 — | support demolishing the
crandstand and locating the new amenity
block on that site.

Option 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
Ilocks in one of the other viable locations:

riear the swimming pol

on the site currently used as tollet:
« at the ends of the netball couris
[alternative proposal)

E'/Optlon 1 - Yes, | 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 - | think the upgrade of the Taihape
FPool should be deferred until the funding gap
i« r:vered by sources other than Council.

E’f)ptlon 1 - Yes, | 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

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

[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

a-

00 Option 2 - | 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 exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2017187 {use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submigsions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be 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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Submission Form

RECETD
28 MAR 20+,

BY:

REGEIVEL

2 8 MAR 2077

A
i'lﬁpaf

le:

- | Fle: LA
it B iﬂ“"”’"‘""”"’ Cenee. 17,0260,
[ 0p

KATIE

Email address:

SIMMS

———

Preferred contact phone number:

O3\ 434 \quaq -

Your postal address:

239 BaAawce

=T,

Town:

Y»oueLs

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

R ener

1 email

tion 1 - Yes | support retaining the
upcateg pbudget of §4,.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Cammunity
Centre on the site of the former Critenan
Hotel. incorparating adjustment for inflation
fram when the intial estimates were made.

Option 2 — | wart Council tp abanden the
proposed new Bulls Cammunity Centre
and review the available optgns. including
strengtnering ine existing Town Hall or
agemolishing it and repiacing i1 with a new

1 Lol [Ria

Proposed sale of surplus
properties in Bulls

Should Council proceec with the sale of the
fallowing three parcels of land?

The area known as the Walion Street

Woauld you like 10 speax to your stbmission at
the hearings being helg on 20 April? If ves. ¢
you wish to (please iick)

o

O present in person in Marton &t the Council

[ dhal in via skype from another lacation (please
previde skype details)

Are you writing this subrmission as
fn individual. or

3 on behalf of an organisation o

If an pehalf of an organisation. please provide
details:

Organisation:
O
Position: 0
O

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

subgl

HEION.,
es 0O Ne

The portion of Haylock Parx currently leased for

'3 neoa
Chamber %;(?‘ 19
‘es

O No

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street
0 Yes 0

Marton Civic Centre

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes. | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler!
Davenport/Apranam & Willlams Buildings
{(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out twa)

1: retaining and refurbishing all three
puildings

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

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

Why is this your preference?

Page 399
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Submission Form

Your name: LCM/'W\Q (Bfo‘O{

Email addreSS:kar'malr:zﬁifa{’@[me.mm

Preferred contact phone number:

Ob3gel13k

Your postal address:

9o Goldfincl Street

Town:

e "
| aiblape
|

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

0 Email Letter

Would you like 1o 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 Caouncil
Chamber

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 400

E-MAILEDREGEIVED

2 9 MAR 2017

'ro. 37 Ty
oc. ...1.12.....1].2.8.?

Bulls Community Centre

O Option 1 - Yes, | suppart retaining the
updated budget of $4.36 million for the
revised and expanded new Bulls Community
Centre on the site of the former Criterion
Haotel, incorporating adjustiment 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
demalishing 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 Walion Street

subdivision.

0 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 O No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, | 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

[0 2: demolishing all three buildings and
constructing a new facility an 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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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18

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

Taihape Memorial Park

[0 Option 1 — | suppert 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]

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

[0 Option 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]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

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

O Option 2 — | 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, | support the provision
of new foilets 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 Congervation)

[alternative suggestions]

e,

f.

g.

h.

O Option 2 — | 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) '

Riblhe Gvamdstand on
top 0‘( HHe Newvs Gwﬂ_em‘i'j

|
blockK -

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 thal 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
procass. 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: Koye & Stever

Kerr
Email address:

Koyekerc@Kinect. Co.nz.

Preferred contact phone number:

O 3221715 L~
Your postal address:
o Sohnaso~ St
DU ls

ULl =

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your ?mission and the hearings?;
[ Email Letter

Town:

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:
“on individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 402

REGEIVEL

To: }S
File: 2. .-pr t 'q'

ooc:...4 7.} 346-

?Ils Community Centre

Option 1 — Yes, | 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
fram when the initial estimates were made,

* . Option 2 — 1 want Council to abandan the
proposed new Bulls Community Centre
and review the available options, including
strengthening the existing Town Hall or
demalishing 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 O No
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for
grazing.
Yes O No

The two car parks fronting Critericn Street
O Yes No

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | 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

ISi/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?

Earlhguake proofing
on old bwlqugq«a,o']
kaﬂ’\r)@rccﬂ:.] mea e .
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

i T A

COHGGLTATIOH

[

Option 4 — | want Touncl to abandan the
prapased redevelsarent of tThe Cobhlers
avenpori/Abraham and Williairs buildings,
sell the siie, and undertaka necassary
garthquake strenginening of the prasant
Marton acministration and ey buiklires.

Taihape Memorizl Park

0O ©ption T - | support retaining the grandsiang
and iccaling the rew amenity Blocks in ong of
the cther viable iccations:
rar (e swimring pocd

+on ihe site curranily usad a3 toilzis

-zt the ends of tha netbali cowls

[alternative proposa

i

£ Opiion € — | support demolishing the
grandstand and lccating the new amenity
Block un that sitc.

08 Option 3 — | supoort demolisking the
grandstand and locating the naw amenily

Il o b mn A F e
CADORE I OGN OF SnE O

r viable looab-onns:
* neer ine swimming pocl

+on the site currenily uscd as toilels

» &t the ends of the netbal couwrls
[aliernaive proposal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

O Gption 1 ~ Yes. | support funding the upgrade
of the Ta-hiepe Fool during 2017 after the
swiniming season has ended, using reserves
o cover any shortfall from external funding

applizations {up 0 $200.000).

P

O Opiion 2 — | think ihe vpgrade of the Tainape
FPoct should Le deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources ofne” than Council,

Toiiais

-“Q/Opiion 1 — Ves, | supporl the provigion
of new weilets in Mangaweka villags and
Couneil seiting aside §25.000 to support ar
application o the Government's Mid-gized
Touriam Infrastructure Fund for porialeos at
the follewing 2 locations:

&. Fapakal Park, Talhape

b, Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

¢. River bank area naar Bulls Sidge

3. Bruce Per« (with approvat from the
Deperimeant of Conservation;

aflgrnative suggestions]

AL

f1 Option 2 — | g0 rot suppoirt tha pravision of
additcnal pubiic toilets in the Districi at this
lime.

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

What other issues would you like Councii
1o consider as part of its planning for
2017/187 {use exlra pages if necessary)

Renswina oY the LWoder

!‘T\CRIEF\CL\ Of(’}urﬁd -H“\Q_

Fore . LBULL= )

Privacy Act 1883
Flease note thal submissions are pubiic infarmation.
The confent on this form wding your persons!
lormation and subimission will be mace availabie ¢
the media and pulilic as part of the decision making
BEOCEEE. Yol Sulfasion will anly he ussd for the
purpose of the annueel plan process. The infarmation
will be held by the Rangitikel Digivict Council, 46 High
Sirse!l. Martoni. You have the right 10 access and correc:
any persoral informaiion included in any reports,
infarmation ar suamissicns.

Submissione close at midday on Friday,
31 Warch 2017,
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E-MAILED RECEIVED

3 1 MAR 2017

TO:
ALE: . |~ A | =4

Doc: I"?ﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂ“‘

Submission Form

Y_aur namei_Mﬁtg% . - -

Email address: V*ﬁﬁﬂt\}.ﬁ%ﬂ)&@ hatmadl-

CoONN
Preferred contact phone number:

O211354768

Your postal address:

TJakhaps< o

B
Town: \ A ha E?E’_

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:
sEmail O 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:
O an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

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

Page 404

Bulls Community Centre

Option 1 - Yes, | 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 inilation
from when the initial estimates were made.

0 Option 2 — | want Council o 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.

O Yes No

The twa car par%énting Criterion Street
O Yes 0

Marton Civic Centre

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, | support the
continuing work on redeveloping the Cabbler/
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

1 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?

23
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RAHGITIRE GISTRICT COUNCIL
COMSULTATION ON THE AMNNHUA

Oaton 4 - want Council to abandon the
groposed redevelopmeani of the Cobbler/
DavenparifAbraham and Williams buildings,
sell the site, and underiake necessary
cartnguake strengthening of the present
Marton administration and {ibrary buildings.

Taihapes Memarial Park

!Z/Option 1~ t suppori refaining ths grandstand
and locating the new amenty blocks in one of
the other viable focations:

near the swimming pool
on the site currently used as tollets
at the ends of the netball courts

1 Option 2 — | support demslishing the
grandstand and ocating the new amenity
plock on thal aite.

(N

Option 3 - | support demolishing the
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the other viable ‘ocations:

near the swimming poo
on the site currently used as toilets
+at the ends of the natball courls

jalternative progosal]

Taihape Pool Upgrade

E]/Option 1 — Yeas. | support funding the upgrade
of the Tathape ool during 2017 after the
swimming season has ended, using reserves
1o cover any shortfall from external funding
applications (up to $200,000},

[} Option 2 ~ | think the upgrade of the Taihaps
oot should be deferred until ths funding gap
is coverad by sources other than Coundcil.

Tobiots

1 Ooion 1~ Yes, 1 supoorf ike provision
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and
Councit sefting aside $25.000 to support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastruciure Fund for portalons at
the fallowing 4 locations:

a. Papakai Park, Taithape

Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

€. River bank arza near Bulls Bridge

oy

-
T
=
e
It
firm
ia
3
it
]
s
it
ik

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the
Department of Conservation)
[aiternative suggestions]

S

i,

E/Option 2 — 1 do nat suppart the provision of
additicnal! pubiic toilets in the Distict at this
time.

Do you have any comment on other
matters nated in this Consultation
Document? {use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Councii
to consider as part of its olanning for
2017/187 (use exira pages if necessary}

Privacy Act 1383

Flaase nota that submissions ars public information.
The content on this form Ingluding vour personal
inrfarmation arnd subrission will be made available 1c
the media and public as part of the dacision making
process. Your submnission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The fiformation
will e hefd by the Rangitikei District Council, 48 High
Sireet, Marfon. You have ihe rightf to accesg and carrect
any personal informaiion included in any raports.
infarmation or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
31 March 20817,
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BAMGITIRE! DISTRICT COUNCH

CONSULTATION ON THE AMNUAL PLAM 2017/13

[ Cption 4 - [want Council to abandon the
proposed redeveloprnent of the Cobbler/
Davenport/Abraham and Willlams buildings,
sell the site, and undertake necessary
garthquake strengthening of the presant
Marton administration and library buildings.

Tailhape Memorial Park

Qfﬁpiion1 — 1 support retaining the grandstand
and iocating the new amenity blocks in one of
the other viable locations:

» near ihe swimming pool
an the site currently used as toilels
at the ends of the netbalf courts

laitarnalive proposall

0 Option 2 - | suppeort demolishing ths
grandstand and locating the new amenity
block or that site.

]

Option 3 - 1 support demolishing he
grandstand and locating the new amenity
blocks in one of the ofher viable locations:

near the swimming pool

an the site currently used as totlets

at the ends of the nathall courts
ialtermative proposal]

Fathape Rooi Upgrade

i@ Option 1 - Yes, | 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 Option 2 - ! think the upgrade of the Talhape
Poal should be deferred until the funding gap
is covered by sources other than Council.

Taiiets

1 Option 1 ~ Yes, ! support the pravision
of new toitets in Mangaweka village and
Council setting aside $25,000 io support an
application to the Government's Mid-sized
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portalsos at
the foitowing 4 locations:

&. Paparai Park, Tathape

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge

d. Bruge Paik {with approval from the
Department of Conservation)
[alternative suggestions]

0O Qptian 2 — | do not support the provision of
additional public toilets in the District al this
time.

Do you have any comiment on other
maiters noted in this Consultation
Document? {use exira pages if
necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of iis planning for
2017/187? (use extra pages if nocessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Flease note thal submisgions are pubfc informaior,
The content on this form including your personal
itlormation and submission will be mads avallable 1o
the media and public &3 part of the dacision rnaking
procass. Your subrmission will only be used for the
purpase of the annual glan process. The information
witl b2 held by tha Rangitizel Districi Cauneil, 4G High
Strest, Marfon. You have the right 10 access and correct
any parsopal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions closs gt midday on Friday,
31 March 2817
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