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To: 	 
File: 

Form Submission 

IRECENED 
22 MAR '2017 RecErvp-r 

21 MAR 1017 
BY: 

Your name: tcicievesm  

Cic-3C-ck,CNC-
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

ofc:FAfak)'1stz.2.  
Your postal address: 

RzaV-tC-1<=1.  

Town: 

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

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

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

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

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
ID Yes 	Ei/No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

1372: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

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

Why is this your preference? 

23 
Page 2
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

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

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

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

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

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

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

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

bc-vVet cckr z*  

s 	 cc  CzxTh.   

1A :Oh Okla N•ns. 

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 
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REEVED 
31 MAR 2017 

To 	  

File: 	  

Doc: 	17  0.40.1 
Submission Form 

RECEIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

-77PV. 

Your name: HC{- V Ikot 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

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

(c) -302 2. I S IC 	(cosioeifivk,‘Q) 

Your postal address: 

gfavviorN  
g_b 1 

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

Town: 4814- Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

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

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

12‹:resent in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Areyou writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

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

oaciaci  5 ) 

Soz 	PI*  
(1-4-  A°  

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

Why is this your preference? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	Erno 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e.Tellrot fog Tin;  
f. grovIcks.,  k\a1 	c4 1Nou  

g 401-1,19v2-16k11)--7 
	 (tee,' 

h. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 
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Attached to RDC Submission Form (page 1 of 4) 

OPTJO 1, BULLS COMMUNITY CENTRE 

want the k.vancil to abandon the proposed new Bulls Community Centre. 
The $4.36 million Option is unaffordable and does not meet the needs of the 
Town for the next 100 years. 

Location, location, IccE:do — I want our community building to be on our main 
street, and not half-way down a side street! 

I want the Council to review all available High Street and Bridge 	t sites, 
not just the existing Town Hall site. There is another large High Ses_-t right 
through to Criterion Site that has never been investigated. 

PROPOSED SALE OF SURPLUS PROPERTIES IN BULLS 

This is too premature. None of these should be considered at this stage. It has 
taken the RDC 3 years to finally getting around to asking the Bulls people 
whether they want OPTION 1 or OPTION 2. 

We've had flyers, press items, RDC pushing their agenda, but they have not 
ASKED US. This is our Community, we are here for the long term, let's see 
what the Bulls people want, then we can proceed with "how we go about it"! 

1. Bulls Bus Interchange Centre (& info centre): Leave this where it is on 

Bridge Street. Our Town is a transit hub on 2 Highways. Food, fuel and 
toilets are a very necessary part of our infrastructure. This site was 

purpose built and could be expanded to include future transit options. 
The fact that the bus companies don't pay to use the facility says more 
about RDC's lack of ability to negotiate or "sell" a proposal to users. 
Subway, Bulls Bakery, Heavenly Pasta/cafe and Pink Flamingo are 

business directly affected by any closure or sale. 

Information Centre: Technology has moved on. There are smarter 

ways to impart information, Apps, web sites, electronic cards we 
don't need a separate facility/room. 
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Attached to RDC Submission form (page 2 of 4) 

2. Jion/Medical Centre Car Parks: The two car parks fronting 

Cr:,erion Street would be needed it Bulls/RDC did a Joint Venture with 
another central town group. 

3. Waiton Street 	 I do not support (at this stage) the sale of 
Walton Street subdivision to fund Bulls Community Centre, I want to see 
what my fellow Bulls citizens prefer. 

4. Park: Do not sell any part of Haylock Park. This is long term 

sports ground facility. The community needs room to develop in the 
future and green space is valuable. A short term sale that removes any 
long term future is a poor choice. 

Red -marked Bulls "potentially surplus properties" (page 11 Map) 

The RDC arrogance in red marking Bulls Town property as potentially surplus in 
the Council's eyes is inflammatory to many citizens. 

Properties have been gifted, funded and held in Trust for our Town and the 
benefactors still have families who are very interested in the actions of the 
RDC. This is very poor PR by the Council. The conditions of the Deed of Gift 

must be upheld and the only people who decide if they are surplus are the 
Bulls Ward Ratepayers (by individual Postal Vote). 

To caL from the Bulls Urban Asset Register (Mayor's 2013 copy) 

1. High Street Restrooms/Plunket: Trust Deed has been investigated and it 
does not contain a power of sale. Legislation would be required if the 
Council ever wished to dispose of the Land. 

2. High Street Library: There is no power of sale in the Trust Deed. 
3. Town Hall: Legislation would be required to authorise sale. 

Finally, with pride I remember our Bulls Benefactors, James Bul 

Marion Mansell, Hilary & Owen Haylock, Bev & Vic Ayling. 
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Attached to RDC Submission form (page 3 of 4) 

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

Document? 

The RDC maintain the assets of Bulls. RDC will be judged on their lack of 

action below. 

1. Tagging still on the NZ Transit pole directly outside the Medical Centre on High 

Street. Been there 3 years. 

2. Flashing missing off Courthouse roof. This was reported via Service Order, Bulls 

Community Committee and directly with RDC Staff. Three years on, it still has not 

been fixed. Building weather tightness is important. 

3. Pavilion at the Domain. Water off the roof still runs onto the ground and there is 

dampness underneath this building. The concrete ventilation blocks were kicked in 

to try to aerate under the building. Again this has been through BCC & RDC staff and 

nothing done. Drainage pipe & channel needed between the building and the 

Domain bluff drain. 

4. The Domain white wooden fence & posts surrounding the rugby field are rotten in 

places and need repair and repaint. 

5. Where is the motorhome/caravan effluent dump site? This was to be at the Domain 

entrance area — again 3 years on and no action? 

6. Te Araroa Trail — signage at Koitaiata advising no drinking water for next 27kms. The 

Trail has grown with users each year. This year 817 between 1 November to 1 

March approx. Signage, drinking water and toilets needed for next summer season. 

Human excrement/faeces are a health issue and should not be tolerated by our 

locals. The Government has in place provision to assist Councils with facilities and 

tourism. All that is needed is a couple of portaloos Nov to March along the trail. 

7. Drainage — RDC has still not sorted the problem of rural landowners not cleaning 

main drains. Council is the only body to issue Notice to Clean under the Land 

Drainage Act. 

8. Toilets — on going issue in Bulls. Non-slip flooring to be reviewed. Our Councillors 

will be keeping on top of this issue. 
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Attached to RDC Submission form (page 4 of 4) 

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

Domain 

1. Opening up the Domain to Te Araroa Trail campers. Limited season 1 November 

to 1 March each year. 

2. Facilities upgrade in the Domain Pavilion, e.g. small kitchen, shower access and 

other basic facilities for 1. Above. 

3. Make the Domain more user friendly. Water drinking fountain, gas operated 

barbeques (like in the Esplanade P.Nth). 

Town Plan 

4. Continuing on with part of the Town Plan and making Bulls a clean, interesting 

and pleasant place. 

Annual Placem :r'g Project 

5. To be decided at Public Meeting and carried out by local business and volunteers. 

That a RDC budget of $5,000 be assigned to this project. That Councillor Jane 

Dunn be the co-ordinator. 

Parks, Gardens and Reserves 

6. This is one area that has been done well. Perhaps silviculture of some of the 

street trees could be undertaken in winter (dormant) as the shape could be 

enhanced and not so windblown. 

Christmas Parade 

7. Last year a big fuss was made over Health & Safety on the Day of the Parade. 

Perhaps RDC should advise the rules/regulations/restrictions on Christmas Floats 

and other community activities well before December. If people are to be 

encouraged to enter Floats, then this information should be known months in 
advance! 
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RECEN ED 
30 MAR 2017 

3  
 !7• 	MAR 2017  

Your name: 

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

ec)°74-e— R/oice,- de)// r-e-)-4-4-joj •  4 '1-Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 

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

aDZ__( e_ t_ -7   
Your postal address: 

Town: 

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wi 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: 	 Marton Civic Centre 
O an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Why is this your preference? 

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub vision. 

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra 	g. 

es 	0 No 

The two car parks f nting Criterion Street 
ID Yes 	No 

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

ID 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
coJ.structing a new facility on the site 

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

Submission Forrrt:1 _(--   
	17 	03.49 

Option 	

Centre 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 

Page 10



ilit
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CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

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

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

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

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

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

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toile 

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

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

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

eJ 

Po 	 c;./ 

3-‘ar  

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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6 * ''ev- REicE tivEl 
31 MAR 2017 

To 	  
File:  IhP 	
Doc. 	17 	0 .4 .32 FEDERATE." 

FARMERS 
OF NEW ZEALAND 

Federated Farmers of New Zealand 

Submission to the Rangitikei District Council on the 
Draft Annual Plan 2017/18 

31st March 2017 

•■•■1.1.-- 

  

 

0800 FED 
,322 FARM „ 

o&to .ORG.NZ 
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SUBMISSION ON RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

To: 	 Rangitikei District Council 

Name of submitter: 	Federated Farmers of New Zealand 

James Stewart 
Manawatu/ Rangitikei Province 
President 

Harry Matthews 
Wanganui Province 
President 

Tim Matthews 
Wanganui Province 
Meat & Fibre Chair 

Contact person: 	Kristy McGregor 
Regional Policy Advisor 

Address for service: 

Mobile: 
Email: 

Federated Farmers of New Zealand 
PO Box 945 
Palmerston North, 4340 

027 551 1673 
kmcdredor@fedfarnmord.nz  

This is a submission on the following proposed plan — Rangitikei District Council Draft Annual Plan 
2017/18. 

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

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

Federated Farmers wishes to be heard in support of this submission. 

1 
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SUBMISSION ON RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

INTRODUCTION 

The Manawatu/Rangitikei and Wanganui Provinces of Federated Farmers welcome this chance to 
submit on the Rangitikei District Council Draft Annual Plan 2017/18. 

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

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

We commend the Council on providing a mechanism for community engagement through the 
provision of this Annual Plan, despite the fact that consultation on Annual Plans where there is not 
a significant deviation from the Long Term Plan is no longer a requirement. 

PURPOSE STATEMENT FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

In 2012 the Local Government Act was amended to change the purpose statement for local 
government (section 10b) of the Act to read as follows: 

To meet the current and future needs of communities for good quality local infrastructure, 
local public services, and performance of regulatory functions in a way that is most cost-
effective for households and businesses. 

This replaces the previous purpose statement dating from 2002 that required councils to promote 
the social, economic, environmental and cultural wellbeing of communities. Federated Farmers 
would like to remind Rangitikei District Council of the amended purpose statement for local 
government, which appears to receive little acknowledgement when we read the Draft Annual Plan 
2017/18. 

In our 2012 submission on the Amendment Bill which sought change to the purpose statement, we 
said that Federated Farmers has always found the inclusion of the four well-beings as a 'job 
description' for local government to be problematic. In combination with the issues of cost incidence, 
these have encouraged councils to be involved in activities that are not 'core business' such as 
funding and in some cases running motor races, football matches, festivals, and flower shows. 

But perhaps more significantly the four well-beings have made it harder for councils to say 'no' to 
demands for increased spending in what are regarded as 'core areas'. An example is recreational 
and community facilities where much ratepayer money has been poured into new or expanded 
stadiums, aquatic centres, theatres, museums, and art galleries. These facilities might be 'worthy 
causes' but are they as critical as roads, water, sewage, and rubbish? 

Further, core services were defined by Rodney Hide when he was Minister of Local Government as: 
"transport services (roading, footpaths and public transport); water services (water supply, sewage 
treatment, stormwater and flood protection) and public health and safety services (refuse collection 
and regulation of nuisances)" (Cabinet Office (2009) Improving Local Government Transparency, 
Accountability and Fiscal Management EGI Min (09) 6/10, p.4) 

It is Federated Farmers strong view that Council needs to focus on providing infrastructure and core 
services to the community, and not be carried away with delivering nice to have projects. With vital 
core infrastructure in the Rangitikei to be maintained and upgraded, Council is not in a position to be 
spending large on nice to haves. 

2 
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Further, with a small rating base, large geographical area and many kilometres of roads per 
ratepayer, there are many tensions and demands for expenses. It is unlikely the community will 
specifically identify, let alone agree on, specific areas of expenditure which should be cut back. We 
consider it is Council's responsibility to lead this discussion by assessing and prioritising current and 
planned expenditure and then discussing these options with the community. This means that nice-
to-have projects may have to postponed or cancelled. 

Recommendations: 

• That Council notes the purpose statement for local government. 

• That Council will lead the discussion on expenditure by assessing and prioritising current and 
planned expenditure and then discussing these options with the community. 

FINANCIAL STRATEGY 

Rates Increases 

Federated Farmers notes the reduction in the expected rates increase from an increase of 3.41% in 
2016/17 to an increase of 1.72% in the Draft Annual Plan 2017/18, dependent on the outcome of 
consultation. 

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

We note that the rating impact for a rural property at Erewhon is proposed to be 1.64% higher than 
the 2016/17 actual rating impact. We note that the rating impact on a rural property in the rural south 
at Rangatira will see a 1.71% increase, while a large dairy/pastoral property at Whangaehu will see 
an 1.04% increase. 

We are supportive of the endeavours of Council to keep rates impacts on rural ratepayers to a 
minimum. We encourage Council to continue to keep rates increases to a minimum and look to 
maximise efficiencies where possible. 

Recommendations:  

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

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

TRANSPARENCY 

Transparency of rate funding sources and spending is extremely important to Federated Farmers. 
As a result of many years of lobbying, the Local Government Act 2002 Section 15 in Schedule 10 
sets out new requirements for transparency in Funding Impact Statements. Indicative rates have 
been provided on page 21 of the Long Term Plan Consultation Document. These indicative rates 
demonstrate a good level of transparency by showing land and capital values, total rates 
contribution, and amounts for individual rating mechanisms. They also reflect a wide range of 
example properties with realistic values for land in the District. 
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Recommendations:  

• That example rates are continued to be provided so readers are able to see what each 
contribution to particular rating mechanisms and can compare rates between property types. 

REVENUE AND FINANCING STRATEGY 

General Rate 

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

Federated Farmers is of the belief that Council should only use the general rate where there is a 
correlation between a ratepayer's property value and the benefit they receive from the expenditure, 
or the amount the ratepayer contributes towards the need for the expenditure. The use of Differential 
and Targeted rates can help provide equity between different classes of property, where benefits 
received are not proportional to value. 

Federated Farmers notes that the general rate in this year's Draft Annual Plan will contribute 8.22% 
of total rates revenue, slightly less than last year. However, when we look at the rates revenue as a 
percentage of total operating revenue, we are note an increase. In the 2016/17 Annual Plan, rates 
made up 53.63% of operating revenue. In the Draft Annual Plan for 2017/18 this is forecast to be 
63.40%. Federated Farmers is concerned to see increasing reliance on rating as a form of funding 
services and infrastructure improvements. 

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

Federated Farmers, since our submission to the 2012-2022 Long Term Plan, has expressed concern 
that the rating system could see a number of improvements in order to be more equitable. 

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

Differentials 

Federated Farmers believe differentials and targeted rates are a constructive means to achieve both 
transparency and equity in a funding system limited to rates and charges on property. When relying 
on property value rates we believe that differentials are necessary. 

When designing a differential, it must be acknowledged that farming business are distinct and unique 
from other businesses. The total value of the productive assets of a farm are almost entirely captured 
in its capital value, compared to a standard commercial operation, which tends to be valued based 
on other aspects (for instance, goodwill) which are not 'rateable'. Nor does the relative capital value 
of a farm correlate to the relative demand that farm places on Council's assets, or the relative benefit 
received from Council services, compared to an urban based commercial operation. Finally, farming 
businesses are also homes, and the place in which farmers raise their children. 
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Capital value suggests that the price paid for properties is usually linked to the rental income or 
economic return derived from the land and to the use of Council services the property is likely to 
need. However, a farming property will receive less economic return per square metre than derived 
from a commercial operation. Yet an undifferentiated capital value based system ignores this reality. 

Without a differential system, any activity that is funded through the capital value of the property is 
likely to result in a large contribution of rates from farming enterprises, regardless of the incidence 
of either relative benefit or relative ability to pay. Without a differential on rural properties, farms will 
continue to be penalised because they happen to rely on large amounts of land to generate their 
income. By continuing to use the General Rate without a differential, farmers pay significantly more 
than those occupying residential or commercial properties for activities such as information centres, 
district promotions, building inspection and halls. 

According to the allocation of general rate to activities in the Draft Annual Plan, a farm at Erewhon 
with a capital value of $5,020,000 will contribute $394.57 to information centres, while a residence 
in Mallon valued at $175,000 will contribute $13.76. That same farm will contribute $404.61 to halls, 
while the residence will contribute $14.10. This does not mean the farmer will use the hall 29 times 
more than those at the town residence. Similarly, the farm will contribute $695.77 to district 
promotion, while the residence will contribute $24.26. Once again, paying 29 times more for district 
promotion activities without getting the equivalent benefit. Farms clearly do not do not receive a 
benefit which is proportional to the level of general rates they pay for these activities. 

Roading rates are a particularly blunt instrument under current Council policy. There are no 
differentials for properties whose use of the network is not proportional to their roading rate impost. 
In particular commercial premises such as supermarkets, bulk stores, transport yards and some 
tourism enterprises have surprisingly low roading rate contributions compared to their use of the 
network, and some form of differential rate is needed to reflect their use and benefit from the network. 
A differential factor of 2 or 3 times the standard rate would be appropriate and fairer. 

Forestry enterprises (as described by Quotable Value) should have a differential of 1.5 times 
imposed to reflect the substantial costs to the roading network from harvesting and logging site and 
road establishment, usually on low use roads that are not engineered to handle the significant loads 
and use required. We note that Ruapehu, Wairoa and Hastings Districts have imposed such 
differentials and Whanganui is considering one. Again the Revenue and Financing Policy requires 
examination to achieve fairness. 

A differential may be required for urban properties as well since many properties roading rates barely 
cover the footpaths (which are unsubsidised) and stormwater generation, not to mention the 
deterioration caused by water and wastewater renewals occuring throughout the urban areas. 

Federated Farmers is concerned that without a differential for farming properties farm values will 
continue to increase, while commercial and residential properties depreciate, resulting in farmers 
paying greater than their share of rates based on their value. In the current rating system there is no 
mechanism to avoid the impact of increasing farm values over time from paying prohibitive rates as 
a percentage. 

Federated Farmers proposes a separate differential category for properties used primarily or solely 
for farming. There are many Councils rating with a Capital Value system that retain differentials 
particularly for farming properties, for this reason. These include District Councils such as Westland, 
Queenstown Lakes, Invercargill, Christchurch, and Dunedin in the South Island. 

Councils generally increase the amount commercial operations pay with a multiplier differential (of 
1.9 or 2.5) while reducing the amount farmers pay through a reducing differential (0.9, 0.7 or 0.5). It 
is rare for there to not be a differential for the farming community compared with other businesses 
in the district. Federated Farmers appreciates that there may be concerns from the commercial 
community in respect to the differential applied to this sector. 

5 

Page 17



Federated Farmers would support the Council engaging a robust assessment of the relative benefit 
received from activities funded through the general rate, and the appropriate level of differential 
needed to reflect the lesser relative use of Council activities by the farming sector. 

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

Federated Farmers understands that this kind of review to the Revenue and Financing Strategy will 
need to happen through the Long Term Planning process. We would welcome the opportunity to 
workshop the concept with Council later this year during the very early stages of planning for the 
2018 Long Term Planning process. 

Recommendations: 

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

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

o That Council employ the use of a differential which recognises that different property types 
benefit from Council services by differing amounts, including a separate differential category 
for properties used primarily or solely for farming is established. 

Uniform Annual General Charge 

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

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

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

The draft Long Term Plan spoke to a UAGC level of 23% for 2015/16. This Draft Annual Plan sees 
the UAGC maintained at 20% of total rates required, much the same as last year. This is concerning 
for Federated Farmers, as we would hope Council would be increasing the use of the UAGC rather 
than decreasing. 

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

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

We are not aware of any research the Council has carried out to establish the ability of sectors of its 
community to afford or not afford its proposed rates impost, and it cannot assume that the rating 
valuation of a property is any indication of an individual's ability to meet the rates on that property. 
Like many senior citizens, farmers tend to have a large property asset when compared to their 
income, because their business relies on large areas of land to generate a modest income. 

We ask Council to review the Revenue and Financing Policy, including the UAGC and targeted rates 
in the 2018-2028 Long Term Plan, in order to make the Rangitikei District rating system fairer and 
more equitable. We expect the Council to include stakeholders such as Federated Farmers as it 
reviews its Policy, and prior to presenting it in the Draft Long Term Plan for comment. 

Recommendations: 

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

O That Council review the Revenue and Financing Policy in preparation of the 2018-2028 Long 
Term Plan, in order to make the Rangitikei District rating system fairer and more equitable. 

KEY ISSUES & CHOICES 

Whangaehu flood resilience project 

Federated Farmers has been engaged with this project and commends the Council for its leadership. 
We recognise the importance of addressing the flooding issues that regularly affect the Whangaehu 
community. Federated Farmers recognises Council has a facilitatory role, but depending on the 
outcomes of the study, its involvement should not result in substantial ratepayer investment. If there 
is funding required, Federated Farmers would expect Council to have a coordinating role for funding 
and services from external agencies, with the exception of some limited regulatory building or 
planning involvement. 

Recommendations:  

• That Council play a co-ordinating role and seek financial contributions from external 
agencies. 

Earthquake-prone building investigation 

Federated Farmers recognises that Council has obligations to assess earthquake prone buildings 
under the Building (Earthquake-prone Buildings) Amendment Act, which comes into effect in July 
2017. We agree with Council's approach to undertake the initial assessment during 2017/18, as do 
we agree that Council should only assist with matters such as rates remission and reduction of 
internal consent costs where owners of earthquake prone buildings are undertaking strengthening 
or development work. 

Recommendations: 

• That Council follows its proposed approach as indicated. 

Mangaweka Bridge — strengthen/replace 

Federated Farmers strongly supports the replacement of the Managweka bridge to allow for heavy 
vehicles to use the bridge, and therefore access to the pastoral farms and horticultural businesses 
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for whom the bridge is vital to maintaining their operations. For the past year, stock, logging and 
produce trucks have been required to use a much longer route, putting considerable cost burden on 
the farmers and growers involved. This costs the farming and horticultural businesses as extra freight 
is transferred straight to those involved. 

Given the size and cost of any proposed replacement structure, it would be prudent to future proof 
the design to achieve a design truck loading of exceeding 80 t, so that trucks approximately double 
present sized units can use the bridge for the next 50 to 100 years. Combination lengths should 
exceed 25m when designing approach curves, to reflect the possible size increases based on 
historical truck evolution. Additional width to allow over dimension harvestors, bulldozers, excavators 
and log harvesting equipment would be sensible. 

Federated Farmers asks Rangitikei District Council to ensure that this vital road link is reinstated as 
soon as possible through the replacement of the Mangaweka Bridge. While we appreciate there are 
processes that Council must go through to ensure the bridge replacement is financially sound, it is 
infrastructure and the roading corridor such as this that should be Council's first priority. 

Demolition or preservation of the existing bridge is likely to be a significant and possibly ongoing cost 
for District ratepayers. We recommend that Council takes the least costly option, and perhaps 
donates the bridge to Heritage NZ to care for. 

Recommendations:  

That Council undertakes the replacement of the Mangaweka bridge as soon as possible. 

District Promotion 

Federated Farmers recognises that the changes proposed to district promotion will not increase the 
spend on district promotion, rather will bring the services in house. 

Federated Farmers has concerns when capital value based general rating which is paid by all 
ratepayers is being used to fund a particular industry. Farmers in their own right are successful and 
economically viable enterprises. Farmers pay industry levies to promote the output of their business 
and they should not be placed in a position where they are required to fund the support and 
promotion of other businesses. 

Federated Farmers disputes that district promotion or tourism provides a public benefit, and we 
consider that tourism should not be funded by general rates. While tourism income provides indirect 
economic benefit to all ratepayers, so too do other industries that fund their own promotion, like 
farming. The distribution of economic benefit resulting from tourism is not evenly spread among the 
community, and nor should the costs of promotion. Tourism promotion is not a public good service 
and should not be funded as such. 

Federated Farmers believe the District Promotion, Information Centre and Visitor Promotion should 
be funded by the beneficiaries of such expenditure — primarily accommodation/hospitality/camping 
providers, along with tourism operators, cafes, food retailers, fuel resellers, supermarkets, etc. We 
note that the funding policy requires capital value ratepayers (particularly farmers) to fund 85% to 
95% of these costs, when all benefits accrue to those businesses operating in this sector. Most of 
these businesses do not have significant capital value required to produce income from tourism, and 
contribute limited rates to the District, yet potentially benefit from other ratepayers contributions on 
their behalf. Typically a farm will have 10 to 100 times the land value rated compared to these 
businesses, so will pay 10 to 100 times more towards promotion of those enterprises, and pay around 
$36/per ha for dairy, and $3-4/ha for sheep and beef to their own industry-good organisations each 
year. 

However, Federated Farmers would not oppose a rate targeted at businesses that would directly 
benefit for the funding of tourism-related expenditure, instead of using rates collected from all 
ratepayers for an activity that provides unequal benefits. 
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The Tararua District Council has introduced a rate targeted at the industrial/commercial sector for 
the purposes of funding tourism promotion; we recommend that the Rangitikei District follows their 
lead when the benefits are clearly directed at accommodation, hospitality and attractions businesses. 

A Funding Policy review is needed to match beneficiaries with funders. If of course the beneficiaries 
do not see value reflected in any rates increase from say a targeted rate for promotion, and decline 
to pay, then the Council has its answer as to the value these businesses see from the Council's 
spend of predominantly other ratepayers money. Federated Farmers urges Council to undertake a 
robust review of the Policy, using stakeholder and ratepayer consultation prior to the Long Term Plan 
process. 

Recommendations:  

• That the District Promotion and Information Centre is not funded by the capital value general 
rate. If Council wishes to continue to fund district promotion activities, then a rate targeted at 
the tourism sector should introduced as the sole funding source. 

O Council to undertake a robust review of the Revenue and Financing Policy, using stakeholder 
and ratepayer consultation, prior to the Long Term Plan process. 

Toilets in key river bank and other popular amenity places 

Federated Farmers suggests that Council seek funding from central government for the provision of 
tourism facilities. Given the toilets are likely to be driven by tourism or cycling needs, they ought to 
be funded nationally and not by Rangitikei ratepayers. There is a strong case for NZTA to provide 
100% funding for these facilities, since the government is an exacerbator of the need, by promoting 
and encouraging cycleways and tourism. 

Recommendations:  

• That Council seeks funding from central government for the provision on toilets in key river 
bank and amenity places. 

CHANGES FROM THE 2015-2025 LONG TERM PLAN 

Bulls multi-purpose community centre, Marton heritage precinct and new Marton civic centre 

Community and Leisure Assets is becoming a significant cost to Council, with rates required of 
$3.532 million, and capital expenditure of $5.957 million proposed for the coming year. It will probably 
be a similar figure the following year if Council Farmers will pay a significant proportion of these 
rates, because of the low level of UAGC set by the Council, and the unhealthy reliance on capital 
value rating for most of the General Rate. While farmers may have some limited benefit from new 
buildings in Bulls Marton and Taihape, it appears that they will pay the lion's share of this and future 
year's rate contribution, especially when the interest costs on debt are incorporated into future rates. 

While we accept there is a need for basic services to be provided, such as community halls, Council 
offices and essential community infrastructure, the proposed schemes have the potential to become 
grandiose white elephants, as enthusiasm and egos overtake common sense. It is inappropriate for 
Council to fund such projects unless other businesses and funding channels are prepared to also 
come to the table. 

The options for Marton and Bulls redevelopment must have a sound business case for any 
accommodation proposed in excess of basic needs. It is not clear that the Council has information 
to suggest that redeveloping buildings with structural issues in the centre of Marton will convince 
new tenants to offset the costs of additional space and coerce existing adjacent building owners to 
expensively upgrade their out-of-date and structurally challenged "heritage street facade" buildings. 
Federated Farmers would welcome receipt of this if Council has this information. 
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While it may be nice to have some sort of heritage streetscape in Marton, it does not attract out of 
town people unless there is some additional value proposition. The numbers of empty heritage 
buildings in both Marton and Wanganui suggest that commercially these premises are unattractive 
to the majority of commercial tenants and their customers. Council cannot go against the tide of 
commercial reality, and risk ratepayer funds at the same time. 

Federated Farmers is concerned about the fallback option if a future Rangitikei community decide, 
or more likely, Central Government, forces amalgamation of local government with our neighbours. 
It is unlikely that Marion will become the centre attraction, so accommodation must be designed with 
flexibility of use paramount so that ratepayer's capital is preserved as much as possible. Both Marton 
and Bulls redevelopments must be commercially feasible. Federated Farmers seeks that Council 
closely examine any assumptions made when assessing any project or drawings put in front of them. 

Recommendations:  

• That Council ensures the Marton and Bulls redevelopments are commercially feasible and 
closely examine any assumptions made when assessing any project or drawings put in front 
of them. 

Developing Taihape Memorial Park 

In our submission to the Draft Annual Plan 2016/17 Federated Farmers requested that Council 
complete scoping work to explore the cost of refurbishing the grandstand so that it is fit for purpose, 
and therefore has two options to compare. We also sought that Council engages with the community 
in further consultation over development opportunities for the park, and considers given the current 
economic climate which of these are wish list items and which are imperative expenditure items. 
Federated Farmers seeks that Council choose to progress with the Taihape Memorial Park in a cost 
efficient way that adds least to rates increases. 

Recommendations: 

• That Council seek to develop the Taihape Memorial Park in a cost efficient way that adds 
least to rates increases. 

Postponement of major wastewater, water and stormwater upgrades 

Federated Farmers is concerned to see that Council is proposing to defer critical upgrades to 
wastewater, water and stormwater upgrades. Federated Farmers agrees with need to identify least 
costly options after resource consent requirements have been identified. We would expect 
negotiation to occur to provide acceptable and affordable solutions. Our concern, however, is the 
backlog of projects building up, and possible increased costs of completion, given the huge quantity 
of local government water and wastewater infrastructure projects needing to be completed in the 
rest of the country. 

Federated Farmers is also concerned that deferring these projects will impose a significant cost 
burden on ratepayers, if the funds set aside for these projects are absorbed by other nice to have 
projects. Federated Farmers seeks that Council work to resolve the resource consent requirements 
and conditions with Horizons Regional Council as a matter of importance. 

Recommendations :  

• That Council work to resolve the resource consent requirements and conditions with Horizons 
Regional Council as a matter of importance. 

• That Council seeks to identify the least costly options after resource consent conditions are 
confirmed, and moves to undertake the required upgrades. 
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ABOUT FEDERATED FARMERS 

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

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

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

• Our members' families and their staff have access to services essential to the needs of the rural 
community; and 

• Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices. 

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

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

FEUER/WEI) 
FARMERS 
OF NEW 	  
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Email addr;s: 
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To: 	 
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Doc: 
	7 0402 

Submission Form - 

Your name: 

u_okC h,cIé -hrte,..‘1•   

Preferred cantact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

çrc 

Bulls Community Centre 

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

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

Town: Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

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

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

present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
O individual, or 

on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Position: 

•-■ 1 	r•f 

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

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

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

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

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? 

Organisation: 

a.le_ 1(L 	o-PA TV\ c, -At)■"  1:1  
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O Option 4  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site:and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial  Park 

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

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

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

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

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

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

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

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

Li  
tirtVe, 

Privacy Act 1'993 	
Cc 

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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Position: 

Eyes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter Alice:03 6■41)Eir-a2e. 

Submission Form 

RECEI ED 
3 I MAR 2017 

To 	  
Fife:  	 °>-- 	- 

Doc: 	17  ...  0.127 

	rganIsatt 

Bulls Community Centre 

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

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

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

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	2(No 

The two car parksifronting Criterion Street 
O Yes rrl No 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

Why is this your  preferencefliwe- 	proveki 

negd f(pfik% de,valopiwxt Ctutra  facatVes-
Crl hS+ 	 Ada 

wse. of Kaftpeaers )  voota.Q./169149tetew, 
(Tow /122relej, Prgisehl cauliM 61/(14011.5 

'eel-  '<IA f•r4r. "fktO_ 	Yet L444. 	(541/10_414.2 (2J# 

Your name:  612E71-A MtLLs 

Email address:  11421siizeg44ail-06-4,1 

Preferred contact phone number: 

06 32.-645-61 
Your postal address: 

4S-  PlAtki4E_s"TolvE ROAD 

Town: 	11/1 filit1-01\1 41.10 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel9ng to your submission and the hearings?: 
'Email0 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): 

IRpresent in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Aryou writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

0 on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 
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EOM 
3 I MAR 2011 

To .  
File:   t.AP- 
Doc: 
	17  0 .357 

RECEIVED 
3 1 MAR 2017 

BY .  

Submission Form 

Your name: 

kae,tyk,7Lirpi e   
Email address: 

crai fly  Kaeudki 	ilia  Con-i   
Preferreecontact phone number: 

3Z-2-//q)   
Your postal address: 

Vci iv-i 51  

Bulls Community Centre 

p'6ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

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

Town: Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

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

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

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: 

7-g-n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of  an  organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

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

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

)2.-7es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	7 ."No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 

Marton  Civic Centre 

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

Why  is  this your preference? 
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Submission to Rangitikei District Council's Draft Annual Plan 2017/18 

	 FIECEIVEr) 
- Proposal to renovate High Street Plunket / Toy Library building and Playground area bylWarton 

and Toy Library 	 Doc:  	 382  
Recently the Rangitikei Toy Library Committee members met with Plunket staff and discussed the current 

and potential future use of our High Street community building that could be maximised. Both parties agree 

that there is potential for increased use of the building, particularly for parents with young children. The 

location of the building near the library and town is convenient for many. 

The Rangitikei Toy library use one room in the building and operates out of this room for two sessions per 

week. The Toy Library is a great community resource for families with children under 5. It is a place where 

families can hire and enjoy toys; this allows families to enjoy a wide range of toys without having to 

purchase them. The Toy Library room has become very dated and is in need of renovating, once this is 

completed we are keen to extend the range of toys we have available to reflect what our families are 

wanting to hire (desire for large or novel toys families may not want or be able to purchase themselves). 

The Toy Library is also a non threatening way of parents getting to know one another, especially if they are 

new to our community. 

Plunket provide support services for the development, health and wellbeing of children under 5. They work 

together with families and communities to ensure the best start for every child. At present, the services 

Plunket offer in the Marton community are clinics at least twice a week and in the past have run parenting 

education sessions and coffee groups for parents. It is anticipated that the current Plunket waiting room 

could be made available for parents to use during the day, with this and an additional room being used for 

duration sessions. Like the Toy Library room, these rooms are also dated and would benefit from 

renovation. There is potential for parent groups and education sessions to be restarted in the future, being 

able to offer a welcoming space for these to be held will be an advantage. 

The playground is popular with families who are in town. It is a safe place for children to play as it is fully 

fenced with a secure gate. The building and grounds have had only very basic maintenance for a number of 

years and is now in need of redecorating, we are aware that the playground has been vandalised on a 

number of occasions and some items now require replacing. 

Public toilets, including a change table, are available on site. They are used regularly by the public. If 

possible, it would be great to have these included into the building renovations as the toilets are also dated 

and we are wanting to provide clean and modern facilities. 

Together, both the Toy Library committee and Plunket have a shared vision to create a 'Parent hub.' The 

Parent Hub would provide: 

• A welcoming place that is open for the best part of the day for parents to breastfeed/feed young 

children, change nappies with a safe space for older children to play. 

• Continuation of Plunket clinics 

• A friendly space for parent/caregiver education sessions to be held/ coffee group/playgroup 

meetings 

3 i MAR UV 
S lo: 
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• Continuation of Toy Library - potential to increase membership numbers with increased use of 

building. 

• A clothes drop - A room where parents can leave and exchange pre-loved clothing for ages up to 5. 

In order to create this ideal Parent Hub this year, our aim is to enhance and develop the facilities we 

already provide by improving the look and feel of the space. 

The anticipated work required would be: 

Replace the playground equipment (as well as have discussion with council staff for strategies to 

reduce vandalism in future); 

• Paint the exterior of the building including a mural on the wall closest to the playground 

(potentially painted by Rangitikei College students); 

o 	Paint the internal walls to provide a bright, clean, welcoming environment; 

• Waiting room set up in the front room parent space - requires access to hot water and comfortable 

seating. 

We are looking at creating a committee to help support and promote the facilities and services that are 

provided in the building. We are unsure of the relationship between us and the council about who is in 

charge of the upkeep of the facilities. 

We anticipate that alternative sources of funding will need to be sought for completion of some of the 

work we would like done, in particular resources required to make the building child and patent friendly (eg 

furnishings) also new toys for the toy library. 

We intend approaching service clubs, for example Lions, Rotary, Jaycees and also Dudding Trust for funds 

for toys and some of the smaller necessities for the parent hub (e.g furnishings, hot water facilities, 

crockery, bins for clothes, etc). 

We are seeking funding support from the Rangitikei District Council for the outside play equipment and 

tidying up of the playground area; and also a contribution towards painting the inside and outside of the 

building. Colour Plus in Marton have offered to provide a discount on paint. 

We have discussed the possibility of improving the playground with Athol Sanson and he is in favour of 

getting this area tidied up so would work with us to do this. Any support or assistance the Council could 

give us would be much appreciated. 

We would like to speak to our submission. Alicia can be contacted on 027 461 2130 to make a time for this. 

Regards 

Alicia Kirkwood, on behalf of Rangitikei Toy Library 

Heidi Wright, on behalf of Marton Plunket 
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T.LREC EIVED I 	3 0 MAR 2017 
1 9y. Rof-‘ 

• ‘,..1 La I I 	I ,a JO I ‘..‘ I I I VIII 

RECEIVED 
2 g MAR 207 

TO: .. .......... 
FILE:

• .. 	_  

DOC: ... ...... 77  ........ 

Your name: 

oefix1 )  Jr—A-04t4"S 

Email address: 

efvu/i 0 ft 	• C4) • "VI 

Preferred contact phone number: 

4c0  wok" 
Your postal address: 

6 //e/ 

7,4,44-et 

Town: 

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

O Email 	Ei,6-tter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? if yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 7; 
• achnse.,/ 
O present in person in Mdfon at the Council 

Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 

IS:Kn individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 – Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4,36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Commun ty 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

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

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3– Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & VVilliams 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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RAR 	 CT COUNCIL 

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 201 7 / 1.8 

TAIHAPE MEMORIAL PAP 
"MEMORIAL"  

"Of statue, festival, building, 	.1.5 service etr servinc " commemorate; of memory; 
commemorating those who d on ac 'service" . 

Concise Oxford Dictionary 

BREAKING NEWS  

In Marc7TT - 

 dynamited 

standing buckir. --: 

1 -3rn that a group, name 

—bud( 	c 	 , the 4th  and 5th  cent 

•nto the sloe of a cini III die Bamiyan Valley ir 

central Afghanistan. 

mental E tues of 

-ajat region of 

BREAKING NEWS 

In March 20 17 , 14' residents of T  . hape and the , 	rehdants of the over 40( 	HA/ were either 

born or li , 	...ape, ar.... „.... the ultim2.,.... ___........e, by laying down the.. 	 It we, in 

2017, 	2ie a safe and secure life, woke tn find that His Worship The Mayoi _. 	neitikpi 

Distr.: -  _. ncil; his Councillors and his 	s had b:: 	in destros, 

Grandstand, ercs. '.!d within the desL 
	

boundErras .f the "Taihape Memorial :arY.". 

IBMISSION 

	

This submi 	eal5-  th t 	Ran 	District Counc ' 	Iltation on the Annual Plan 

	

2017/18", and i 	iculs relates to i 	ihape Memorial F 	This submitter totally supports 

the "Option 1 ::1.i: -ig to "I support retaining the grandstand". The submitter does not support any 

part of the del 1 pti 	 Thg the new amenity bloc l: 	of the other viable 

locations" listed). 

cettira the Scene 

In on 	the submitter 
	

is case, it is important that a chronological sequence is outlined 

on the subject, as follows: 

In 1896, accordinE 	2010 T 	M rcrial Park Mar -, 7.-: 	 ..'hown from 

herein as "The 20 	1") adol 	J on 25 
	

Ii 2010 (10/.._. 2 	 3, "Land in tr. 

vicinity of the current Memoria 	rk 
	

:is early - 

!ri the Taihape township 	 Jou ..." 

Fror. 

adrr.:: -  

" five land titles w _ 3S a 
- :2 to form -L., 	 - Ain". 	Taihape Domains 	I nally 

ay the Taihape Borough Council ...). 

On the 23 Jui -::111 5, as recorded in the ' 	t • ChronL:-.. -- of the sarr 	, "The 

township pres 	luite a Sabbath appearance on Thursc - lIe busir 	_ople 
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school-war-mem ,  

2 

ob 	ai a 	holida ,  1:: :hops al 	r  draped in me 

the 	:ernier. Very f 	)ple we.'-_. 3stir until about 2 .  	!ri a process.' , 

c 	:ing of the brass band, school cadets, Oddfellows, and 	:hildren 	-ormed at 

I its way to the Rea::= 	 lere a 

"Gia'e 	 a :7,-_-::Lirda 	 a - id by DE: 	 - )n (ISBN 0.a  

and pubits:1a1 : 11: : :.eritage 	.. 'YVaikanae, stated on page C7_ 

pleasant °per 	 s' and beclULIILL 	 — among Taihape's .a 	::.:-ISLift::. 

Fhowgrot 	 a 'rely one o . ,c i).,:,). Emaactive in New Ze-E))E),. 	 1 

s) backdroia. i 	 '". Show at .:.la end of January has been a tradLic; -ial iz;',:al 

iday focus s: 

1010 Plan", at page 

_aken ever since (i 

developed from the 1920's ..." 

"OVE :he Par 

„d Gran ,  3re 

ThE 	201: 	 -3ge 8, r 

and contains c: - 	 :ites una 

asset that wa!: _ 	In 1924. Coun-:i de 

istand can seat approximatia. - 
 - ,-;lubs. It is a cc 	awn:- 

ra - a:s to upgrac 

On the 15 th  Octol 	1926, E 	 I at htt 	jnzhistory d.nzimedia/photoit 

School's 	memorial gates unv ,  
he 	 the TaH pe 

J by = 	 st, Mr L. _ _ 	 erected by the 

	

e Borough Council in July 1926" and turtha,1 -  :eported that W.1 	MP unveilei • 

School's war memorial gates on : 	lber 	 tabie 

(si, - 	 ,)ames of four teachers and 20 	 'ho had giVuil laai 	/es 

uuriii 	ai w 	et. into onc 'liar. Th-7-"7.5 were 	JULCd by a wroug;),. 	arch 

bearinl 	a a :hoc 	motto: 	Vestigi 

	

• On the 18th May 1927, thA,  Auckland Star reported: "Under ideal wea,_, 	 And 

before the largest crow c_ ....rer assembled at any one tir___ :n Taihape. 

1.  . Jiers far memorial was unveiled yesterday by his Excellency t 	 11, Sir 

argusson Mr. W.S. Glain, 	a: ,  king on behalf of 	 ed soldiers, 

the 	's remarks, and e''i _ 	[ -reat sacrifizr_. 	 :a: of 

.nd 	hout the Great War. 	:.prifident th 

join with him in welcoming so distinguish-, -: 
	

"I feel a i,i.,;",3t honc - in beim . 

unveil this memo 	) brave men who r 	leir lives for their homes, their Kink 

their country," sz 

their lives, they n 

:icy. "I don't think we realise what they have done. 

_7:5 and we owe them 	a-sent haH::a:: acid peac 1 irs 

	

is a wonderful example of courage, pluck and endui 	and will 	 -nple tc  

those who follow on. We owe more – th 
	

;ht c 	y peop 	you and me that 

ild r 	 s; of self-sacrifice. 	not 	of remorse. !hos, 

It' 51 'c 	iish it so – but a day of rejoicing." 

Page 36



3 

• "In the  late 1940's, pine trees from the Park were harvested and the proceeds invested in 
the further development of the playing fields ..." according to page 3 of "The 2010 Plan". 

• In 1950, "In 1950 the people of Taihape decided by postal ballot to create a war memorial 
within the recreational park. The project received a £1 for £1 government subsidy and the 
rest of the money was raised through public donations — every household and business in 
Taihape was asked to donate towards the cause. Enough money was eventually raised to 
develop the Memorial Garden and road to the swimming pool. The latter was named 
Loader Drive in memory of Ernest Loader, former Mayor of Taihape Borough Council", as 
advised in "The 2010 Plan" at page 3. 

• Interestingly, in 1950, as reported by  https://nzhistory.govt.nzinnedia/photataihape-school -

war-memorial:  "In 1950 fundraising began to enhance and expand the domain as a war 
memorial park" and at page 236 in Denis Robertson's "Give me Taihape on a Saturday 
Night", he reported that "An appeal for funds for the Taihape District War Memorial in the 
form of a park on the outskirts of town has begun with a Department of Internal Affairs 
subsidy of £5,000". 

• In November 1953, both  https://nzhistory.govt.nz/media/photo/taihape-school-war-

memorial   and "The 2010 Plan", on page 3, reported: "A dedicatory plaque was unveiled 
inside the entrance in November 1953. This reads: "TAIHAPE AND DISTRICT WAR 
MEMORIAL PARK DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF ALL THOSE WHO GAVE THEIR LIVES IN 
TIME OF WAR FOR THE PRESERVATION OF OUR WAY OF LIFE", and "It was presumably at 
this time (November 1953) that the "Memorial Park" arch was installed above the original 
domain gates". 

• In 1963, "The 2010 Plan", at page 4, reported: "The memorial gate to the Park is off Kokato 
Street. It is an archway that reads "Memorial Park" and underneath, on either side, are 
plaques that list the names of the men and women, former pupils from the Taihape District 
High School,  who  fought and died in World Wars  I  and II. The memorial gate was gifted from 
the Taihape District High School when it closed in 1963". 

• In 1989, according to page 3 of "The 2010 Plan", reported that "... the amalgamation of local 
government in 1989 saw the Rangitikei District Council take over the administration of the 
reserve". 

• And finally, on the 25th  March 2010, "The 2010 Plan" reported "This is a reserve 
management plan for Memorial Park, a vibrant and popular park located near the centre of 
Taihape. Comprising both sports fields and native bush, Memorial Park provides for both 
formal and casual recreational opportunities". 

What is the Status of this Park? 

A trawl through the chronology reveals the following: 

a. From 1899 until 1956, it  would  appear, according to "The 2010 Plan" that the park was 
known as the "Taihape Domain".  
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b. According to  https://nzhistory.govt.nz/media/photo/taihape-school-war-memorial,  
fundraising began in 1950 "to enhance and expand the domain as a war memorial park"... 

c. In February 1950, according to Denis Robertson, "An appeal for funds for the Taihape  
District War Memorial  in the form of a park on the outskirts of town has begun with a 
Department of Internal Affairs subsidy of f5,000". 

d. And in November 1953, as published in "The 2010 Plan", reported that "A dedicatory plaque 
was unveiled inside the entrance in November 1953. This reads: "TAIHAPE AND DISTRICT 
WAR MEMORIAL PARK  DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF ALL THOSE WHO GAVE THEIR LIVES 
IN TIME OF WAR FOR THE PRESERVATION OF OUR WAY OF LIFE". 

e. In 1963, as noted by "The 2010 Plan" a "memorial gate to the Park is off Kokato Street. It is 
an archway that reads "Memorial Park"  ..." 

f. Finally, the Rangitikei District Council are adamant that this "park" is actually entitled 
"Taihape Memorial Park".  In "The 2010 Plan" they have used this nomenclature, no less 
than 45 times. 

So what is the "Taihape Memorial Park?" 

Whilst the Rangitikei District Council, in 'The 2010 Plan" tries very hard to eliminate the 
"Grandstand" as part of the "Taihape Memorial Park", by using 'throw-away lines", such as: 

a. "This is a reserve management plan for Memorial Park, a vibrant and popular park located 
near the centre of Taihape. Comprising both sports fields and native bush, Memorial Park 
provides for both formal and casual recreational opportunities". Note, that for whatever 
reason, our Council conveniently left off: "rugby clubrooms"; "six tennis/four netball 
courts"; "squash clubrooms and two squash courts"; "Croquet greens and associated 
buildings"; "Bowling greens and associated buildings"; "Taihape Swimming Pool"; 
"Grandstand"; "Shearing quarters and yards and Equestrian show jumping circuit"; 
Memorial Gates"; "Public toilets and car parking area"; and "Native bush area with walking 

tracks". 

b. "The Park was originally known as the Recreation Ground, and is still sometimes referred to 
colloquially as "the Rec". However, its new name, War Memorial Park — or Memorial Park — 
is derived from the two monuments: the Memorial Gate and the Memorial Garden. This is 

an interesting synopsis. The Council, in "The 2010 Plan" would have us believe that the 
"Memorial" connotation comes from just two "monuments" — the "Memorial Gate" and the 
"Memorial Garden". Really? On the 15 th  October 1926, the "Taihape District High School's 
War Memorial Gates" were unveiled. In 1950 the New Zealand Government, and money 
raised through public donations (based on a £1 for £1 subsidy), saw the development of the 
"Memorial Garden". But no mention of the "dedicatory plaque" that was unveiled inside 

the entrance of the Memorial Park, which, just to remind the Council of what it says (and 
also shown in "The 2010 Plan") states: "TAIHAPE AND DISTRICT WAR MEMORIAL PARK 
DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF ALL THOSE WHO GAVE THEIR LIVES IN TIME OF WAR FOR 
THE PRESERVATION OF OUR WAY OF UFE". And do not forget the installation of the 
archway above the original domain gates. 
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L he facil 	 ; demolish it". Readi, , 	 . a 

	

D r" on '. 	1.-_-  the Council is grappli 	 Ind 

funds tc 	 - -gic brid: 	rt 	 - I I will 	 ill surpi ' 	the Council will 

adopt tl. 	 Tind 

Summa 

To summarise, : ated at 	 - this subm':- _'Dn that I totally support the "Option 1", elating 

to "I suppa 	ning th 	-anastano but I do not support any part of the defined option, namely" 

v amen._ 	: :ks in one of the other 	':cations". Perhaps a better, and more 

've option t- 	- this would be for the Councii to consider re-configuring the shower 

block aht, toilets that 	 tly part of Taihape Swimming Pool complex. Why waste Ci 	 of 
ri-opayerc' mrinala %Art  

stand". 

?ctly functional facility is situated lecs than one hundred m _is: :om 

My submission is based on the fact that - LH" 	 1_ - _, hether it 	a "Memorial Grandstand" or 

not, is by the Council's own official 	 well and truly v I 	he boundaries 	they 

term as the "TAIHAPE AND DISTRICT WAR MEMORIAL PARK". As =2•zequence, 

Council 	. or not - 	or doesn't 	t - or whai 	"ne C-_': --:- ndstand is a mem 	5,nd 

as a me i 	rial it is a powe. - . - 	of 	 any 	pra ,_"- ! -Ien their lc 	les 

gave their -  life so that we, 	!ape and the suli 	:g at els, Ldn live t 	Ji-e we are — • 

for. 

Just remember, Your Worship The Mayor, and yo _ ncillors, and all those high-p : 	Jfficials 

nploy - and who we, as ratepayers pay for their existence, that any sl 

Grandstand should be demolished will go down in the history of New Zealand as 	entional 

cration of a mem 	• nd you 	the perpetrators of this action, are liki 	:o suffer the 

equences. 

I a 	-..han happy to discuss my submission with you, your _ 	s, and your officials, if that 

is yo 

4-lo-nd James Seymour) 
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Date Submitted 31/03/17 
Your name Michelle Fannin 
Email address thefannins@xtra.co.nz  
Preferred contact phone number 211526412 
Your postal address 62 Kiwi Road 
Town Taihape 
Preferred mode to communicate email 
Speak to submission? Skype 
Skype details: Taihape Town Hall 
Are you writing this submission as: Organisation 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: Taihape Community Board 
Position: Chairperson 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre option 1 
Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes 
Marton Civic Centre 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park option 1 
Give us your alternative proposal location. Beside the Grandstand 

Taihape Pool Upgrade option 1 
Toilets option 1 
Alternative location suggestions 

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

Mangaweka Bridge - we support the new bridge. We understand that this well be 2/3 years away 
and therefore urge RDC to upgrade Toe Toe road. This is road is very narrow in places and has some 
corners with extreme drop offs.. With the increase of heavy vechiles on this narrow road locals are 
feeling unsafe and believe the Council should widen and strenghten this road as soon as possible. 

Communication-this is still an issue in our community and would like RDC to consider a one page 
flyer in with quarterly rate demand. One page District news and the other side more local. 
When it comes to the Taihape Town Hall, we need to do a better job in consulting our community, 
recently we did a stint a the Taihape New World to inform our community, but better 
communication, more lead up especailly when it comes to our town hall will be needed. 

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

The Taihape Woolshed Concept" - Richard Witheford-Smith, Richard came to us last year to present 
this idea. He has since spoken to the Mayor Andy Watson and CE Ross McNeill . 
We support this idea via a feasibility study, we do no think that Rangitikei District Council needs to 
pay for this, but believe that RDC should support Richard in finding a funding steam to get this idea 
moved forward. 
Taihape Footpaths have been an ongoing issue for too long, Taihape Community Board wants to see 
further action, we do not believe that the grooving is a viable option. We do understand the RDC is 
working on this issue, but want to see this resolved sooner. 
Dog excersie area at Robin Street, this was a placemaking project, but due to the very high costs, 
this did not proceed. Taihape Community Board wishes to see this project completed via the Annual 
Plan. This is a very used area, but it needs to be up to regulations standards. 
Memorial Park bike trials - Taihape Community Board wishes to see a feasibility study here also, with 
Local people as a working party. We need to understand what is more viable, and costing - mountain 
bikes or recerational trials, or both also for walkers. This is an opportunity for Taihape to become 
more or a destination town. 
Camping areas - this could be a small camp ground, freedom camping, campervans - this has 
become an ongoing issue, Taihape COmmunity Board together with RDC needs to find solutions for 
these problems. 
Playground - Outback area, Taihape Community Board wishes to see this project completed this also 
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Preferred contact phone number: 

02-‘ 17 A10 00 1 
Your postal address: 

Town: 	v-11)2-7C•iv 

Submission Form 
Bulls Community Centre 	3 i MAR 2017  

To;  	 ic 
O Option 1 - Yes, I support retiring the  I  _ 9  , 	_ 

updated budget of $4.36 milli& for then, 	ti 	A  t_ 
revised and expanded new tcrilfs.ComeritinityV. 	 

Email address:  v-1-0-01  0  0142, 	 \-\  pc).‹.(7-",Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

Your name:  

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

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

GYpresent in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

0 Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 

7-  zing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

0 Yes 	dNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

Option 4 - I want Council to abandon the 

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

Why is this your preference? 

The council does not know the full extent of 

costs and it will be much cheaper to strengthen 

the current building or build new on vacant land 

for which there are many options. 
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON  THE ANNUAL  PLAN 2017/18 

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets • 
at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] There is ample room in 
the existing grandstand. Public toilet facilities 
could be added to the Bowls and Squash Clubs. 

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

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

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

S7ig- 	 t 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

4/Option 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. Mangaweka has a Hall that could 

provide public toilet facilities more simply and 
cost effectively. Toilets for other locations need 
to be assessed in terms of maintenance and 
seasonal use. 

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

) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (use extra pages if necessary) 

cr- 

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 Notes in respect of Rangitikei District Council's Annual 

Plan 2017/2018 Consultation. To be read in conjunction with the 

submission form. 

Submitter:- Robert Snijders, 5 Grey Street Marton 

General  

The method of consultation precludes a lot of the districts population from participation. Online 
advertising and leaving submission documents at council access points does result in full 
participation. There are many in this district that do not have internet. An example of better 

engagement can be seen with the recent Annual Plan consultation carried out by Manawatu and 
Horizons. They used full page advertising in the newspapers as well as a brochure drop though letter 
boxes. Given the importance of this annual plan, Council should be conducting consultations in the 

same way. Right now the public are now completely disengaged. 

The council are delaying core infrastructure projects in favour of bringing forward Civic Centre 

projects for each of the major towns in the district. It is clear from documents that our water supply 
and sewage treatment facilities are earthquake prone or in need of urgent upgrades to meet modern 

day standards. If we were to be struck by a natural disaster similar to that of Kaikoura we would be 
without essential services. 

We have also seen the loss of private property due to poor maintenance of sewers. A recent example 
in Taihape just highlights the cost to the ratepayer, first with the purchase of the property affected 
and then the clearing of the site. 

The consultation documents do not indicate staff costs associated with any of the proposals. These 
add significant sums which council chose not to illustrate. 

Where reserves are used, the actual future impact on income should made clear in particular how it 
may impact on rates. It could be said that it is illustrated in the Long Term Plan, however, with such 
changes that illustration is obsolete. 

Finally, council staff attend a number of external and internal conferences both in New Zealand and 

abroad. Take for example the recent PTWB conference, very few of the districts' population know 
about these and what benefit it is to them. How has the investment benefited our community? Apart 
from documents online most of us are none the wiser. 

Key Issues and Choices — what's new? 

Whangaehu flood resilience project — Council should illustrate the options and likely rating impact as 
for the benefit of the public in order to be transparent. There must be an indication of the likely level 
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of resource required and money spent to date exploring options. Surley it is something for the 
council's website? 

Earthquake-prone building investigation — Council should have implemented this approach post-
Christchurch earthquake when the purchase of expert services would have been more reasonable. 
Issues with URM Buildings have been known for some time even prior to the ChCh earthquakes. 

Council should have provided leadership through Building Control. As a result we could have avoided 
some of the economic and building deterioration that we see today. 

Marton Heritage Precinct — This item is to help promote the $800,000 budget required to develop 
concept plans. The proposal will not be sustainabile if employment is not attracted to the town let 
alone the district. Perhaps Marton needs to twin with Kaitangata? 

People will abandon the town centre for shopping alternatives outside the district if an holistic 
approach is not taken. 

How does this proposal sit if the Rangitikei is merged with surrounding districts? As there is greater 
cooperation in providing services then it is only a matter of time that merger will happen. What then 
for the Civic Centre? 

Council has also not revealed to the public the actual costs which will include internal staff costs, fit 

out, new computer systems, shifting of some staff to King Street and disposal costs of the existing 

council building just as an example. This demonstrates a clear lack of direction at both the 
governance and operational level of council. 

Managweka Bridge — Council should make it public how and when this will affect rates. Surely key 

infrastructure such as this which supports the economy of the district takes priority over civic 
building projects. 

Rangitikei Tourism — It is not difficult to understand why Rangitikei Tourism failed. It has been 
starved of funding from council when tourism in New Zealand is one of the key contributors to GDP. 
Our towns' coordinators receive more in direct funding from council. At the last LTP in 2015 council 
put to the public an increase in spending of $205,000 per year for economic development, where has 
that money gone? 

Toilets at key and popular amenity places — Another example of council responding (reactioneering) 
to a call without looking at all the options, Managweka, for example, has a hall with public facilities 

that could be developed so that they are used more regularly. Tie it in with the museum so that 
attraction opens more regularly? There are further examples throughout the district. 

Some of the facilities required will only be seasonal. So it makes sense to look at a district wide 

requirement, apply a budget to each, whether they are seasonal and what is the degree of urgency. 

Greater value from recreational facilities — Again, these need to be looked at in more detail along 
with toilet facilities. Wilson Park, for example, is underutilised. Improvement of the velodrome site 
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would then help improve surrounding building infrastructure which in turn will create an attractive 
place for camping. 

The presentation by the Santoft Residents illustrated a need for the site to have community facilities 
to benefit the long distance walkers and that there was money available which had been taken some 
time ago by council when the domain was closed. 

Options for community groups using former Taihape College — We will be watching the outcome of 
discussions. Is there an option to create space for business start ups? 

This consultation document states What's changed, what's the plan for 2017/2018, actual it should 
be a business plan for the Rangitikei that sustainable and deliverable. 

Key Issues and Choices — what's changed? 

Bulls Community Cnetre — Firstly, council state at the front of the consultation document that the 
project will cost $4.053m yet on the submission form it is $4.35m. 

Secondly, council has never delivered a cost model which compares strengthening versus the cost of 
a new build and what is the real benefit for each. Currently the town hall is underutilised so how can 

a new build be value for money. David Engwicht admitted he was not a town planner so why have 
council relied so heavily on his recommendations? 

What happens when NZTA bypass Bulls in the future taking a more direct route north from Sanson? 

Finally, 3 storey structures are not the most economical option in this situation. Two would be far 
better particularly as the current layout and operation of the centre does not fit well with low staff 
levels. 

Land sales, the only viable option is the Haylock site. Walton Street has access and servicing issues. 

Finally, If there is money lost as a result of abandoning the centre it is council's own fault for not 
following correct procedures. 

Marton Civic Centre — This is another example of Council failing to consider all options. It should be 
focusing on developing the town and districts' economy with the money planned for this 

development. It's current site can be strengthened or council could build new on the Elim Church 
site. The existing buildings would be far better strengthened and refurbished. Costs would be 

significantly less. Housing could be provided within the proposal along with a central area for Youth 
Services. What it requires is an overarching town plan. 

Council lack the knowledge required to procure building solutions. A properly developed costing 

model should be developed from here using a small porting of the money being sort to develop the 
concept plans before final decisions are made. In fact the money set aside the heritage assessment 
would have been sufficient. 
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But until a proper assessment is carried out then council should sell. 

Purchase Land at 7 King Street — Firstly, what is the actual value of the buildings on this site? Is it 
worth abandoning and seeking to renew/rebuild on land council already own? There is land 
surrounding the railway that could be brought in to play. 

Developing Taihape Memorial Park — My discussions with locals during the elections resulted in an 
overwhelming desire to keep the Grandstand. It is of importance to the town and could easily be 

refurbished as part of a community project. In fact it could qualify for a grant. The area underneath 
could be improved and there is an option to incorporate the toilets for public use. 

The consultation document does not highlight where the cannpervan parking is located. And should 

this be a deciding factor on the location, aren't campervans self contained? Surely there are options 
to work with existing occupants on the site to share toilets and amenities. 

Upgrade of Taihape Pool — This should be carried out in 2017 to ensure drownings are reduced. Why 
is the community trust looking after the pool? Does this create additional operating costs by having 
another layer of bureaucracy? Regardless, the trust should continue to raise cash for this facility. 

Advertise the pool for passing traffic to use pool and keep it open all year round. Get a "Taihape 
Pass" to help promote these facilities? The same applies to the Marton pool. 

Postponement of major wastewater, water and stormwater upgrades — Firstly, by delaying, will 
there suddenly be a rush to deliver the projects and with that will there be a jump in costs? Most 
likely. Remember construction inflation is high at the moment. 

When will the new consent requirements be known? Where is Horizons in all of this? All poor 
excuses not to push on with the work. 

And what is the cost to the ratepayer in delaying, i.e. impact on rates. This is not clearly advertised. 

Summary changes in financial projections — What is the effect of the $10.097m increase in 
expenditure 2017/2018 on rates? 
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HEWED 
3 1 MAR 2417 

To: 
 ..... . 

File:  ......  .. .. 	 .. . 	 ... ... 	 .. Doc:  ............  .....  ....  .  1 :4 

Submission Form 

Your name:  Sk(0 n"9  n   

Email address: . bLf  1,Sb (Ue tA(1 ek 

Preferred contact phone number: 

02-7  $66%084 
Your postal address: 

c2a -T LA pn p, H 5--r 
'BUL L S  

Town:  SALA_ S 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
0 Email 	GI/Letter 

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

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: 
El an individual, or 
El on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation:  buNk\S 161(..le  
U1\ \f)  •  

Position:  C  D  D  ne ,( 

Bulls  Community Centre 

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

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

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

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
C] Yes 	13Ko 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El Yes 	13X10 

The two car parkszfronting Criterion Street 
D  Yes iNf  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

tD4-)ptions  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

DVI:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

a ne 

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

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

Why is this your preference? 

	

+he 	lev 
bLiA01t. s  

Jl4I 	L Ur1 s. 

011 r-A 
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"Ilichilli- RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

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

mr Tai pe Memorial Park 

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

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

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

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

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e •  C  //PO 	refYiekly   
f '  Milk,  Pal4   
9. 

h. 

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

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

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

Cost 0/ ie  cqc/t   
atid Ivhee ire hYi.c 	l/ 

forest/  - 6 e 
plo,51-1&-/ 	bb La.)   

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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14 
Date Submitted 20/03/17 
Your name Owen Bonnor 

Email address bonnor@farmside.co.nz  
Preferred contact phone number 06 3825 557 
Your postal address R D 7 Mangaweka 4797 
Town Mangaweka 
Preferred mode to communicate email 
Speak to submission? Yes 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre Option 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 3 
Why is this your preference? Retain Heritage facade but long term have a new building which should be better. 

Taihape Memorial Park Option 2 

Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade Option 1 

Toilets Option 1 

Alternative location suggestions 

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

If Bulls would like extra's they should pay a great share for them. 

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

On page 20, it states that costs are shared equaly but rural rate payers do not share the benefit of a 
higher percentage of services that the council provides, this does not fit with section 4G in 
2015/2025 LTP statement 
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E-MAILEQ
RECEIVED 

Submission Form 
/1  

31 MAR 2017 
TO:   / G? 1 rin.;  
FILE: 	t  -  LX.•  

DOC: .17 	.0.4464 

Your name: 

 

  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

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

(#12,( Z afi OG7  
Your postal address: 

(  

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

Town: 

  

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

   

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wi h 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 	writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

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

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

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

Why is this your preference? 

23 
Page 53



• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative propos,all 	fiLi...-kizAttucAG 

t 	I   
O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 

grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

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

illichill6'  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

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

Taiha 	emorial Park 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

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

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

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

[alternative proposal] 

  

  

  

 

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

  

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 
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AECENED IX-EC EIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

113Y:   
3i MAR 2011 

S   To: 

  

  

File: 

Submission Form" 	"" 

Your name: Bulls Community Centre 

  

,----- 

NI  e-i-•-iv\/ i cA/....E12,  	

lit/ Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

Email address: 	 • 
• et(  e_...41k,e_txviiAl   % Gt_t_  revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
6-0 ,  if‘  2...... 	Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

Preferred contact phone number: 

tiL 32:1 72%-Q 
Your postal address: 

#2.& 	Ler efr - 14-i  42)*\ 

g 	/4-1-4T—the4 
Town: 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

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

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: 
id 

 
an individual, or 
on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

r,IKes  I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls C 	unity Centre 
and review the 	able options, including 
strengthe .Lihe existing Town Hall or 
demo 	mg 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 
sjbdivision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr9zing. 
10r  Yes 	0 No 

Th,- two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
V.  Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

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

O 1: retain' 	nd refurbishing all three 
buildi 	s 

O 2:  demolishing 	 hree buildings and 
constructjp 	new facility on the site 

Er3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Organisation:  km-A-A/CformAi 	CA411-. 

H-E.  4 i7frere_ 172AAS r   
Position: 

Why  is  this your preference? 

5 e 2 r- c-  

7-7*6:- A-6 a4-pf-A-,44 W IL LS (VW( S  

Arkt I 	 ig 11÷4E.  lt-4013 
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Illikihh'  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

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

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

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

O Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on ttl-a-t site. 

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

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

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

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

WA/Li tk-k_  
cte-vh 	Let.A- 4-14  

-0\4_ AriVeiZA.C.,a.A.  

gehw z4 444--  Vt.e.A4 

ot--e-geo &   

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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Carol Dickson 

	 Kos 
j 1 MAII  LI:11 

From: 	 Carolyn Bates <martoncc.cab@gmail.com > 	 .3:. 
To ............  . ....... 

Sent: 	 Friday, 31 March 2017 11:03 AM 	
:  .............   

To: 	 Annual Plan 	
File: ..  ...... ei:f.  .  77....1.-  ..  7. ....... 

Subject: 	 MCC Submission to the Annual Plan 2017-2018 	 Doc: .....  1..7 	03.8.1. 
Attachments: 	 MCC - Suggested location for 24 hour Public Toilet on Follett Street Marton.docx 

Below please find our submission to the Annual Plan 2017-2018. 

All members of the committee have been given the opportunity to provide input and feedback on this 
submission. 

If you have any queries, in the first instance would you please contact Carolyn Bates (06) 327-8088. 

Marton Civic Centre 

We do not feel sufficient information has been provided for residents to make an informed decision on such 
an important aspect of the town. Our decision as to whether options 1, 2 or 3 would be preferred would be 
dependent on the cost, so are leaning to Option 4. 

Toilets 

Members of the committee have been approached by various residents (including businesses) who have the 
strong view that more toilets are required in the town. Marton Park has been regularly voiced as a preferred 
location. There is an area (see attachment) which appears to be where plumbing is - this would facilitate 
easier / less expensive installation. To us an automated Superloo, type toilet could be installed there. We 
understand council staff have previously been in touch with supplier(s)/manufacturer(s), so should be able 
to readily provide at least an outline of costings. 

The Toilet on Lower High Street (by Spiers), we feel would currently be a good location to be open longer 
hours, ideally 24 hours. 

Animal Control 

From the end of the current de-sexing programme at 30 June 2017 we would like council to 
proactively continue providing at least a discount for the benefit of all dog and cat owners. 

We feel that all owners should be able to use this service, not just new owners or owners of certain breeds 
of dog(s). 
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Rangitikei Council should also be liaising with other authorities to discourage already offending owners 
from having animals in the district. 

We recommend that animal control take responsibility for: 

(a) Reducing the number of stray animals (cats as well as dogs). 

(b) Being a point where residents can bring caught stray animals (cats as well as dogs). which can be 
disposed of if not readily identified. 

A requirement to have cats as well as dogs micro-chipped is strongly recommended. 

Street Cleaning 

We recommend that gutters and waste rubbish bins are cleaned more regularly, especially during and 
following major events. 

Pedestrian Crossings 

Pedestrian Crossings should be installed at: 

- Wellington Road between the intersections of Hereford Street and Morris Street. 

- The crossing point on Broadway, from the new seating outside the pharmacy to the gnome 
garden we feel a raised and marked Pedestrian Crossing should be installed. This would 
assist pedestrians crossing the road as well as being a speed calming point. 

School Crossings 

We recommend council staff work/liaise with Schools / Ministry of Education to provide safe crossings for 
children . Ideally we would like to see Pedestrian crossings along with swing arms for lollipop safety signs 
to be used outside all schools. 

Fees and Charges 

Where we feel the 1.9% is reasonable overall, however, we do have concerns on these topics: 

- Dogs Registration Fees: Currently the difference between on-time / late payments vary. All 
Late Payments should be calculated on the same basis (eg a 200% or 300% increase for all) 
to be in line with domestic charges eg should be: Working Dogs: $40>$120; Non Working 
Dogs: $122>$366; Non working de-sexed: $82>$246; Good owners: $57>$171. 

2 
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- We are happy with the destruction fee of $35, where we would prefer there being no charge, 
$35 is felt to be a reasonable charge for many owners. 

- If Micro-chipping (and registration onto National Dog Database) less than $40, more users 
would use this service. We strongly recommend greater advertising of this council service, at 
that fee. 

- It has been suggested that this service could be advertised on bottom of the Registration 
Account paperwork sent to owners. 

Submitter details: 

Marton Community Committee, c/o Carolyn Bates, 7 Dalrymple Place, Marton 4710 

Tel: (06) 327-8088 / 021-342-524 

Email:  martoncc.cab@gmail.com  

We are happy to answer questions on this submission on 20 April. 
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Attachment to submission from Marton Community Committee 
to the Rangitikei District Council Annual Plan 2017-2018 

Suggested location for 24 hour Public Toilet on Follett Street, Marton 

Image courtesy of Google Maps* 

The image shows what appears to be drain pipes along the back of the Rugby Club building - we 
have made an assumption that access to a water supply plus waste water as well as sewerage 
should not too far away. 

Location could be 4 Follett Street, there appears to be no indication of a street number on either Google 
Maps or the RDC Intramaps websites. 

Image downloaded from:  www.google.co.nz/maps/@-  
40.0673096,175.3781735,3a,75y,331.86h,79.84t/data=l3m6Ilell3m4lls5tv3h6bmKaNFrC2B-BXs3w!2e0!7113312!816656 
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Carol Dickson RECENEb  
From: 	 a-cbates@paradise.net.nz  
Sent: 	 Friday, 31 March 2017 4:42 AM 
To: 	 Annual Plan 
Subject: 	 Submission for Annual Plan 2017-18 

31 MAR 2017 

To: 

Dcc: 
	7  

- - Marton Civic Centre 
Insufficient information has been provided for residents to make an informed decision on such an important portion 
of the town. I opt for whichever is the least expensive option. 

The Elim Church site (and Criterion Hotel) - can currently be described as an eyesore. There should be a 
requirement that if any similar demolition takes place in the district (whether it is council or privately owned land), 
that it should not be allowed to lay bare for such a time that it becomes in such a sad site. I recommend that council 
spend some money to tidy up such sites, I see that small cost would reap much greater rewards by making those 
locations more encouraging for people to move to the district (especially for visitors from outside the Rangitikei). 

- - Toilets 
I would like for there to be toilets available for users of Marton Park - I am aware of the Management Plan for 
Marton Park but feel the subject should also be highlighted here. In addition I would like there to be toilets at 
Centennial Park as well as Frae Ona Park (but feel here is of lower priority in the town). 

A toilet available 24 hrs a day would be useful and recommend that any toilet installed at Marton Park be unisex, 
that would enable 24 hour use of one toilet. 

The toilets in High Street, I recommend that the inside is renovated/updated eg using colourful tiles. 

- - IT Hub(s) 
I recommend continued support of the IT Hubs - when I have been in to the Marton Hub it seems to be regularly 
used and I feel it is an important service in the district. 

- - Library Services 
I am pleased that the Library has been included in suggested plans for future buildings, the Marton, Bulls and 
Taihape branches always appear to be well used when I have been in them. I recommend this service is continued 
in the District. 

- - Animal Control 
I recommend that all cats and dogs are micro-chipped I also would support a policy of not allowing cats or dogs to 
be able to roam freely at night. 

- - Promotion of Rangitikei 
I was pleased to learn recently that Rangitikei was being promoted out of the district, I recommend appropriate 
opportunities are taken to encourage people to come and/or move here. 

- - Fees and Charges 
Dogs Registration Fees paid late will vary in the percentage difference for Good Owners vs other types. I do not 
agree that Good Owners should be penalised more than other owners who make late payments. 
If a working dog fee is $40 and the late fee is $60 then Good owners paying 
$57 should only have to pay a late fee of $85.50. 

- - Driving Charges 
It is not clear what this relates to. Is it the relocation of animals or the provision of a "get you home" service if your 
vehicle breaks down, or following a council function? Some text to clarify for example (as I 
suspect) it relates to moving animals. 
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- - Submitter details: 
Carolyn Bates, 7 Dalrymple Place, Marton 4710 
Tel: (06) 327-8088 / 021-342-524 
Email: a-cbates@paradise.net.nz  

I am happy to answer any questions on this submission on 20 April, I would prefer to speak at the end of the day. 

:-) Carolyn 

Carolyn Bates 
+64 (06) 327-8088 I +64 (021) 342-524 
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Tutaenui Stream Restoration Society 
Greg Canyon 
Co-ordinator 
021 327771 

31 March 2017 

Ross McNeil 

Chief Executive 

Rangitikei District Council 

Private Bag 1102 

Marton 4741 

RECENE5 
4 APR 2017 

To:  	 -5   
File:  1-1 6 P.— —4—  
Doc. 	G  

Dear Ross 

Submission to the RDC Annual Plan Process 
Tutaenui Stream Restoration Society (TSRS) — Support to Marton Reservoirs Project 

We would like to thank Rangitikei District Council for the support it has given to the above project 

over the past 12 months. 

In 2015, Mayor Watson challenged the TSRS to demonstrate that it meant business. I think we've 

done that over the past 24 months. This has included; engagement of schools, obtaining external 

funding for stream restoration projects, promoting the restoration of the Tutaenui Stream to public 

agencies, and building community support for public access opportunities to the Marton Reservoirs. 

We have done all this without funding from RDC to this point. The costs to the TSRS included many 

hundreds of hours of labour from the volunteer community and the provision of materials for track 

building, vegetation control and maintenance activities. 

Many in our local community have enjoyed the use of the track that has been formed around the 

lower reservoir, and the support was confirmed at the public open day we recently organised 

alongside your team. 

We do have grand plans ... but, we want to start slowly. We have actively contributed to the 

preparation of a management plan for the site, and would like to refine that through the next 12 

months. It is very much our view that the investment at this site should be commensurate with the 

use and needs of users. To that end, we request the following from RDC, by way of support for the 

next 12 months. 

1 
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1. A capped sum of $10,000 to be spent on providing basic improvements to the track network, 

providing information and directional signage, addressing small-scale drainage issues and 

ensuring the track is on grade to allow for family walking opportunities. It would be our 

intention that this work is done under an agreement with your Parks Manager. On 

confirming the funding availability, we would agree the programme of work in advance and 

undertake that work to the specifications set by the Parks Manager. 

2. The ongoing technical support, oversight and management reporting from the RDC team. 

In return, the voluntary team of the TSRS will undertake work at the site against the programme 

agreed with RDC. This will include many hundreds of hours of free labour, engagement with the 

southern Rangitikei schools and community and monitoring to ensure the site is respected and 

protected. 

We would also use this period to prepare a formal MOU with RDC to ensure the roles and 

responsibilities of the parties were set out. In part, the MOU would be informed by observations of 

the way we work together on the project, the results delivered and completion of a management 

plan for the reserve. 

We will also work with the council's team to address contamination of the reservoirs from a number 

of sources and will begin the exercise of working with council to reduce the impacts of their 

discharges and takes on the Tutaenui Stream in a respectful and constructive manner. 

We look forward to presenting to the upcoming hearing process and presenting the evidence of our 

work over the past 12 months. 

Kind regards 

Greg Carlyon 

Co-ordinator 

Tutaenui Stream Restoration Society 
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40Aurtost,  

Rangitikei College 
20 Brechns Line, Marton 4710, NZ 

Towards Higher Things 

RECEIVE)) 
4 APR 2017 

To 	  
File: 

Doc:—.1.7  ..fJ.4.G-1. 

31 March 2017 

Ross McNeil 

Chief Executive 

Rangitikei District Council 

Private Bag 1102 

Marton 4741 

Dear Ross 

ir—tb 	11.1. SOO 
La -5 

Submission to the RDC Annual Plan Process 

Rangitikei College — Rangitikei District Council Shared Projects 

I  am writing on behalf of the Rangitikei College Board of Trustees to address two matters relevant to 

the Annual Plan process. 

The first concerns the support from RDC for the Community Multisport Turf at Rangitikei College. As 

a consequence of the contribution from RDC, commitment of funding from the college, Rangitikei 

College Trust, Lotteries and a number of others, we have been able to commission and build the 

multisport turf in record time. This project was an idea 12 months ago. The funding from the district 

community got us off the start line, and we intend to pay that back by making this new facility 

available on a 24/7 basis, following its formal opening in May of this year. 

The requests for use of the turf surfaces and new playing field are well beyond our expectations, and 

we know we will deliver a great facility that benefits young and old alike within the southern 

Rangitikei. Thank you! 

Over the past couple of years, we have broadly talked with RDC about sharing assets for mutual 

benefit. This includes use of pool facilities, provision of expert parks' advice, purchase of park 

services for turf management and use of infrastructure for emergency management purposes. Our 

Board of Trustees is keen to discuss these matters in more detail in the 2017 year, with a view to 

trialling mutually agreed options over the next 12 months. We seek the formal support of council to 

initiate this process, and look forward to your feedback. 

Finally, we wish to thank RDC for the ongoing support it gives the college in so many ways. From the 

contribution of your leadership to civic events, through to the advice and counsel of your staff — the 

benefits accrue to our school and wider community. We look forward to continuing our work in this 

regard. 

Kind regards 

Greg Carlyon 

Chair, Board of Trustees 

Rangitikei College 

www.rangitikeicollege.school.nz 	Ph: +64 6 327 7024  •  Fax +64 6 327 8287  •  admin@rangitikeicollege.school.nz  
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REEVED 
31 MAR 21117 

To: 	  

File:  	  

Submission Form 	17 	0399 

\TED 
31 MAR 2017 

 

Your name:  faeux  
/fe11147p°  

Email address:  chiridearn   
A.0 6192tU • r)z, 

Preferred contact phone number: 

OZI 	c030 
Your postal address: zs-  /WA-n.4 

  

  

  

/1,70pr-iy71 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rela)ing to your submission and the hearings?: 

0 Letter 

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

g(p-resent in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls  Community Centre 

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

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

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

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

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

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 
O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 

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

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

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

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

Taihape Memorial Park 

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

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

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

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

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

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

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

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

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

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

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

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

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

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

Toilets 

110ption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

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

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

Submissions close  at midday on  Friday, 
31  March 2017. 
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Raymond and Pania Hemopo 
25 Ahuru Street marton 

chaydearn@hotmail.co.nz  
027-268-5030 

RE: Skatepark Extension Proposal 

Dear Rangitikei District Council, 

On behalf of the Marton community, Raymond and I are pleased to submit this proposal and 
supporting evidence for your review. We look forward to receiving your support towards providing a 
more family friendly recreational area for those within Marton and the surrounding communities. The 
objective of this extension is to provide a place where families can spend time together, create 
involvement with youth and families, and keep the community more engaged with one another. The 
extension will not only benefit those whom use it, but also local businesses and other members within 
the Marton and surrounding communities. This area will encourage youth to come out of that 
sedentary lifestyle so prevalent today and will encourage involvement in their community. This 
supports one of our goals, which is to develop the skatepark extension in partnership with youth. 
Doing this will have a positive effect on them and encourage responsibility, leadership and a sense of 
belonging. 

As some of council are aware, over the last year, Raymond and I have been piloting the Skatepark 
extension proposal, however, we made sure this is not just something we want, but also something the 
residents within Marton want and are fully involved with. We have spoken with young, old, new 
residents, old residents, business owners, homeowners, and anyone else that was interested, and 
before people signed in support we spoke to them about what the proposal contained and made sure 
they knew what the objective for the extension was and agreed with the proposal if it were successful. 
This ensured one of our objectives of an involved community was being reached. 

As shown by the included documents, we have spoken to well over 300 people and obtained 
signatures from 18+ members of the Marton community, signatures from local businesses, as well as 
a brief questionnaire in regards to the skatepark positives and negatives. We also did a survey for 
skatepark users and spoke to many families who use the skatepark regularly. Their input and ideas 
have been collated into the design of the skatepark and used to understand what the needs and wants 
of the Marton community are. The positive feedback and support from the Marton community has 
been overwhelming. 

We presented our proposal before Mayor Andy Watson and the ward councillors late last year and 
since then have been gathering further support and documents needed for the extension. Included in 
this submission is support letters from local businesses, contractors and community groups. We have 
also included the quotes we received in regards to pricing for the park and furniture needed. We are 
still yet to receive a quote for the shelters that will go over the Barbeques, however, the Rayner 
brothers, Richard kingi (from Rangitikei College) and Mcilwaine have given us their support and we 
have been in constant contact with Dominic Rayner throughout this whole process. 

We have a lot of support from local businesses that were unable to get their support letters to me in 
time, but they are ready and willing to support the skatepark extension. 

I hope the information we have provided inside is sufficient and we look forward to seeing this 
extension come together. 

Sincerely 

Raymond and Pania Hemopo 
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an E  	 
Urban effects are the company we have picked the park furniture from. This 

includes barbeques, seating and chairs. 
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• UfbC•fl 
effects • 

CUSTOMER QUOTE 
CQUO41 36 

Urban Effects Ltd 
PO Box 14 
230 Guyton Street 
Wanganui, 4500 

Freephone : 0508 487 226 
Phone : 06 348 0511 

Fax : 06 348 9355 
GST: 107 646 582 

sales@urbaneffects.co.nz  
http://www.urbaneffects.co.nz  

Date: 
Customer No: 

Consultant: 
Quote Expires: 

29/03/2017 
RANGITI2 

Oslo Currie 
27/06/2017 

Quote For 

Rangitikei District Council 
Private Bag 1102 
MARTON 
Attention: Pania & Ray 
Re: Skate Park Extension - Marton 

Description Quantity Unit Price Total 

Urban Double 1900 BBQ, Electric, Stainless Steel cabinet & Bench, complete 2.00 11,982.00 23,964.00 

Woodlands Seat Classic-hot dip galv. frames & pine timber slats 4.00 648.00 2,592.00 

Kiwi Bench Flange Mount 1.8m HDG Complete 2.00 436.00 872.00 

Kiwi Table Setting Classic Complete 4.00 1,228.00 4,912.00 

Kiwi Toblc Cctti 	DeloAe Complete 4.00 1,038.00 0,32.07 

Concrete Table Tennis Table, College Model Complete with Hardware 1.00 1,548.00 1,548.00 

Hiab delivery for Table Tennis Table 1.00 300.00 300.00 

Some assembly required. 

Above prices are GST exclusive. 

For all orders up to $999 ex GST in total, add 10% for freight and packaging. 

For all orders up to $2499 ex GST in total add 5% for freight and packaging. 

Free freight and packaging for all orders over $2500 ex GST in total. 

Classic Finish: Clear anodised extrusion & no frame colour 

Deluxe Finish: Clear anodised extrusion & powdercoated frames 

1 of 1 
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Customisation 
available 

Part of a range 	Environmental 
credentials 

Barbeques 

eque 1900 Double 
arge capacity Barbeque 1900 Double offers a 

stream-lined design, superior temperature control 
and dramatic power saving features. It is the ultimate 
in eco friendly BBOs using half the power of other 
electric BBC2s. It comes fully assembled with a double 
plate and requires only a 10amp circuit to operate 
The beauty of the Barbeque 1900 Double is that it 
maintains a consistent 320°C heat. 

cbc) 

Quality & durability Specifications 

     

• 1800w BBQ units 

• The inbench cook top is made from 3CR12 commercial grade 
stainless steel and therefore will not warp 

• 320°C cooking temperature 

• Up to 50 per cent power saving 

• Requires one standard 10 amp power source 

• Only 24 volts to the cook plate 

• Quick release bracket (ideal for flood or fire prone areas) 

• Provides the ultimate in customer safety and maintenance 

Ideal for 
• Parks 

• Sporting and recreational areas 

• Tourist parks 

Finishes available 
• Premium - 316 stainless steel bench and cabinet 

   

1905 

   

805 

 

         

     

     

     

         

         

'A wide range of colours are available to suit your desired colour scheme. 

Contact us today 
Freephone 0508 4 URBAN or visit urbaneffects.co.nz  

urban 
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Kiwi Table Setting - 
Deluxe 
Tough, practical and economical. The Kiwi Table 

Setting Deluxe in pine blends well into any 

natural space. Great for picnics! 

Part of a range 

cr'a 
Environmental 

credentials 

Table Settings 

Quality & durability 
• Kiwi-made 

• Heavy duty treated pine 

• Sturdy hot dipped galvanised frames 

• Surface mounted 

• Umbrella mount hole 

Ideal for 
• Parks 

• Adverse environments 

• Sub-divisions 

• Education 

Finishes available 
• Hot dipped galvanised frames 

Other products in the Kiwi range 
• Kiwi Park Seat 	 •  Kiwi Bench 

• Kiwi Table Setting - Classic 

To view other products in the Kiwi range, visit our website 

Contact us today 	 UrbC\el • 
Freephone 0508 4 URBAN or visit urbaneffects.co.nz 	 effects • Page 82



Benches 

Kiwi Bench 
Tough, practical and economical, this Kiwi-
made product will go almost anywhere and 
blends well into natural surroundings. 

Customisation 	Part of a range 
	Environmental 

available 	 credentials 

Quality & durability 
• Kiwi-made 

• Heavy duty 100 x 100mm treated pine 

• Standard length 1.8m 

• Surface mounted 

Ideal for 
• Parks 

• Adverse environments 

• Sub-divisions 

• Education 

Finishes available 
• Hot dipped galvanised frames 

Other products in the Kiwi range 
• Kiwi Park Seat 	 •  Kiwi Table Setting - Classic 

• Kiwi Table Setting - Deluxe 

To view other products in the Kiwi range, visit our website 

Contact us today 	 urban • 
Freephone 0508 4 URBAN or vlsit urbaneffects.co.nz 	 effects • Page 83



Woodlands Seat 
The practical Woodlands seat is perfect for areas 
where timber benches are the order of the day, 
combined with an unobtrusive steel frame, suiting 
budget restrictions, yet providing both strength 
and style. 

Part of a range 

Specifications 

	r 

Quality & durability 
• Available in 1800mm and 3200mm lengths 

• 90mm x 45mm premuim grade H3 pine timber slats 

• 140 x 32mm hardwood timber slats 

• Hot dip galvanised steel fixing 

Ideal for 
• Schools 

• Parks and Reserves 

• Sport and recreation clubs 

Finishes available 
• H3 pine timber slats 

• Hardwood timber slats 

• Hot dip galvanised steel frames 

• Hot dip galvanised with powder coated steel frames 

• Surface, inground mount options 

• Skate deterrents available 

520  

Other products in the Woodlands range 
• Woodlands Bench 	•  Woodlands Table Setting 

• Woodlands Platform Seat 	•  Woodlands Tree Surround 

To view other products in the Woodlands range, visit our website 

'A wide range of colours are available to suit your desired colour scheme. 

Contact us today 
Freephone 0508 4 URBAN or vIsli urbaneffects.co.nz  
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Tables 

Custorimsation 
available 

Concrete 
table-Tennis Tables 
These practical Outdoor Table-Tennis tables are 
made to last and enjoy. Great multi-purpose table . 

 from having lunch, spreading out your school 
work or round table team-talk, these tables are 
a must have. 

Quality & durability 
• Super strong and premium quality 

• Ultra low maintenance 

• Affordable price 

• Impact/abrasion resistant 

Ideal for 
• Schools 

• Universities 

• Workplaces 

• Workers camps (mining and resources) 

Finishes available 
••  Classic - standard unsealed or painted 

• Deluxe - sealed with painted lines 

• Premuim - half black dyed, honed and sealed top 

Specifications 
2,740m 

799rn 

91 

1.52911%de 

A wide range of colours are available to suit your desired colour scheme. 

Contact us today 
Freephone 0508 4 URBAN or visit urbaneffects.co.nz  

• 
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5 Year Warranty 
Part or parts of aluminium, castings or steel products that are found to have undergone structural failure. 

2 Year Warranty 
In-bench BBQ units and any plastic or composite products. 

Specific warranty apply to all electrical, solar and water products. 

Conditions 
• Warranties apply from date of invoice and the purchase shall advise Urban Effects in writing of the defect 

• The above warranty applies in the event that a part of equipment manufactured by Urban Effects is found to 
have undergone structural failure due to faulty workmanship or materials 

• And the defect is not due to: 

(i) vandalism, negligence, abuse, accidents, lack of maintenance or improper installation; 

(ii) products tampered with, modified or repaired by anyone when not previously approved by Urban Effects; 

(iii)Fair wear and tear; 

,!.  1  Harsh or corrosive elements where preventative procedures as set out in our Maintenance instructions 
(refer Resources on website) have not been adhered to. 

Urban Effects will repair or replace the part found in Urban Effect's judgement to have been defective in 
workmanship or material. 
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The following is required prior to the supply or manufacture of any street and park furniture: 

A written purchase order from a duly authorised representative of the purchasing company 
and/or a 40% deposit 

• Written design acceptance 

Finish Type 

Lead times can vary depending on manufacture and freight time. Expect lead times will be 
identified at time of ordering. 

All payments to Urban Effects are Net 7 days after installation. 

This quotation is valid for 90 days from the date of issue unless otherwise advised. 

Urban Effects and our authorised contractors are fully insured 
against Public Liability and hold a valid $10 million public liability 
policy. Please ask us for a copy of the Certificate of Currency. 
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Support Letters  
The support letters we received are inside this group of documents. We have 

however, received far more support than is documented here, as shown by the 
signatures and surveys. Unfortunately, when we were advised to gather support 

letters we were unable to get all the letters to us in time. 
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Mrs Pania Hemopo 
	 20 March 2017 

25 Ahuru Street 
Marton 4710 

Skatepark Proposal 
Dear Pania, 

This letter is to confirm the discussions that you had with Andrew Shand about the 
Skatepark proposal. The Marton Rotary Club is impressed by the comprehensive proposal 
that you have prepared and the research that has gone into it. 
The Marton Rotary Club supports your proposal for the Skatepark and looks forward to 
being able to work with you to bring about its successful completion. 

With every good wish. 

Yours faithfully 
7 )  

/ 
Ray Sisley 
Secretary 

Page 89



44 ALEXAI RA ST, PO BOX 78, 	 , NZ 

PHONE/FAX 06-327 781'4 

Te Kaiwhakahaere o te Poari (Chairperson): T. Hancock 
Te Tumuaki (Principal): Vanessa Te Ua 

')rtncipalCI5lonjunction.school.nz  

Thursday 23 rd  March, 2017 

Rangitikei District Council 

Whanganui Road, 

Marton 

To whom it may concern 

This is a letter of support from Marton Junction School Community towards the 'Skate Park 
Extension' proposal. 

We feel that this proposal will be beneficial for the use by all whanau in Marton. With the 

implementation of barbeques and tables creating that inviting feeling for all to use this facility while 

at the same time supervising their children playing on the skate park caters for more than just the 

children themselves which will improve safety for all who use the park. 

Monitored security cameras will ensure that everyone is safe while using the park. This may come at 

an expense but the wellbeing of our children should come first. 

The lack of toilet facilities is a health and safety issues in relation to hygiene for all that use the park. 

My current understanding is that they use the tree on site or cross the busy road to plead with the 

workers at Z if they can use their toilets which highlights another issue with the heavy traffic coming 
in and out of that area. 

So from the points raised above we as a community are very supportive of the 'Skate Park Extension' 
proposal. 

Yours sincerely 

Vanessa Te Ua 

Principal- Marton Junction School 

To provide caring environment wh,ch stir. - ut 	3 and eN 	n. o . children to reach their full potential" 
"I-fp an fp moral ka 	hp huh /him, fp mom, kp ref-a" 

Page 90



To whom it may concern 

I'm writing to you to confirm our support for the proposed extension of the skate park, and agree 
that it will be of great use to the Marton community and visitors. 

Cheers 

Ahmed Azmi 
Site Manager at Z Marton 
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Raymond & Pania Hemopo 

25 Ahuru Steet 

Marton 

24 March 2017 

Dear Raymond & Pania 

Firstly Congratulations on the proposal you have put together for the Marton Skatepark Extension, 

you are to be commended for the huge effort you have put into researching and gathering 

information. 

Involvement in the communities our staff live and work in is something Gallagher prides themselves 

on being a part of, and this project which will benefit both the youth and wider Marton community 

is something that fits well with our values. 

We are very happy to offer our support for this project. 

Kind regards 

Richard Coxon 

Managing Director 

GALLAGHER FUEL SYSTEMS LTD 

2 Station Road, Marton 4710, New Zealand. 	TEL +64 6 327 0060 
	

EMAIL info@fuelsystems.gallagher.com  
PO Box 308, Marton 4741, New Zealand. 	FAX +64 6 327 6724 	www.gallagher.com  
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Name: v'mv 

Address: L7 
Signature: 
Name of local b4T9e'ss: 

_ 	f-C) 

% 
v _ 

Local business Skatepark Survey 

1. What is the biggest benefit you feel has come from the skatepark? 
- 

; P1' 	 (/c 	c 

2. If any, what is the biggest complaint you would make in regards to 
the use of the skatepark? 

--e 

3. Do you think having . a public toilet in the skatepark vicinity would 
benefit recreationist using either the skatepark, Netball court, or 
Cricket field and surrounding local business? 

.74  e 6-7 

4. If an extension is approved and goes ahead are you in favour of this 
happening? 

5. If not can you explain why? 

6. When the time comes, would you be willing to donate or help in 
any way to the funding of the extension of the skatepark and toilet 
facilities, should we need to rally support from local businesses and 
the public? e 

I agree that all the above are my statements and or answers. 

Page 93



Members of Marton community Skatepark Survey 

1. Is there anything in particular you would like to see included in the 
extension? 

2. If any, what is the biggest complaint you would make in regards to 
the use of the skatepark or an extension of the already existing 
one? 

3. Do you think having a public toilet in the skatepark vicinity would 
benefit recreationist using either the skatepark, Netball court, or 
Cricket field and surrounding local business? 

4. If an extension is approved and goes ahead are you in favour of this 
happening? 

5. If not would you mind explaining why? 

6. When the time comes, would you be willing to donate or help in 
any way to the funding of the extension of the skatepark and toilet 
facilities, should we need to rally support from local businesses and 
the public? 

I agree that all the above are my statements and or answers. 

Name: 
Address: 
Signature: 
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diehard Smith  
Richard Smith is a skatepark designer and builder. We have been dealing with 
Richard throughout this entire process and he is a very professional, helpful, 

enthusiastic individual. He has catered to our budget, taken on our project 
(should it go ahead) even though it is a much smaller project to what he is use to 

and has been very patient and considerate this entire process. We would be 
honoured to have him design (with the help of the youth) the extension for the 

skatepark. 
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04111 RICH LANDSCAPES 

07/02/16 

Rangitikei District Council 
46 High Street 
Marton 4710 

To Athol, 

RE: PROPOSAL FOR DESIGN AND BUILD SERVICES — MARTON SKATEPARK 
EXTENSION 

Thank you very much for approaching RICH Landscapes to submit a fee proposal for the 
Martan Skatepark Extension. RICH Landscapes will be working alongside Angus McMillan in 
the completion of this environment, our company files have been included with this 
proposal. 

This extension will be unique and we look forward to creating a design that meets the needs 
of the users for years to come. 

SCOPE 

From our correspondence, a mixed-use environment is envisioned that maximises play value 
for its users. This design and build proposal includes: 

o Concept to final design skatepark consultation process to establish design brief and 
what is achievable within available budget. Includes 2x workshops/ site visits with 
the client, local users and stakeholders 

• Detail drawing documentation required by the contractor to build the facility 
• Construction of the proposed extension 

PROGRAMME 

The development of the conceptual design will follow a general development programme. 
Outlined below are the steps to be taken: 

1. 	Concept Design Phase 

Meet Client, stakeholders and Students onsite to discuss project and ideas. Finalise brief for 
development. 
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Conceptualise proposal plan and 3d model of overall design in consultation with the 
contractor. Establish preliminary Cost Schedule. Present plan, image document and digital 
3d environment. Receive feedback to further design direction. 2x Site Meetings/ Workshops 

2. Developed Design Phase 

Develop concept design and revise design document and cost schedule for final review. 

Engage with client and user group remotely and accumulate feedback to finalise design and 
proceed with skatepark construction drawings. 

3. Detail Design Phase 

Develop necessary detail documentation for Construction. 	Liaison with client remotely 
when needed. 

4. Construction Phase 

Initiate Construction to the requirements of the client. 

Programme timing for this project is to be confirmed with the client. 

FEE 

A Design and Build Cost is envisioned below for the separable Lump Sum items: 

Design process, documentation and Construction administration fee $12,500 

Skatepark Construction fee $79,500 

Contingency Sum (approx.. 10%) $8,000 

The Construction Costs above will be refined as the design evolves and kept within the total 
design and build fee below. 

Total Design and Build Fee 	$100,000 + GST 

ADDITIONAL NOTES 

DESIGN 

o Design fee excludes additional fees for a Surveyor, Geotechnical and structural 

engineer if required. 

o Costs for travel are included, the number of allowable trips during the design stage 

have been indicated in the programme above. 

o Any trips outside of what is indicated in the fee structure will incur my hourly rate 

shown below and disbursements. 

o Printing of documentation for consultation has not been included. 

o Fee does not include application and process for Resource/ Building Consent if 

required. 
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• CONSTRUCTION 

o Construction Fee to include all additional documentation, general construction 

duties, etc required by the Client to undertake the construction of the skatepark 

o Site Conditions to be established before quantities for earthworks and pricing 

schedule can be undertaken 

• GENERAL 

o Invoices based on progress will be provided at the start of each month with 

payment required on the 20th of that month. 

o Additional work beyond this scope including meetings required to progress the 
project will be discussed and agreed. Hourly rates as follows: 

• Skate Design Specialist $ 120/hr 

• Specialist Skate Contractor $ 100/hr 

• Draughtsman $ 80/hr 

o All fees are exclusive of GST. 

We appreciate the opportunity of being involved with this project and  I  thank you again for 
considering using our services.  I  look forward to hearing your reply. 

Kind Regards 

Richard Smith 
Director 
BLA 

WEB 	www.richlandscapes.co.nz  
EMAIL 	richPrichlandscapes.co.nz  
MOB 	(021) 101 4988 
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Angus M Mitian  
Angus McMillan is the concreter and contractor that works with Richard Smith 

(Skate park designer) in building skateparks. 

Enclosed are documents supporting their work, skate parks they have built, 
company profile and skatepark history. 
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Methodology — Skate Parks 
(Set up to Disestablishment) 

Address: 402 Victoria Street, Hastings. 
Office Phone: 06 873 4428  
Fax: 06 873 4429  
Email: salesAamc.nz 

AMC   
ANGUS McMILLAN 
----- CONCRETE 

SPeciaiist Concrete  Contractolcs 
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1) Site set up  

Organise for all gear to arrive on site — set out 

site (fence, toilet, container, area for storage) 

Fence is to be put up by a Sub contractor. Toilet 

is to arrive on site by Sub contractor and be 

serviced by that same contractor. A transport company and Hiab will transport 

and deliver all gear to site. A staff member will be on site to oversee this — this 

staff member will have their STMS. 

All sig,nage for hazards and keep out will be placed at this point. 

2) Programming of work on site  

We do not have a programme on paper 

it is worked out as the project 

progresses. Each day sees concrete 

being poured with the next section being boxed and prepped ready for the 

following day. 

3) Hours and Labour 

Hours of work will be Monday 

through Friday 7am to 6pm We 

will manage subcontractors on 

site, inductions, PPE etc. The 

way we work our team, is we 

pour each morning 2 -5 m3 and 

then we box 

4) Site preparation and Hard fill.  

From our experience at Turangi and Mangakino 

Skate Parks we used the local hard fill material, 

"Pumice" and have found it to be ideal for 

shaping up Skate parks. We simply over build 

the product and then carve it to the required shape. Pumice compacts 

extremely well with the right amount of moisture and it can be carved to a 

vertical cut. We like to use this where possible. 
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5) Set out 

With plans provided by a genuine Skate 

Park designer — set out can be achieved by 

profiles and standard set out or may need 

additional help from a surveyor for the 

more technical shapes. 

6) Lay out of steel coping's  

Coping's are pre made from the provided plans then hot dip galvanised, onsite 

they are laid out to line, levelled and secured to achieve perfectly flowing 

curves. All pipe copings are set with a 6mm stand off and up to allow Skate 

tricks like grinding and to drop in. All skate angles and flat to be set flush with 

the concrete with no lips. 

7) Formwork and footing 

All formwork to correct line and levels, pegged and 

braced with appropriate formwork material, be it 

form ply, plywood or rough sawn timber. Use of 

templates to ensure perfect transitions and curves. 

8) Reinforcing 

All reinforcing placed and tied with correct cover to both ground and 

formwork to designer details. 
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9) Concrete place & finish/shotcrete/colour 

Place and finishing of concrete to be the highest 

standard, all transitions and steep walls to be 

shotcrete and screeded until perfect shape is 

achieved. All trowelled finishes to be a smooth 

polish surface with no abrupt deviations. 

Any appropriate colour will be added at the required dosage. 

10) Curing 

Once concrete has been completely hard trowelled, curing in the form of a 

densifier (KS500) is applied. The first coat works as a curing compound by 

locking up the pores in the concrete in the densifying process (this method 

greatly decreases tiger stripping and marking) 

11) Control Joints  

Control joints are cut into the slab at a time when the slab will not chip & 

spall, before random cracking occurs. Re-entrant bars will be placed at the 

appropriate positions to help control re-entrant cracking, most slabs will be 

poured in small pours reducing the risk of random cracking. It must be noted 

that every attempt to reduce random cracking will be undertaken, but due to 

the uneven shape of skateparks a small amount of random cracking is possible. 

Page 103



12) Fill control joints  

All sawn joints to be filled with a flexible sealant, tied joints do not receive a 

sealant. 

13)Final protection  

Final Protection consists of any remedial work, a good clean down, a final 

coat of KS500 and then a coat of Repell SS before Hand over 

14) Site Break down  

Site will be disestablished with all rubbish being removed and left clean and 

tidy. 
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SHOTCRETE METHOD FOR PLACEMENT — (Day of pour) 

1. Construct Screed Jigs to ensure all curves are true to detail 

2. Concrete foreman to check. Sign off sheet from formwork crew (confirm 
bookings) 

3. Arrange Yardman to assemble all necessary plant, the afternoon prior to the 
next day's pour. 

4. Notify pumping contractor of intention to shotcrete. 

5. Arrange Compressor, air hose and spray nozzle 

6. Inform Staff of their start times for the next day. 

7. Morning of the pour confirm weather. 

8. Assemble at yard at least 30 minutes prior to start of pour 

9. Ensure Screed jigs ready to go prior to poor 

10. Drive to site in company vehicles leaving enough time to set up site prior to 
concrete arriving. 

11.Sign in if applicable, check Hazard Board, and add applicable hazards to board 
if necessary. 

12.All concrete equipment needed to be laid out prior to pour 

13.All specialist Equipment laid out, pool trowels, curved screed jigs, anti vap 
sprayer 

14. Inspect concrete upon arrival re slump, grade & colour 

15.Spray and screed sections to be poured 

16. Re-spray and re-screed as necessary to fill low area's 

17.All concrete to be steel trowelled to 
required tolerances 

18.Anti Vap may need to be applied prior to 
floating with higher MPA mixes and then 
again after every application of either a 
float or a trowel. 

19. Edges of slab to be flat trowelled up to 
armoured edges, flat trowel at construction 
joints or edged at unarmoured edges. 

20.As soon as possible, commence curing. 
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AMC   
ANGUS McMILLAN 
--- CONCRETE 

SPecialist Concrete ContracWrs 

Skate Park History 

Address: 402 Victoria Street, Hastin2s. 

Office Phone: 06 873 4428  

Fax: 06 873 4429  

Email: salesAamc.nz   
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William Nelson Skate Park — Hastings (Worked for Hastings Council) 

In March 2013 we were invited to pre-register for a tender for the new Skate 
Park in Hastings. As the preferred Skate Park builder was not available, the 
council opened up the tender to all suitably qualified contractors. The tender 
was a weighted attributes tender, 25% experience, 25% methodology, and 
50% price. 

We knew that we would have no problems with the concrete aspect of the 
job, but we needed some civil experience on board. We had worked with 
Infracon on previous projects so asked them to team up with us. To pre-
qualify we had to provide evidence of our previous work that would show the client that we were competent 
in this type of work. After this we were invited to tender. Three tenders were submitted, with ours being the 
most expensive price, we won the tender due to our attributes — we priced the project to fmish to the standard 
required for this type of project. 

Because we had never built a skate park before, every feature and aspect was new to us so we took our time 
to plan everything and work with our staff to prepare them. 

Infracon completed all the earthworks and site preparation. We completed all the formwork, reinforcing, and 
concrete and took control of the schedule. Each feature of the park was formed and cast in place (there was 
no precast work used). All of the concrete was 30Mpa. Concrete finishes included hard troweled integral 
colour, stenciled, exposed aggregate. Everything was finished with an impregnating densifier and stain guard. 

Because of the interesting shapes of the features, specialized equipment was made to make the job easier, such 
as a curved ladder to fit in the bowl, we were also glad that we made our equipment adjustable so we were 
able to use it on the other skate parks we have done. 

This was a large community project that had been anticipated for a long time by the youth of Hawkes bay. It 
was a great feeling to be involved in this project and to feel the support and excitement from our community 
as we worked. We picked a great team who all worked well together. The project was completed on time and 
on budget. 

We feel that a big community project like this is sustainable for the community. Firstly it brought the 
community together with the anticipation of the opening and once the park was open you could see the 
different age and cultural groups all using the park together and making it enjoyable to everyone there. We 
love to see the older more professional skaters encouraging and making space for the less experienced to enjoy 
themselves and learn from each other. Secondly we see this is a great way for the youth to be part of the 
community as they initiated this project and for them to see their idea come to life is very encouraging for 
them. This park has turned a bare block into a beautiful well utilized park that the whole community can 
enjoy. 
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Turangi Skate Park (Worked for Taupo Council)  

Turangi is a small country community with one hardware merchant and a very basic, two truck ready-mix 
plant. It has a low socioeconomic community with a lot of families on benefits. This town is run by a 
community board, where the members and kids wanted to have a big input into the project. 

With this project the Council choose to do the add on's so we turned up on site set out with fencing, toilet, 
container and storage area for the site, we built the park then left the fencing to the council so they could build 
the playground and do the landscaping — they then had the fence dissembled — we had already removed all our 
gear on the completion of our part of the park. 

We used a local earthworks contractor (Ray Dempsey) for all excavation, along with a local carpenter to help 
with the formwork, along with local kids from the high school. 

Through the contacts of our earth works contractor Ray, we were able to source all contacts required for this 
project, including Ray's daughter who worked for the Taupo District Council. She was able to arrange for 
Angus to address the kids at their assembly of the local school to tell them what we were building for their 
community as well as winning them over to avoid tagging or vandalism. It worked well with a lot of the kids 

greeting us on a daily basis on their way to School and 
then again after School calling in to help. We also made a 
good friend in Chris who was the teacher for the wayward 
boy's class. Chris wanted to know if we had work for 
some of his boys, at first we were against having them on 
site but we decided that the boys could help screed the 
transitions on the ramp. Some of the boys went back to 

school, but three stayed until the end on the day. Chris said jokingly to one of the boys "now don't you come 
back tonight and mark the concrete" he replied with "what the Lk would I do that for? I've put so much hard 
work into this". This approach worked exceptionally well, we were told as we left Hastings for Turangi that 
we would be burgled and vandalized, and we had none of this. 

For 12 weeks we were treated like one of the locals and the build went to plan. We completed all of the 
formwork, reinforcing and concrete on time and to our schedule. Each feature of the park was formed and 
cast in place (there was no precast work used). All of the concrete was 30Mpa. Concrete fmishes included, 
hard troweled and polished integral colour. Everything was finished with an impregnating densifier and stain 
guard. The weather was kind to us. 

At the end of the 6 months maintenance period we 
had only to replace one broken coping tile and our 
retention was released. 
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Mangakino Skate Park (Worked for Taupo Council)  

In September 2014 we got a call one morning from Andrew the engineer from the Taupo District Council 
that we had built the Turangi Skate Park with. He wanted us to build another skate park for him at 
Mangakino a very small logging town North of Taupo. "No tender" he said, "I just want to negotiate with 
you". So he sent us a plan and schedule. We put some pricing together, he came down for a meeting and we 
sorted out the fmer details. Three weeks later we were heading to Mangakino to start another Skate Park. 

The park is right in the center of town between the Pub and the Shopping center (about 6 shops), the council 
building / library and the community Gym. Mangakino has a population of about 600 swelling to a few 
thousand in the summer months as it is a dam Town on the Waikato River which attracts summer sports 
activities. 

With this park there were no gardens or other add on's, so we established and disestablished the site as part 
of our contract. 

Once again we put the word out that we wanted some 
local talent to help with the build — it came in the form 
of 3 guys 1 a local special needs guy that was the 
security for the site and did odd jobs (the continual 
smile on his face was amazing) and a carpenter and 
his off sider — a great team. 

After setting up, Ray from Turangi also joined us 
when need for earth works (we had got on so well with Ray on the previous job and his contacts- he had to 
be part of this team). All the fill for the job (Pumice) was donated by the local Iwi. This is a great product to 
use as you just over fill the shape you want, compact with a little water and carve it to the required shaped 
vertical transitions. 

As far as the skate park build went, we set goals and achieved or bettered them each day. Once again we 
were told to be wary of theft and vandalism, as Mangakino is a Gang town. As it turned out everybody in the 
town had wanted a skate park for the kids to keep them out of trouble for some time and most had a hand in 
fundraising for it. 

Everything went to plan and we finished half a week ahead of schedule and got back home for Christmas. 

We completed all of the formwork, reinforcing and concrete as in the previous Parks. 

No Maintenance needed 
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Napier Skate Park (Working with MCL construction)  

Set up was in June 2016 — we worked with MCL Construction on 
this project — our part being the Skate Park and other flat works. 
This project was a 6 month project. 

Set up on this site was by MCL Ltd — we just had to get our 
container to site and set up our work area. 

On this site a core team of 3 formed as the Skatepark team — 
being interacted with other staff when needed 

  

We trucked Pumice in from Taupo — this was back loaded by Winstone's so as to keep the cost down. 
Pumice we have found, as per Turangi and Mangakino to be a good 
product to us for parks as it is easy to trim down to shape up the 
features. 

This park had more transmissions than past parks, with a few large 
features — many of the large pieces had to be free hand formed, then 
finished 

Challenges on this site have been working under someone else and 
not having the free rein to set up and use the site as we would like — 
it has made for a much messier/disturbed working condition than we would have preferred.. 
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Havelock North Skate Park (Working with Higgins) 

As Napier Skate Park was nearing completion, I left half 
the crew to finish off and we moved about 20kms over to 
Havelock North, thankfully HDC (Hastings District 
Council) was happy to wait for us as they were quite 
surprised to see how large a project Napier had been. 

We quickly got set up at Havelock North with the aim to 
have all the critical features done by the time we went for 
our yearly pilgrimage to WOC (World Of Concrete) in Las 
Vegas. As Carol and I left for the States all the boys had to 
do was mainly flat works, some seats and some minor 
ramps. When we returned from the States we found that 
they had done quite a few extras with still some more to do 
making us a week later finishing than planned to start the 
next project in Palmerston North. 

The project ran seamlessly and once again it was a pleasure to work with the crew at HDC. 
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Palmerston North Bowl (Main contractor)   

Starting 13 February 2017. 

Bowl area only at this point — there may be features add at the end if funding comes through. 

Oakura Skatepark upgrade.   
New Plymouth district council are talking to us about this park to see if we can make the 
funding fit. — watch this space. 

OAKURA SKATEPARK DETAIL DESIGN DOCUMENT 
8 Tasman Parade, Oakura 

02/16 
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SKATE DESIGN AND CONSULTANCY 

OM RICH LANDSCAPES 

'11 /4111111f,ifill 
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A Specialist Landscape Architectural firm. Qualified, experienced and forward looking 

in the creative art of skate design and consultancy. 

Richard Smith, director of RICH Landscapes, has over 17 years skateboarding 

experience, has toured extensively around New Zealand, Australia, the United States, 

Canada and China experiencing hundreds of skate facilities and environments. During 

his visit to the United States and Canada in 2004 Richard Smith documented 58 

skateparks to give early direction in his design of skate environments. 

Richard Smith has been a skateboard filmer, sponsored skater, competitor in regional 

competitions and founder of the New Zealand Skate brand, SOUF Skateboards. 
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E 
We engage your key stakeholders and community in a thorough skate design process that delivers the best 

possible outcome. We connect with the environments user groups and incorporate their ideas and 

aspirations into the design so they are proud of what they have achieved through their involvement. 

Using information gathered from community and stakeholder input we create precise 3D modelled skate 

environments that can be distributed through plans, 3 dimensional rendered images, online navigable 3D 

environments and VR integration that allows your project to be understood at a greater level by all of those 

involved in the design process. 

Our core principles in skate design 

are to promote diversity and the 

evolution of skate environments so 

that your designed space or 

facility appeals to a wide variety of 

user groups and styles while still 

adhering to international trends. 

We deliver environments for communities, educational institutes and private developments while also 

providing skate consultancy services for multi-use spaces and parks. We also have exceptional 3D Modelling 

skills that you can use to tie your whole comprehensive development together into one 3D package. This 

highlights and eliminates errors and omissions when dealing with multiple consultancies while providing an 

accurate platform for future design and marketing 

We create beautiful, aspiring and meaningful designs that are a REAL asset for your community. 
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1. Glendon Skatepark (Community workshop input, Completed 2004) 44, Havelock North Skatepark Extension (Design and documentation, February 2014) 
2. Randwick Skatepark (Concept design, Completed 2005) 45. Mudgeeraba Skcrtepark, Gold Coast, Australia (Concept Design, Completed Alai 
3. Whilianga Skatepark (3d s,rualisalion only, 2006) 46. Forrest Hill Skatepark Extension, Greville Reserve, Auckland (Design and docurne 
4. Kerikeri Private Skatepark (Design 2007) 47. Ngaruawahia Skatepark Extension (Design and documentation, Completed July 
5. Raglan Skate park extension (Design and documentation, Completed November 2010) 48. Rarotonga Skatepark (Design and documentation, July 2014) 
6. Queenstown Skatepark (Design and documentation, Completed 2008) 49, Havelock North Skate Plaza Options (Design and documentation, February 2014) 
7. Mt Albert Skatepark. Auckland (Design/ Building Consent documentation, Completed June 2009) 50. Victoria Park Skatepark Addition, Auckland (Design and documentation, July 20 
8. Wanaka Skatepark Concept (Design, March 2009) 51. Mangakino Skatepark (Design and documentation, Completed December 2014 
9. Mangawhal Skatepark (Design and documentation, May 2009 - Stage I Completed July 2011 ) 52, Sherwood Reserve Skatepark, Whangarei (Design and Documentation, Due for ( 
10. Grey Lynn Mini Ramp and Bowl Proposal (3d Visualisation only, June 2009) 53. Meremere Skatepark (Design and documentation, due for Completion July 2016 
11. Upland Bowl upgrade, Remuera (Design and documentation, Completed April 2010) 54. Omokoroa Skatepath (Design and documentation, January 2015) 
12. Paeroa Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, June 2009) 55. Kaitangata Skatepark (Design Concept, January 2015) 
13. InvercargM Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, June 2009) 56. Te Puke Skateparic (Design and documentation, March 2015) 
14. Edgecumbe Skatepark (Design/ BC documentation, Completed December 2011) 57, Logan Can Reserve Skatepark Extension, Auckland (Design Concept, Apra 2015) 
15. Dargaville Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, August 2009) 58. Beddingfield Reserve Skatepark, Auckland (Design and documentation, April 20 
16. Vic Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, November 2009) 59. South Auckland Skate Assessment, Auckland (Skatepark Audit, April 2015) 
17. Wuhan Skatepark Concept, China (Design, November 2009) 60, Western Reserve Skatepark, Orewa (Design and documentation ,May 2015) 
18. Waiheke Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, December 2009) 61. RaRway Land Reserve Skatepark Extension/Addition, Palmerston North (Design a 
19. Greytown Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, January 2010) 62. Napier Marine Parade Redevelopment (Design and Detail Observation, June 201 
20. Warkworth Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, February 2010) 63. Boarderlown Skate Shop indoor Bowl (Design and documentation, August 2015) 
21. Rongotal Skatepark, Wellington (Design/ BC documentation, April - Stage 1 Completed November 2010) 64. Oakura Skatepark (Design and documentation, January 2016) 
22. Waimate Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, June 2010) 65. Christchurch Basketball and Street Skating Spot (Design and documentation, Ser 
23. Wainoni Reserve, Greenhithe Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, August 2010) 66, Pukekohe Skatepark (Design and documentation, 2016) 
24. Collins Reserve, Greenhtthe Skateparlc, Auckland (Design and RC/BC documentation, September 2010) 67. Waluku Skatepark Extension (Design and documentation, 2016) 
25. AMAZON Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, September 2010) 68. Tamahere Skatepark Development (Design and documentation, 2016) 
26. Mountain Dew Pinball Environment Concept (Design and documentation, November 2011) 69. Birkenhead Skatepark Renewal (Design and documentation, 2016) 
27. Vic Skatepark Tender Concept (Design and documentation, February 2011) 70. Marlborough Skatepark Assessment (Documentation, February 2016) 
28. Silverdale Skatepark Concept (Design and documentation, February 2011) 71. Swanson Skatepark Extension (Design and documentation, 2016) 
29, Albany Skatepark (Design and BC documentation, Completed December 2012) 72. Shadbolt Skatepark Extension (Design and documentation, 2016) 
30. Hastings Skatepark (Design and BC documentation, Completed September 2013) 73. Ruakaka Skatepork ( Design and Documentation, May 21016) 
31. Wellsford Skate Trail (Design and documentation, September 2011) 74. Private Pool Bowl Development, Waikato (Design and documentation, May 201, 
32. Monurewa Intermediate Skate Facility (Concept Design, March 2012) 75. Te Kauwhata Skatepark batension (Design and Build, 2016) 
33, Wanaka Skatepark Addition Concept (Design and documentation, March 2012) 76. Stanmore Bay Renewal (Design and documentation, 2016) 
34. Whos Plaza Skatepark Concept, Wuhan, China (Design and documentation. July 2012) 77. Thames Skatepark (Design and Build, 2016) 
35. Ardent Skatepark, Kunming, China (Design input and documentation, January 2013) 78, Hamilton Skatepark Assessment (Skatepark Audit, 2016) 
36. Barry Curtis Skatepark Design Additions (Design and documentation, Completed 2012) 79. Puketawhero Park Skatepark Extension, Rotorua (Design, June 2016) 
37. Prebbleton Skatepark (Design and documentation, Completed 2013) ao. Rotorua Central Skatepark Redevelopment (Design and documentation. August 
38. Coolangalta Skaiepark, Gold Coast, Australia (Design and BC documentation, Completed April 2013) 81. Private Pool Bowl Development, Te Kowhai (Design and documentation, Decem 
39. Katikatt Skatepark (Design and Construction documentation, Apnl 2013) 82. Browns Bay Skatepark Redevelopment, Auckland (Design and Documentation, S 
40. Vans 'Go Skate Day' Obstacle (Design, May 2013) 83. Halswell Skatepark, Christchurch (Design and Documentation, November 2016) 
41. Turangl Skcrtepark (Design and BC documentation, Completed December 2013) 84, Knights Stream Skatepark, Christchurch (Design and Documentation, November 
42. Panmure Skatepark Extension Proposal (Design and documentation, November 2013) as. Private Pool Bowl Development, Wellington (Design and documentation, Decem 
43. OkNvi Skatepark, Great Barrier Island (Design and documentation, January 20141 ' Constructed environments highlighted with bold type 
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vation at the right tim 

Over 75 skate environment projects across New Zealand, Australia, 

Rarotonga and China 

0 Thorough knowledge in ever evolving skate environment design 

Active skaters in skateboarding culture 

0 Innovative in design of facilities 

Great knowledge of existing facilities across New Zealand and abroad 

0 Winner of the 2013 NZILA Resene Pride of Place Distinction Award: 

Raglan Skatepark Extension 

r7j. rit h overnment New Zealand EXCELLANCE Awards: 

William Nelson Reserve Skatepark, Hastings 

ecreation (NZRA) OUTSTANDING PROJECT Award: 

Nelson Reserve Skatepark, Hastings 

Professionally Insured 

n1b 	1 1:C,1„ :  

"Mt Albert Skate park is almost 

ways busy, but that is because it 

is pretty great." 

Ienn M. - Ye!. Internet Review 

T e cone o stac e gives 

recognition to its placement at 

the base of Mt Albert, let alone 

Auckland City." 

OWAIRAKA RESERVE SKATEPARK, MT ALBERT, AUCKLAND 2009 
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-nsible stormwater design was able to d 

freel into the :ras 
	 il  

fY inner 

Pride of Place D 

Connection to the Black Sand 

and Surf of the West Coast." 

tion Award 

()In o spread the news with 

uzzwords like "rad" and "gnarly", referring t 

how great the add-ons to the Raglan Skate 

Park are." Manual Magazine 

RAGLAN SKATEPARK EXTENSION 2010 
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he facility was elongated due to the characteristics of the 

site. The Skate Path was a great idea that allows for a 120m 

Ion flow line with a diverse ran :e of obstacles." 

is very un with creative lines and 

ea with ramps, ledges, stairs, quarter pip 

and manual pads.' 

Skateparkhuntercorn 

"This park caters or a age an s i eve s fl 

its perfect to bring the kids for th 

Raven C. - Yelp.co.n 

HOOTEN RESERVE SKATEPATH AND BOWL EXTENSION, ALBANY, AUCKLAND 2012 

Page 122



• 

. • 

Page 123



I^ r 

"The Mangakino Skate Facility integrates 

harmoniously with an existing public square and 

nsists of a range of miniramps and innovative ra I # 

features including the 'shark tooth'. " 

'Timber shuttered concrete connects 

with its e se of place in the forestry 

art o a compre ensive developm 

integrating skate obstacles into th 

Mangakino town centre." 
RANGATIRA DRIVE, MANGAKINO 
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Hastings Skate + Par 
Over 2100 Page Likes, the adjacent photo has 
683 Likes 205 Shares and over 60 comments 

f e 

 

e I 

  

'This skate environment has a diverse range of obstacles to 

ppeal to a range of users. Layout and detailing connect to 

Hasting's Art Deco st le and the great earth • uake." 

2013 New Zealand Contractor's Federation Hawkes Bay CONSTRUCTION 

2014 Finalist in the Local Government New Zealand EXCELLANCE Awards 

2014 New Zealand Recreation (NZRA) OUTSTANDING PROJECT Award 

2015 Master Concrete Placers Association Supreme Award 

  

 

v r $200,000 

  

  

":7A:Jkv7AL WILLIAM NELSON RESERVE SKATEPARK, HASTINGS, HAWKE'S BAY 2013 
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• 	eatures including a sma pump rac , ca i re 
rbs, a wollie sand castle and corten steel have been used to reinforce 

connection to the site while providing uni • ue skate o • •ortunities 

AUCKLAND COUNCIL WESTERN RESERVE SKA 
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+64 21 101 4988 

rich@richlandscapes.co.nz  

www.rich la ndsca pes.co.nz  
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AMC   
ANGUS McMILLAN 
--- CONCRETE ---- 

SPeciaiist Concrete ContracWs  

Company Profile   

Address: 402 Victoria Street, Hastings 
Office phone: 06 873 4428  

Fax: 06 873 4429  
Email: sales@amc.nz  
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Company History: 

Angus McMillan Concrete (AMC) is a local and privately owned company that was established in 1994 with Angus 
and Carol working as sole operators, undertaking general building and concrete work. The business started out of 
the family's garage situated in Farmlet Road, just outside of Hastings. 

AMC is a very family orientated business and employ's a large number of staff ranging from; excavator operators, 
boxer/carpenters, concreters, cutters, grinders and sales staff. 

Due to Angus's previous experience in the building industry, we soon became recognized as a provider of quality 
service and our business started to grow and employ more staff. In 2001, due to the growth in the business we 
moved our business into a commercial property at 402 Victoria Street, Hastings. 

The effect of this quality workmanship and service is that we are now the preferred supplier of boxing, preparation, 
excavation, concrete placing and finishing, and grinding services to some of the larger building contractors in Hawkes 
Bay. The company's success has been achieved through hard work, attention to our customer's needs, innovation in 
the way we do things and not being afraid to change. 

A key responsibility of our business is to put in place effective safety management systems that will ensure our staff 
are protected and free of harm while working for the company on any site. 

The responsibility for safety and management rests not only with management but also with all employees. To 
achieve our goal of a safe and accident free workplace and to improve our operations we need their ideas, skills, 
experience and input. To achieve this, our management team is committed to a policy of open communication and 
dialogue. 

The company values are simple yet realistic. We believe in hard work, honesty, positive change and that our 
employees are our greatest asset. 

Our goal is to be the best in our industry 

Staff photo taken some 8 years ago. 7 or 8 of these staff are still with us 
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Company policy - as written by staff 

Work:  
• Arrive at work on time. 
• Be ready to perform daily duties. (Mind, attitude and physical) 
• Perform tasks to best standard possible 
• Good workmanship 
• Have a tidy work place 
• Respect the environment 
• Leave work site tidy 
• Keep appropriate language on work site 
• Team work (makes job easier) 
• Good behaviour - Everything we do at work and out of work reflect on AMC — should be kept in mind. 
• Follow up all queries/questions/requests in a timely and proper manner 
• Have pride in your work and the finished product 
• Treat the job as if it where you're own 
• Do not cut corners 
• Strive for success 
• To be profitable and successful 

Personal 
• Good professional Appearance 

o  Wear AMC uniform at all times 
• Good company image 
• Be polite to clients/public and/co-workers and public 
• Respect and relate with all your co-workers 
• Respect and relate with all clients 
• Respect all others onsite 
• Treat others as you would want to be treated 
• Work in a safe manner 

o  PPE to be worn — Boots, earmuffs, glasses, hi-vis 

Customers  
• Good customer relations 
• Exceed customer expectations 
• Customer satisfaction met 

Vehicles  
• Keep work trucks clean and tidy (Good public image) 
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Health and safety commitment - as written by staff.  

Angus McMillan Concrete  is committed to taking all practicable steps to maintain a safe and healthy workplace, 
ensuring that our employees and others are not harmed. We will comply with the Health and Safety in Employment 
Act and its amendments along with all relevant regulations, standards and codes of practice at all times. 
Our employees are encouraged to participate in the development and on-going implementation of the Health and 
safety program, to ensure that it is continuously reviewed and improved. 
Employer responsibilities 

• To systematically identify, control, monitor and review all workplace hazards. 
• To ensure employees are given appropriate health and safety training with regard to specific equipment and 

hazardous substances. 
• To provide and maintain plant and equipment for safe use by employees. 
• To ensure that any health monitoring results will be made available to the employee concerned. 
• To ensure all employees are inducted and given specific Health and safety training including Emergency 

procedures. 
• To ensure visitors and contractors to the site are safe from harm. 

Employee Responsibilities   
• To participate in the Health and safety program 
• To ensure that no action or inaction by them is taken that may cause harm to themselves or others. 
• To identify and report any workplace hazards. 
• To not use any plant or equipment or use any hazardous substances unless trained in the safe use of the 

item. 
• To use personal protection equipment (PPE) where instructed. 
• To report any work place incidents, injury or unsafe practice immediately. 

Industry codes of practice   
• Apply the relevant industry codes of practice 
• Strive for the acceptable standards of industry best practice 

Customer satisfaction   

• Strive to produce the best possible job for the customer's needs and expectation every time. 
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Performance & Commitment:  
As the owners of the company we are continually committed to any project we undertake to the highest of 
standards. We are committed to keeping projects on budget and on time without making sacrifices. Any challenges 
arising we will work through with the client to provide a satisfactory solution. Ensure continual training, learning and 
implementing new techniques learned from conventions and trainings. 
We as a company have a long standing association with The New Zealand Master Placers association — with Angus 
being chair for many years and Carol secretary — after a 2 years break Carol has returned to the board to help make a 
difference in our industry — we also belong to the American Society of Concrete Contractors — which opens up a lot 
of doors for information and help. 

Company Attributes:  
HDC Civil Works Approved contractor 
Projects worked on: 
ABB foundation and floor - (Box, prep, place and finish floor and outside slabs) 
National Aquarium of NZ — Penguin enclosure (Various applications including hand carved decorative rocks) 
Flaxmere and Cornwall Kirkpatrick parks splash pads - (Box, set out foundation, place and finish) 
Latter-day Saints — Hastings - (Paving and Place and finish floors) 
Cape-Kidnappers golf course — (Paths, box, prep, place and finish exposed) 
lona College — (Paving, place and finish floors and counter tops) 
Hastings Skate Park - (All concrete work) 
Turangi Skate Park - (Prep sit and all concrete work) 
Mangakino Skate Park - (Prep site and all concrete work) 
Ford Hastings — (Place and finish floors — Box, prep Place and finish outside slabs) 
Delegats Winery — Hastings — (Place and finish, cut all concrete work) 
Food grade Warehouse — Hastings (Place and finish all concrete slabs) 
Napier Skate Park - Marineland development — (Construct Skatepark and other flatwork on site) 
Havelock North Skatepark (All concrete works in Skatepark area) 
Porters Hotel — Havelock North — (Place and finish floor and exterior slabs) 
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Company awards:   
2008 New Zealand Master Concrete Placers (NZMCPA) awards 

• Best Place and finish — Cape Kidnappers 

• Supreme award — Cape Kidnappers 

2009 NZMCPA awards 

• Best decorative — Plus Rehab — Taradale 

2011 NZMCPA awards 

• Most innovated award — Splash pad — Cornwall Park - Hastings 

2012 NZMCPA awards 

• Most innovated — AMC reception hand carved vertical stone work 

2013 NZMCPA awards 

• Most innovated - Penguin enclosure — National aquarium — Napier 

2014 American society of concrete contractors (ASCC) award 

• Cast in place special finishes 2 nd  place — Hastings Skate Park 

• Vertical application 2 nd  place — Penguin enclosure — National Aquarium — Napier 

2015 NZM CPA awards 

• Environmental/most innovated — Hastings Skate Park 

• Supreme award — Hastings Skate Park 
2016 ASCC awards 

• Cast in place special finish 2 nd  place — Mangakino Skatepark 

Collecting 2015 awards - Auckland 
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Staff profiles:  
Name: Angus McMillan 
Job title: Operations/Site manager. Director 
Responsibility: To insure all operations and projects are finished to a high standard. 
Qualifications & training: 
Qualified Carpenter — Trade Certificate 
NZQA 4098 Assessor 
LBP foundations Fl BP105697 
STMS L1 ID 20000 
Site Safe ID 448243 
Relevant Practical Skill Experience: 
8 years Carpentry 
31 years Concrete construction 

Angus attends World of Concrete (WOC) in Las Vegas every year to check out any new products coming into the 
market place and to attend seminars on relevant subjects to help further his knowledge. 
Angus is on the National advisory group for concrete and cement which is part of the BCITO — he puts himself 
forward for committees/taskforce when required to better our industry. Angus completed both of the following 2 
qualifications National Ready Mix Concrete America (NRMCA) Certified Pervious Concrete Technician — PCCO34228, 
American Concrete Institute (ACI) Concrete Flatwork Finisher & Technician ID#01175361 in 2009, they have lapsed 
but have no standing in New Zealand so there is no need to re-sit at this point. 

Name: Carol McMillan 
Job Title: Managing director 
Responsibilities: To run the company — making sure that all staff and clients are happy and treated fair. To make 
sure all have input into the companies Health and Safety policy and abide by it. 

Carol has been involved in the industry for the past 30 odd years working with Angus for the past 22 years in this 
Business — Carol has done everything from measuring and quoting to managing the company — although she can 
explain how the projects progress, she believes that she has a husband and 3 children who can do the physical work 
so her job is to keep the home fires burning. 
Carol also attends seminars throughout New Zealand, Australia and USA. 

Name: Ben McMillan 
Job Title: Chief Estimator & Projector supervisor 
Responsibilities: To price all work from Mrs Jones driveway to the large commercial plans — to then 
manage these projects to their completion in a timely and acceptable manner. 
Qualifications and training 
IC 
Site safe 

Ben has been involved in the business since a teenager — spending time on site boxing and pouring 
concrete. Ben went to Wellington to study where he became ill and was not able to complete his studies, 
in January 2009 saw Ben return to the Bay marrying the lass who stood by him through his illness and learn 
the hard way on the job. Ben has spent 6 of these in our other business Concrete corner formerly Trowel 
Trades Supa Centre Hawkes Bay. 8 Months ago there was a need for him to help with pricing domestic 
work which he has worked through well. In July 2016 our Quantity surveyor moved on and this gave Ben 
the opportunity to step up more and learn more — he has taken this in his stride and doing very good work. 
2017 Ben will attended WOC with us to learn more — he attended several seminars and is looking forward 
to implementing them into our business structure over the coming months. Ben plans to attend WOC again 
in 2018 to learn more. 
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Name: Andrew McMillan 
Job Description: Commercial Estimator, drainage & contracts Supervisor 
Responsibilities: To source price, plan and supervisor commercial projects. 
Qualifications and training 
Diploma in Civil Engineering 
Registered drain layer 
Site Safe 

Andrew has re-joined the family company after 10 years in Hamilton studying and gaining experiences in 
fields that will help our company. 

Name: Joseph Joblin 
Job Title: Site foreman 
Responsibilities: When issued a project to work through all parts to produce a happy client. 
Qualifications and training 
Site safe 

Joe has been with us for 5 years, he came to us with a basic hammer hand knowledge. We have seen Joe 
grow and now we can send him to projects on his own knowing he will complete them to a high standard. 

Name: Rangi Pimm 
Job Title: Cutting, grinding Supervisor 
Responsibilities: To run the cutting, grinding and remedial part of our company. 

Rangi has been with us 10 years — he is a dedicated "just get on and do" type of guy. He has been our 
number one cutter for a long time and this year (2016) when our grinding supervisor left, Rangi stepped up 
and joined this team to the one he already had to be able to do and achieve more. 

Name: Patrick Roache (Joe 90) 
Job Title: Leading hand 
Responsibilities: To make sure all boxing and prep is completed ready for place and finish. 

Joe 90 re-joined us for the 3rd or 4th time. Joe has a good attitude and just gets on with what needs to be 
done. He is Angus's right hand man with the skate parks — forming and boxing for upcoming pours — there 
is pressure on as a pour has to happen every day. 

Name: Kayne Taylor 
Job Title: Leading hand 
Responsibilities: To help with boxing — then to place and finish features 

Kayne joined us with in the past year — he has a wealth of knowledge in the concrete sector. He is Angus's 
left hand man — he helps to finish transitions and flat work to the high standard needed on all projects. 

Other staff 
We have a range of new staff joining us at present but in these times of a busy industry and lack of applicant we are 
finding they are moving around a lot — we will bring staff with us that work well to achieve great results. 
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Referee contacts for Skate parks  

Hastings (William Nelson Park) & Havelock North Skate Park 
Gordon Trip 027 4457 390 
Tony MacKeanan 027 4988 270 
Rachel Stewart 021 735 517 

Taupo District Council (Mangakino and Turangi) 
Andrew Bowden 	021 274 3375 

Napier City Council (Marine Parade redevelopment — Skatepark) 
Georgina king 027 801 3738 

Designer — Rich design 
Richard Smith 021 101 4988 
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-AMC- 
ANGUS McMILLIAN 

- CONCRETE - 
Job Safety & Tasks Analysis 

DATE: 3 November 2016 TIME: 2pm REF #: 	 CLOSED # YES  •  NO  • 
Description of Work: (specify tasks, equipment and location) 

Skatepark - Travel to work on site, set up complete job, disassemble, and return home. 

1. 	Hazard Identification 
What hazards are associated with this task/process? 

Procedure 
2. Identify Control Measures 
For each hazard identified, a control is required 
to minimise risk. 

3. Assess the Risk 
Evaluate the risks associated with the task WITH ALL CONTROLS IN 
PLACE 

1. 	Hazard Identification 2. 	Control Measures 
E3Moving Machinery 
E1Powered Equipment 
0Automatic Equipment 
NEnergy (Power Sources) 
[3 Transport 

El Manual Handling 
CR] Noise 
El Confined Space 
El Restricted Access 
0 Fragile Roof 
CI Heights Work 

LgTrenches / Holes 

OSteam 
El Compressed Air 
Cg]Fumes / Dusts 
ElChemicals 
El Slips & Trips 

0 Lighting levels 
0 Fire 
CIElectricity 
E1Weather 
ZTemperature 
El Extremes 
LIVentilation 

Eliminate Isolate Minimise 

0 Remove Equipment 

EIRemove Substance 

0 Use alternate chemicals 

EIRestraint Equipment 
OVented or Purged 
0 LOTO / Isolation 
0Sheeting or Covering 
ITIGuarding 
ECleaning 
El Restricted Entry 
ORelocate Persons 

El Hot work permit/precautions 
0Confined Space Permit 
El Retrieval Equipment 

EIPPE 
OSecond Person 
EISigns/Barriers 
SHazards made known 
CI Fall Arrest Equipment 
OScaffolding 
NTrained & Competent 
El Correct Tools 

Other: Other: (give details) 

3. 	Tasks Risk Assessment 
Assess likelihood / consequence of the hazard to cause harm Assess the risk without 
controls in place and reassess the risk again with controls added —you should see a 
reduction of risk, this will determine the effectiveness of the safety controls added. 

Risk Rating (assessment) 

Initial Risk Score (without controls):  High 

Final Risk Score (with controls): 	Moderate 

ie i ioo( 

Almost certain Moderate High High Extreme 

High 

Extreme 

Extreme Likely Moderate Moderate High 

Possible Low 	Moderate Moderate High Extreme 

Unlikely Low 	Moderate Moderate Moderate Hig  -1 

Rare Low 	Loy." Moderate Moderate Hig  -i 

0 Grow Human Resources Ltd 2015 
	

HAZ-002 I  February 2016 
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-AMC- 
ANGUS McMILLIAN Job Safety & Tasks Analysis 

- CONCRETE - 

Specific Control Measures to be undertaken (Site Board): 

Tick Task Hazards Controls Risk 
Rating 

Comments 

0 
Travel to site Accidents 

Loose load 
Heavy load 
Speed 
Fatigue 

Drive to conditions 
Tie on well and have checked 
Check weight 
Drive to NZ road code 
Take breaks or swap drivers 

2
 2

 2
 2

  2
  

CI 
Set up on site Road traffic 

People coming onto site 
Vehicles coming on site 
Vehicles unloading on site 
Site inductions 

Set up by STMS 
Fencing and hazard signs erected 
One well signed entry 
Warn and keep others away from area 
One staff will be allocated this and fill out hazard board at 
gate along with sign in. 

2
 2

 2
 2

 2
  

0 
Project work Heavy machinery 

Uneven ground 
Pumice  —  dust 
Noise 
Silting onto other sites 
Welding pipes 
Concrete burns 
Sub-contractors 
Space 
Spills 
Remaining trees and features 
Traffic disturbance 

Trip hazards 
Existing skate park 

Notify others  —  wear hi vis at all times  —  Confident operators 
Notify others on site  —  wear sturdy foot wear 
Have sprinklers on site to water down 
Work with in the 7am  —  6pm  —  monitor by 1 person 
Use a silt cloth around the edges of the site 
Have a hot work permit  —  use correct PPE —Notify site 
Wear correct PPE for this task  —  refer H & S manual 
All inducted onto site  —  make them aware of all controls 
Monitor this if we cannot have access to empty space 
If there are spills clean up appropriately 
Barrier off and advice those on site what is being kept 
Work deliveries where possible into less busy times  -  limit 
amount of site visits per day and timing. 
Watch where walking it is a work site 
Fence well and have good signage 

2
 2

 2
  2

 2
 2

 2
  2

 2
 2

 2
  2

 

Tool box meetings to be held daily and weekly 
depending on tasks 

Reporting as per forms in manual 

We have asked to have the what looks like 
empty space between building next to sight 

Will need to watch and talk with Skaters 

D 
Dissemble 
Site 

Vehicles coming onto site 
Vehicles loading 
Clean up 
Space  —  lack of 
People on site 
Remove fencing 

STMS set up 
Warn other around. 
Make sure site is very tidy all rubbish.. gone 
Work out a way to minimise disturbance 
Leave fence to the end 
STMS will need to set up along road front 

2
 2

  2
  2

 2
  2

  

lil 
Travel home Accidents 

Loose load 
Heavy load 
Speed 
Fatigue 

Drive to conditions 
Tie and have checked 
Check weights 
Drive to NZ road code 
Take breaks or swap drivers 

2
 2

 2
 2

  2
  

Grow Human Resources Ltd 2015 
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Job Safety & Tasks An1 ss 

 

 have personally carried out an assessment of the location / activity and authorise work to proceed with the agreed controls in place. 
Signed: 	 Name: 	 Position: 
Signed: 	 Name: 	 Position: 

 

I accept that the Risk Assessment and control measures minimise the risks as far as reasonably practical. 
Signed: 	 Name: 	 Position: 
Signed: 	 Name: 	 Position: 

  

(0 Grow Human Resources Ltd 2015 	 HAZ-0021February 2016 
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om Smithers 
Tom Smithers built and designed the already erected skatepark. Enclosed is a 

quote from him for the proposed extension. As you will see, it is far more 
extensive than Richard Smith's quote. 
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• 
Enterprises Ltd. 

14/03/2017 

Dear Chay 
Please find enclosed Breakdown of costs of Marton skatepark extension 

MATERIALS: 

1. Pre-cast concrete 2D & 3D section 17 $ 	51,000.00 
2. Pre-cast concrete flat sections 16 $ 	6,400.00 
3. Galvanized steel $ 	4,000.00 
4. Concrete 42 cube $ 	10,240.00 
5. Blocks for walls $ 	5,323.50 
6. Block fill $ 	2,350.00 
7. Steel Reinforcing $ 	3,750.00 
8. Metal / fill $ 	6,000.00 
9 Timber for hand rails $ 	3,550.00 

$ 	92,612.50 

LABOUR: 

1. Steel prefabrication $ 	8,000.00 
2. Administration, establishment and setup $ 	2,000.00 
3. Block work, footings, laying, steel, & filling. $ 	10,000.00 
4. Preparation, boxing and steel fixing $ 	20,000.00 
5. Concrete pouring and finishing $ 	9,600.00 
6. Concrete cutting $ 	1,000.00 
7. Building timber hand rails $ 	3,500.00 
7. Crane, truck, and equipment $ 	6,000.00 
8. Earthworks $ 	6,000.00 
9. Accommodation $ 	3,000.00 

$ 	69,100.00 

Sub Total $ 161,171.50 
G.S.T. $ 	24,175.72 
Total $ 185,347.22 

Thank you 

Tom Smithers 

Cnr Croydon rd & surf highway 45. PO Box 24, Oakura, Taranaki, New Zealand. 
Phone/Fax: +64-6-752-7562 	Mobile: 027-2244973 

Email :tom@tomsnnithers.com  web site: www.customskateparks.co.nz  

Page 148



Signati• res of 18+  
As mentioned in the cover letter we obtained signatures from members of the 
Marton community that were 18 years or older. The signatures were of those 

that heard the entire proposal and agreed with the contents and were in support 
of it happening. 
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As a local resident of Martor - 
proposal 	:•::.: id the ska 
I recogni:_ 	ed c 	 : and 	; 	!rton would on 
benefit fr 	. 	 recreational 
As explai 	le, a t et facility in this 	,uld b 	it ber 	lot 
only to those using the 	 Bing 	)all . 
grounds. It would stop 	 nd surrounding are:: 
using the Z Service Statioi. toilet, which is for customers nly and urin,-, 
and around the s!'..,"-.epark. Theref 	"pport and agree at a toilet facil Ly 

in or near the ska park would be o 
Please accept my 	, 	 d 	• 2SS as sign of 	 support. 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Nam =- 

Add: 

Nam,: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signal: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signatur. 
I / 

Name: 1" 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address 

Name: 

Address: 

Si na 

   

    

Signature: 

  

   

Signat- 

   

    

Signni 
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Ignz.  

Adc _ss: 

Name: 

- iress: 

Address: 

Name: 

fxddress: 

Signature: 

Signatu 

Audress: 

Nal. Signatu H.: 

Signature: Name: 

Address: 

Addr€::: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

IU p 

Name: 

Address: 

Name 

 Addres, 

Name: 

Iva tie 

Addre 

Sign at u e .  

Signature 

Signa 

Signature_ 

Signz !re: 
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Sign, 

Signature: 

Sign&  

Signature: 

Signature:  

Name: 

Address :L 

Name 

Address: 

ame:  

Address: 

Name: 

161File: -31 

ame: 3.11re: 

Nat.  Signe 

S S 

Address' 

Adi 

Nat 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name:  

Address: 

ame: 

Address: 

;na u 

N  

Signature: 

Ad 
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of 44 

Address: 

Name: 

Addr s . 

	

lim e: 	 LI CA  

'dress: 
Signature: 

idress: 

	

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: 

Name: Signati 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: 

Name: C, Signature: 

Address: 

ame: 	 Signature: 

Address:\c)  
Name:  exe\.0 

Address: 

Signatt - 

Signature: 

Si n - 

Add ress : 

'firpc,s; 

Sign - /it 6/1  

ess: 	/ (,to 	 
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31 1 Lure: 

Address: 

Name: SignE 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signatu 

Signature: 

Adc ss: 

Address: 

Address: 
Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: (11- 
Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: c I A 

Name:  

Address: 

Signature: 

Name: 	 Signature 

Addra - 
Name: 

Address: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signatu  

Signatu  

3igna:  

Address: \C) 

Page 154



Page 4 of 44 

Arne: 

i-keidress: 

Name: SignaturE: 

F(L352Y  
Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Addr-_ 

Signature: 

Address: 

Name:  

Address: 
Signature 

Address: 
Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

.1dress: 
Signature: 

Address: 

rime: 

ddress: 

ature: 

Name: V IcvL,i 	 Signati. 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Na 

Aci 
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a rr  Signature: 

Add - 

ur 

Narr 
 Add- H - 7): 	 A  

Name: rY k 
m  

Name: Signa 	: 

Arkiress: 4 
N 

Address: 

Signature: 

H 
Signat 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

S 
Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 1. 1 

 Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Nan 	 Sig tu II 4 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

ress: 
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Idres1,: 

\lame: 	/- 
Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

- iature: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Address:  
Name: 	fl 
Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name:  

Address: '7 

Name .{ 

Address:  
Name: ----- 

Adc 

AOciress: 

Name: 

Address:  
Name: 

Address° 

Name: 

Address.  

Name: 

Address:  
Name:  2 
Address: 

Signature: 

—gnature: 

gnatt 

e: 

Signature: 
/v 

Signature: 

0 
Signature: 

Signs 

Signs 

Signatu 	Ci),7 ,15  

S 	_ 

S g a ure: Nar 	, 

ess:z7,  
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S gnat 

Addr 

Signature: 

s: 

Name: 

Address: 

Address: 

Name: 

Addi 

Nan-
Addrass: 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signatur.  

Signa 

gnature: 

Addr 	3 ti 	f7( 

Name: 	ctiT 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 3C I  
Name: 
Address: 

Name: 

ress: 

Signature: 

Signa 

Signature: 

Signal 

Signature: 

Am) 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 
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J of 44 

Signat 

Addr9-s: ■ 
Na 

Address: 

Name: 

Addr 

Signat 

Sign__ _ 

Addres: 

Name:  
Address: 

Address: 

Name:  
Address: - 

Signa t 

Signature .  
dress:  

4(737L 	Signature: mime: 

Address: 

Signati__ 

Address: 20 

Address:0_ 

Name: Signatur 

Address: 

ame: 

AddrE, 

Nam 
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Name: 

nature: 

Address: 

Address: 

Nan 

Add 

Nan, 

Address: 

Name: Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 	 

Address: aiv 

Name: Signatu 

Address: 

Name: Signature: 

Address: 
 Name: Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Add:E:ss: 

S g ture: 

Signa 

Name: 

Address: 

Li I 

Signa  

Address: 4VfAx  
r - t Signa u e: 

Add 
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Sign 

Signature: 

ame: 
 Address: 

ame: 

Address: 

Name: 

Name: 

Addr ss: Ov9,6\01)-  
./ e: 

Sign Name! 

Namc Signature: 

ature: Nam€: 

Si 	_ire: NamE / • 

7 of 44 

Signati. Name: Toq 
Address: 

me: 

Sign 

Address: 

Addn, 

Address: 	,71 0 

7/ 
Addrt, 	 0")  

Signature: 

Address: 

Namc. 

Addre.i,. 

Name: 

dress: 

kiame 

Address 

ame: 

Ad 

?Ss: 
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S S : 

me: na 

fl  dress: 
Sign 

ress: 

Address: 
 Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 
Nam€: 

 Addre 

Name: 

Address: 
 Name: 

Address: 
 Name: 

Address: 

dress: 

ame: 

Address: 

ame: 

Address: 
Name:  
Address:  

me: 

dress: 

Sign 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Signatu: 

Signatt 

Sign at 

Signature: 

Signa 

Signature: 

Signature: 

A 

Page 164



)f 44 

dd ess:_ 
Signs 

Signs 

Signs: 

Name: 

Address: 

-n 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

 Name: 

Address: 

Name: 

Address: 

 Name: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Signature: 

 

Si gnat u e: 

 

Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 	 Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 

  

Signature: 

  

       

       

       

Address: 

      

Name: 
	 Signature: 

Address: 

Name: 
	 Signatu 

Address: 

Nar: 1: 

Name: 
	 Signatu 

Address: 
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Skatepark Survey 
We surveyed all the children that were interested in the extension of the 

skatepark, which was the majority if not all. First we surveyed the regular 
skatepark users, then we left surveys with children whom use the skatepark 

sometimes and finally we asked schools to ask any children that wanted to take 
part, to feel free to do so. 
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Individual forms signed by children are not disclosed as 

Council has no authorisation from caregivers to do this.  
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