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Emma Gee

From: Paul <sangsters33@xtra.conz>

Sent: Saturday, 26 May 2018 9:34 am.

To: Michelle Allison; Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Re: Grandstand

Sorry Michelle, the vote to save it was lost 8-6 on Thursday. It is to be pulled down. Paul S.

On 24/05/2018 2:56 PM, Michelle Allison wrote:
Hi,

I really do hope the grandstand of Takaka will be staying where it is.

Surely, the decision and extensive costs of moving it 18metres can be seen as folly and
totally unnecessary. If this is not the case, please provide justifiable reasons for such an
action,

Regards,

Michelle Allison

Takaka

On Wed, Apr 11, 2018 at 1:48 PM, Michelle Allison <micheile@snow-forecast.com> wrote:
Hi,
Having just read Bryony Pearson's update at change.org I am very

pleased to discover that an arrangement has been made for the
Grandstand to stay where it is.

Regards,
Michelle
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Emma Gee

From: Bryony Pearson <bryony.pearson2@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, 27 April 2018 3:47 am.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: Golden Bay Grandstand - documents from Jill Pearson via Bryony Pearson - email 1

Attachments: Golden Bay Grandstand - James C N Blackburne Affidavit pdf; Golden Bay
Grandstand - James C N Blackbume Architect Report.pdf; lan Bowman report
Takaka grandstand pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi GB Community Board

Jill has asked me to forward you the attached reports on the Grandstand:

1. Ian Bowman's report (Jan Bowman report Takaka grandstand.pdf)

2. James Blackburne's report (Golden Bay Grandstand - James C N Blackburne Architect Report.pdf)

3. T also attach James Blackburne's affidavit that originally went with the report as it adds to and explains
the report itself (Golden Bay Grandstand - James C N Blackburne Affidavit.pdf).

I will also send the Environment Court hearing transcript as it contains relevant information - this will be in
the next email,

Please let me know if there are any issues with the attached documents or any other questions.

Many thanks and kind regards
Bryony
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1. INTRODUCTION
This report was commissioned by Jill Pearson on behalf of the Golden Bay
Grandstand Community Trust. {GBGSCT)

2. BRIEF

» To visit the sife of the Golden Bay Grandstand ot 2032 Takaka
Valley Highway, Tokake, which is owned by the Tesman District
Council,

* To review the documentation and submissions availoble and to
provide an opinion on the heritage values for the grandstand.

* To provide orchitectural comment on the reports and especially the
heritage volues of the grandstand and whether in the authors
opinion it was worthy of Scheduling in the Tasman Resource
Management Plan [TRMP} and Listing by Heritage New Zealand
Heritage Taonga (HINZPT).

3. SCCPE AND UMITATIONS
A site visit was conducted on 17 Janvary 2017 and lasted approximately
2 hours.

The inspection was generally visual only from all accessible points.
I was not able to inspect the inferior of the squash court building.

Building fobric was removed ot the junction between the squash courts
and grandsiand otherwise the framing was only exomined where
clodding was loase or had previously been removed.

| have reviewed the following documents: -

¢ Tosman District Council Earthquake-Prone, Dangerous and
Insanitary Bulldings Policy 20062011, adopted 10 May
2006

* Initiol Struciural Assessment [IEP), Aurecon, 25 QOclober
2012

*  Tosmon District Council Consultation Plans for Golden Bay
Recreation Centre, Arthouse Architecture, 25 February 2014

*  Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plan, Chapter 2: Meaning of Words, 10 December 2016

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandsiand 3|Page ,‘mub
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*  Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plon, Chapter 10: Significant Natural Values and Historic
Heritage, 19 Seplember 2015

*  Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plan, Chopter 16 Part 13: Historic Heritage, 10 December
2016

*  Tasman District Council, Full Council Agenda ftem 8.3,
Report Number RCN160603, 9 June 2016

*  Applications for entry on the New Zealand Heritage List - Jifl
Pearson — 30 June 2016

*  Deb Foster, Archaeclogical Assessment of the Grandstand,
Golden Bay Recreation Park, Takaka, July 2016

*  Amanda Coats, Proorch Consuliants Limited. Golden Bay
Grandstond, Tokoka, October 21 2016, Revision C

*  Tasman Disirict Council, Application for o General
Archaeological Authority, 27 October 2016.

e  Heritage New Zecland Pouhere Taonga, list number 9706
(listing declined)

e Heritoge New Zeakind Pouhere Taonga, Nomination for
Entry on the New Zealond Heritage List / Rirangi Kérero
letter 1o Jill Pearson, 1 November 2016, file reference
12009-1292,

*  lon Bowman, Heriloge values assessment Takaka
Grandstand, Tokeka, December 2016

The author has not undertaken to check or verify any of the historical

history provided or quotes by others in the reports noted cbove. Some
minor additional research has been undertaken to support condlusions in
this report

The author is not quolified fo assess: -
*  Moaori culturol values,
* Aschaeological values
» Engineering maters

The report does not cover the condition of the current building or elements
or describe the building element as this has been well documented by lan
Bowman.

For clarity, | have adopted the same elevation directions as lon Bowman,
South elevation ~ o the fields, East fo the new Golden Boy Shored

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 4|Pag m‘b
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Recreation Facility (GBSRF), North to the Keith Poge Memorial Hall, West
to the Entrance driveway and carpark.

The author fook contemporary photographs. The sources of other
photographs are identified under each photo.

This copyright of this report is the jointly held by Architects 44 lid and the
Golden Bay Grandstand Community Trust.

4. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

4.1

4.2,

4.3.

4.4,

4.5.

4.6

47.

| believe that the report by kan Bowman to be the most accurate
and complete of the 3 reports relating to the description of the
buildings, their histories and associated heritage values
ossessment.

The squash court building should be viewed as a separate
building fo the grandstand os it technically eppears not o be
attoched, cther than via simple metal flashings.

That the demolition of the squash court building would dramatically
improve the visual appearance of the grandstand.

The grandstand building is o heritage building and should be
Scheduled by the Tasman District Council in the Tosman Resource

Pion and Lisied os o Category Il building by the
New Zealand Historic Places Trust.

Unless the grandstand building is defermined via detailed
engineering analysis to be earthquake prone or there is a “change
of use”, there is no immediate legal requirement o upgrade the
building fo meet any current building code requirements.

Unless the grandstand building can be confirmed as being
earthquoke prone, the stoirs should be reinstated, so the building
can be used as designed.

The costs fo restore the grandstand building can only be
determined affer engineering analysis, the preparation of o
Conservation Plan and a development / feasibility study which
considers the future uses of the grandstand, and in parficular the
ground floor area.

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandsiond 5|Page

Alﬂmtb
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5. SITE VISIT and BUILDING REVIEW

5.1. | believe that the report by lan Bowman to be the most accurate
and complete of the 3 reports relating fo the description of the
buildings, their histories and ossociated heritage values
assessment,

5.2, There are several matters relevant fo the proposal io demolish the
grandstand that are worthy of addifional comment as they impact
on the reports reviewed.

5.3. The squash court complex should not be considered as being part
of the grondstand building. This building for all infents and
purposes appears fo have been built beside the grandstand and
has o seismic gap separating the two structures. This wos
determined by lifting the metal flashing at the junction between the
courts and the upstairs side wall. Refer Figure 1

This means that the relationship between the squash court building
and the grandstand building is one of neighbours, rather than one
building with the squash courts being a recent unsympathetic
oddifion.

" Figere | - Squash Covrt - Grandsiand junclion

The lefthand side is the concrete block wall of the squosh court
building and the righthand side is the fimber framing of the
grondsiand western side wall.

Attachments Page 14
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5.4, Asthe squash court building is a separate building, the references
fo it in any of the reporis as being an oddition 1o the grandstand
building should not be considered relevant.

This has a significant impact on the outhenticity assessment in the
Amanda Coats report with respect fo the percentage of original
toial building plan area, as the squash court building has o
significant footprint and its elevations are os high as the
grandstond.

To consider the two buildings as one, would be like comparing
two adjacent buildings in a sireet fagade os being one building
and condemning the herifoge building because of the *modem”,
unsympathefic and arguably, ugly neighbour.

5.5. This squash court building has a negative effect on the grandstand
from an cesthetic point of view.

| befieve the demolition of the squash court building would
dramatically improve the appearance of the grandstand os it
dominates the grandstand from nearly every direction.

-
[§

Figure 2- View from - South West, 2017

To remove this building would reveal the side profile of the
building and its characteristic curved roof as evidenced in the
1939 photo of the reserve and park. Refer Figure 3.

Attachments
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-Enlcw of photo kaken in 1939, Nelson Provincicl Museum,
161033

While the glazed window on this elevation no longer exists, there
is adequate photographic evidence fo provide a good guide fo
enable a new window fo be consiructed that reflected the original
1912 fenesiration.

5.6. During my site visit it was possible to locate the original position of
the doorway on the west wall due 1o @ change in the interior
linings. Pulling the clodding back revealed the corrugated iron
cladding fo this woll. Refer Figure 5

f desired, the door's reinstatement would be a relatively simple

process, as there is good evidence physically {Figure 4 & 5) and
historical evidence (Figure 6] fo determine its exact location and

design.

Aschitectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 8 |Page Mmmb
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57.

5.8.

guvdhﬁmpmwol

Figure 5 - Comugeted lran exderior claddling at old apening west doorwoy

On page 23 of the report by Amanda Coats, the description of
the leanto poriion of the rear of the grandstand with respect fo the
1911 photograph is incomect. What appears to be a leanto is in
fact a separate building, which used to be 1o the north of the
grandstand. This separate building is clearly visible in 1939
photo (Figure 3).

The building did have a leanro, but the size and extent of this
fecture requires more detoiled analysis. Figure 6 & 7 would
suggest that it was located fowards the eastern end of the
grandstand and was relatively modast in size.

The western end would appear 1o be open and could have had @
small verandah section,

Archilectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand ?|Poge

R e T T U
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Two photos in ' Waitapu fo Waitui: A jouney yp the Tokoka
Valley', by Carol Dawber, published in November 2016 provide
a better lllustration of the leanto and confirms that the original
cladding to the North Elevation of the grandsiand wos rusficoted
weatherboarding as per the other elevofions.

Lo
- < -

Figure 6 - West Flevewen from 1912, jane McDonald, Sparrow Colfction
Windows, lean-to and cladding to north wall are evident on the North Elevation,

Figure 7~ South and Fast Bevotion from 1912, Fronk Bafgent
Lean-to connected to north wall is evident

Architeciural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 10| Poge

Alﬂlﬂb

Attachments Page 18



Tasman District Council Golden Bay Community Board Attachments — 12 June 2018

Note that the lean-to at the rear of the current building is not out of place when
compared to the 1912 photo in Figure 7,

6. HERITAGE ASSESSMENTS

6.1.  The Amanda Coots report does not specify whot the purpose of
the report is, but it oppears that the primary focus is on defermining
what elements of the building are pre-1900 and the extent o
which they may or not be sfill present in the building.

6.2. On page 9 of the Amanda Coots report the writer concludes “#hat
it does not warant special profection dve fo the archilectural
design or aesthetic merit becouse the allerations and maintenance
that has occumed has not followed the former NZHPT Guidelinas
for Altering Heritage Buildings.

My emphasis added.

This is potentially disingenuous, as there are many heritage listed
buildings that have undergone alterations that do not follow the
guidelines referred.

Herilage value is not necessarily based solely on architectural

merit.

6.3. One example that | am fomilior with is the Peel Street Toilets in
Gisborne, which coincidentally were not listed with NZHPT or
scheduled by the local authority, but the Environment Court felt
deserved profection. Refer ENF 149/98.

Attachments
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64,

The building hod undergone several clterations during its lifefime.
The removal of the roof domes, was one clteration which could be
said o have seriously comprised the architectural quality of the
building. This did not diminish the overall historical and cultural
value of the building 1o such an extent as fo mean, that if was not

worthy of protection by the court,

Another example is Wyflie Coftage also located in Gisbome. This
building Is scheduled with Herilage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga (HNZPT) {tem 814} and is also Scheduled by the
Gisbome District Council, [Ref No P 14]. Over the 145 years
since being built the cottage, it has been relocated within its site
and the fagade has been modified @ number of fimes, including
an ilHnformed “restoration” in the 1970's.

In 2016 the coftage was restored under the guidance of Salmond
Reed Architects, based on careful research and historical
photographic evidence. The cofiage does not resemble its original
form from when it wos built, but a loter form which relotes 1o the
current location.

Figure 10 - WilleCotoge. 1896, Toirawhiti Museum, 232-1_WFC. F429

Aschiteciurol Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 12| Page
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Figue 12 - Widile Cottage famuary 2017

6.5. | have reviewed the heritage value assessment undertaken by lon
Bowman.
| agree with his assessment, except with respect fo Historic
Patferns. Mr Bowman has assessed the pattemns as being
modarate. | belleve thot based on the ranking criteric used by Mr
Bowman that the assessment should be high.

The principle reason that the grondsiand was built in 1899 was
for the ASP show. It has been used as a grandstand for the show
every year, since except for three', not counting 2017

‘2F’°gl ;8, | Bowman, Herlloge values assessment, Tokaka Grandstand, Takaka, Dec
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Based on the historical records the A & P show was not just an
event for the Golden Bay Community. Such was the ASP Shows
significance that people from Nelson ond the wider region
iravelled 1o the show,.

Figure

GOLDEN BAY A. & P. BHOW
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13 - Colonist, Volume XY, ksve 1900, 31 januory 1900, Page 2

GOLDEN BAY A, & P. AZSOCIATION
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T al show of the Gokden Boy
A end P Asotiation will be heid at
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Figuro 14 Nelson Evaning Mo, Volume XIVI, ksve O, 31 fonvary 1913
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6.6.

6.7.

6.8

COLDEN BAY A, AKD P,
ASSOCIATION

ANNUAL S1OW

The 20th annual show of the Gol-
den Ray A, and P. Association will
bo held at Takaka on Wednesduy next
(Auniversary Day). The entries for
tho various classes have filled well,
and there promises to be portacuhrly
strong competition in the domestic
section. For sorfe tinie past the cam.
mitteo have been active in

roparations for this popular nmmn
gvegzr nnd given fine weather there

sboul& be' a very large attendance
from nll parts o?tlw provmce

ol %

Ihavomdﬂno:choaobgbalmempmpumdb/Dob

Foster, Like Mr Bowman, | am not able fo comment on the

archaeological value assessment.

| note thot the Foster report records that in the authors view the

following values are applicable: -

i.  Culiural / historicol context ~ iy high”

il National / regional / local significance « - *Aigh local
significance”

ii.  Amenity Value — Figh”

This is not in conflict with similar criteria and values as assessed by
Mr Bowman,

These assessments are however, in conflict with the Amanda Coats
report, which concludes on page 40 by siafing “The building is
assessed as having low architectural, cesthetic and engineering
volue in its current context.”

I, like the other 2 report authors, do not agree with this conclusion.

The Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management Plan
(TRMP) Chopter 2 - Definifions contains several references to
“Henitage” but only one that is perinent to the grandsiand
building. They ore:

Cultural Herifage Site — means historic heritage that is:

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 15|Pag
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fo/ an archoeoclogicol site as defined by the Heritage
New Zeolond Pouhere Taonga Act 2014, or
&) on archasclogical site that is or may be able,

through investigation by archosological methods, to

provide evidence relating 1o ihe history of New
Zealand, although the site wos associated with
human aclivity that occured offer 1900; or

e/ @ wohi kapy or wahi fopu area as defined by the

Heritage New Zealand Pouhers Taonga Act 2014.

As has been noted by the council in its report RCN 160603, and

bymodbnswﬁ\mpodbopplymgforcnodnrﬁybdmw
ical Site, the grandstand is clearly a Cyltural

HonbgoSubosdeﬂnedbyhcamlhhTRM’

6.9. There is no definition for o *Heritage Bullding” in the Definitions
section of the TRMP. Section 16.13.1 of the TRMP siates that
Schedule 16.13A records herilage buildings and structures.
Schedule 10A records the Criteria for Listing Heritage Buildings
and Structures under Schedule 16.13A.

To be listed, one or more of the following criterio need to met:-
Historical Significance

Architecural Significance

Group Significance

Londmark Significance

Scientific Significonce

Based on the assessments undertaken by lan Bowman and Deb

Foster, the grandstand would meet the historical, architeciural and
landmark significance criteria for lisfing in Schedule 16.13A and

A wWwN -

therefore should be considered o “Heritoge Building” in the context

of the TRMP,

HNZPT “consider thot the grandstand exhibits herifoge volues that
would moke it eligible for inclusion in the Tasman District Council
District Plan heritoge schedule....”

6.10. The TRMP does not state that to be a “Heritage Building” it has fo
be included in Schedule 16.13A, it just siales that this is where

* Hertioge New Zecland Pouhere Toonga, Nominafion for Entry on the New Zealond
Heritage List / Rirangi Karero letier to Jill Pecrson, 1 November 20106, file reference
12009-1292

Aschitectural Review | Golden Bay Grondstand 16|Page
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*heritage buildings and structures” will be recorded. The Tasman
District Council has regulary updated Schedule 16.13A ond | see
no reason why the building should not be included in the next
review. Uniil that time the grandstand should be treated by the
council in the same manner with respect fo the TDMP, as it were
Scheduled as o “heritage building”.

6.11. In reviewing the Application for entry on the New Zacland
Heritoge List, | identified that the applicant applied for o Category
1 listing. 1 would agree with the assessment of the HINZPT staff that
the building is not worthy of @ Category | Listing.

It is my view the grandstond is worthy of consideration as o
Category Il building on the HINZPT list.

lon Bowman on pages 21 and 22 has provided a dleor and
concise review of the listing criteria and the ones that apply to the
grandstand and why.

6.12. it would appear from the NZHPT response to the application that
the “unsympathetic changes throughout the decades” had o
significant bearing on their decision.

As stated previously the squash courts should not be considered as
part of the grandstand and were they o be removed, it would
greatly enhance the appearance of the building.

The leano at the front of the building is unsympathetic, but the
scale of the appendage is not ot odds with the building.

The leanto at the back is not at odds with the original design intent
of the building os it had o leano, albeit small, when originally
construcied,

The addifion of the curved roof is o perfactly acceptable and
sympathetic alieration 1o the original 1899 grandsiand.

The change in woll cladding is not out of context with the building.
While not original, it is @ rural building material and the use of
short lengths fixed with leadhead nails is sympathetic fo @ rural
ABP Grandstand set in a large park like surounding.
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it would oppeor bosed on anecdotal evidence that the ground
floor of the grandstond waos dirt up until the rugby club rooms
altered the ground floor 19677, Adaptive reuse of spaces is
perfectly accepiable and the installation of a timber floor on the
ground floor s not of odds with an adaptive reuse of the space
and the Listing of the building by HNZPT.

While not Listed by HNZPT, there are a number of historically
significant marce whorenui that have had the dirt floors replaced

with timber and this does not make the buildings any less important

or significant,

6.13. As noted on the HNZPT List Eniry Record 9706, the grondstand

‘may be ihe oldest surviving community grandstand in New

race .
It should be noted that there are limited race courses with older

grandstands, and | suspect that with further investigation it is likely
1o be oldest surviving ASP grandstand in the New Zeclond.

The curiilage is also significant, as there ore sfill remnants of the
old cycle track on the northem side of the grounds opposite the
grandstond building Refer Figure 16.

3 Verbal discussion an 17 Jonuary 2017 with Duncan McKenzie, who was a member of
the Rugby Club when the work wos undenaken

Acchitectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 18 |Page
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6.14. It is imporfant fo note that Listing by HNZPT does net provide any

form of legal protection for the grandstand under the Heritage
New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014.

6.15 It is my opinion that the Golden Bay Grandstand o Tokaka is o
heritage building worthy of protection and refention by the Tosman
District Council.

7. BUIDING ACT AND CONSENT IMPLCATIONS

7.1 Itis my opinion the retention of the grandstand building is feasible
from a construction point of view.

7.2. | suggest it would be physicolly and economically vioble 1o
relocate the timber framed main (1899) part of the building. I
would likely be cost prohibitive and fechnically difficult fo relocate
the concrete block parts of the grandstand building. As the
modem concrete block parts of the building have liffle fo no
heritoge valus this would not be a major concem.

7.3. While relocation is technically possible, the connection between
the building and its curtiloge would be lost.
This is of significant concem as it would be defrimental fo the
heritage values of the building, as the grandstand and its
connection fo the ASP show is historically significant. Relocation
of the grandstand away from the current sife has the potential fo
make the building redundant s a grandstand.

74 As mentioned previously the squash court complex is a separate
building and its demalifion is unlikely 1o have any negative impacis
on the grandstand building. As the buildings are detached, it is
unlikely that a Building Consent would be required as the
proposed building work is exempt under Schedule 1 o the
Building Act.

It appears likely that the west wall still has its cladding in place
and it moy be that litle remediation work will be required to make
the building water tight,

If the cladding is not in place or the buildings are found 1o be
attoched in some way a Building Consent may be required. This is

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandsiand 19| Page
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at the discration of the council as fixing up the cladding could be
classed as maintenance under Schedule 1 fo the Building Adt..

0. Demolition of detacked building

The complete demoiition of 3 buliding that is detached and is not more than
3 storeys,

This exemption has been expanded from the previous exemption 1) to alow the full
demolition of ail detached bulidings up to 3 storeys high whether or not they are
damaged. Howeves, partial cemolition is no longer exempt from bullding consent,
other than as permitted by exemption 31,
H you are considering demoiishing an existing buiiding under this exemption, we
recommend that you also consider the foliowing:
“ tarminating services such as water, sewer, and stormwater by capping and seaiing
them inside the boundary
+ COMTACting the refevant service authorities to advise them of the extent
of your work: this Includes siectricity, gas, drainage, water, transport,
telecommunications, cable television and any other services that may be affected
* handing and dispasing of hazardous bulkiing materials
* controling ikt runoff, excess nolse and dust generated by the demoition work,
angd

+ securing the site (eg with a temparary fence or hoardings) to restrict public access

o the area and avold injury to members of the public, 4

7.5. I there is no “change of use” o the building, as defined by
Section 114 of the Building Act and the Building Regulotions, and
no other work was proposed fo the building except general
maintenance, such as replacing the siairs, no building consent
would be required.

This is significant as this means that there would be no requirement

for the council to upgrade the building fo “as near as reasonably
praciicable’ for:-

- means of escope from fire

. occess ond facilities for persons with disabilities

. or any other provision under the building code

In the Amanda Coatts reporf on page 40 o significant extent of
work is noted as being required.

The refention of the building does not mean that this work must be
done now as is contended in the report, the cost of which has

4 Guidance ~ Bullding Werk that does not require @ bullding consent. Third Addifion
2014 ~ Amended June 2016, published by Ministy of Business, Innovation &
Employment

Architectural Review | Golden Bay Grandsiand 20|Page
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been quantified as being in excess of $580,000 plus *GST,
without any supporting breakdown. The kack of o breckdown
makes It difficult to understond how the amount wos calculoted,
The author also states under page 5 that they are not o registered

quantity surveyor.

7.6. There are a number of exaggerations in the report relating to the
proposed work, especially relating to partial demolition options.

It certainly is not clear that the ground floor *must be significontly
rebuilt fo provide seismic strength and bracing”, as no delailed

engineering analysis has been undertaken and the author states
that they are not an engineer.

It is also not clear that the exterior must be reclad with rusticated
weatherboards to match as near as practical fo the original. This
decision should only be made afier a Conservation Plon has been

completed for the grandstand building.

7.7. Ko detlled structural andlysis shows that the grondstand is
earthquake prone a building consent will be required and the
provisions of Section 112 of the Building Act may apply.

This is as follows:
112 Allerations 1o exisiing buildings
{1} A building consent authorily must not grant a building
consent for the alleration of an existing building, or
poart of an existing building, unless the building
consent authorily is salisfied hat, affer the
altsration, —

{ij means of escape from fire; ond

fii} access and fecilitias for persons with
disabilities {if this is a requirement in ferms of
saction 118} and

{b) the building wil], —

fil it complied with the oiher provisions of the
building code immediately before the
building work begon, confinue fo comply
with thase provisions; or

*Pg 41, Amanda Coats, Proorch Consultants Limited. Gelden Bay Grandstond,
Tokaka, October 21 2016, Revision C

Architechurol Review | Golden Bay Grondstand 21|Pege ,m,,“b
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(i) i it did nat comply with the other provisions
of the building codle immediately before the
building work bagan, continve fo comply af
least fo the same extent as i diid then

comply.
{2} Daspite subsection (1), a temitorial authorily may, by
wrillen nofice fo the owner of a building, allow the
aleration of an existing building, or part of an
existing buildling, without the building complying with
provisions of the building code specified by the
Lmum/mmwmgw
fa i the building were required fo comply with the
relevont provisions of the building codls, the
alleraion would not take place; ond

16 the alleration will result in improvements o
attibutes of the building that relate to—
{ij means of escape fom firs; or
fiff occass and focilities for persons with
disabilives; and

fe] the improvements referred to in paragraph fb)
outweigh any defriment hat is likely to arise as o
resull of the building not complying with the
relevant provisions of the building code.

7.8. Following the 2007 Gisbome Earthquake and the 2010 / 11
Chrisichurch Earthquokes, the Ministry of Business, Innovation and
Employment (MBIE) have allowed councils to be more lenient with
respect sirengthening works and the Building Act requirement fo
upgrade means of escape from fire; or access and facilifies for
persons with disabilities when applying for a Building Consent.
This is conditional on the strengthening making the building no
m:upedbﬂmhmmﬂ,hn before the work was

In this situation, it is highly likely that the grandstand building could
be strengthened and no other work undertaken, but this would be

There is no documentation on the MBIE website regarding this, but

| have confirmed this via felephone with MBIE sioff on the 25
Jonuary 2017 ot 12:05pm.

Aschiteciural Review | Golden Bay Grandsiand 22 |Page
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7.9. Itis importont fo note thot the compliance 1o the relevant provisions
of the code, relates o the provisions at the fime the bullding wos
built or consented.

Compliance to the relevant code is not necessarily retrospeciive.

It is highly unlikely that any building built in 1970, let alone 1899,
would meet all the current provisions of the code, but as long as it
met them at the fime of construcfion or consent, there is no
requirement to upgrade the building fo meet the current provisions
unless underfoking a change of use.

7.10. General maintenance of the building should continue 1o be
underfoken, but this must be done sympathetically and where
applicable following the ICOMOS New Zealand Charter for the
Conservation of Places of Cultural Heritage Value,

For example, if the posts need fo be replaced it is important fo
match the original profiles and detailing.

This was not done with the recent replacement of the decayed past

noted in the Aurecon Initicl Structural Assessment.

\Figure_z-e ent post replocement with no chamiers 1o the comers

Note the lack of chamfers on the new post and hand rail beyond,
compared fo the older, possibly 1912 handrail in Figure 17
Note the chamfers on the posts in the following Figures 16 & 17

Aschiteciural Review | Golden Boy Grandstand 23| oge
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Figure 19- Close up of Post om ¢ 1911 image, source GBSGSCT
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7.11. In order fo assess likely costs, the following is required:-
* o Conservation Plan,
* deioiled structural analysis
* an assessment for uses of the ground floor,
There are too many voriables af this stoge fo provide any sort of
budgetary indication.

7.12. | hos been my experience thot it is generally ecsier for heritoge
buildings to access outside funding,
For example, the Lottery Grants Board will provide funding for
heritage projects ot a rafio of 2 for 1 up to a certain maximum
level.
This is o significantly higher ratio compared to their funding for
community buildings.

As any significant work is unlikely to be required immediately fo
the grandstand, there is fime for the community fo organise the
necessary professional reports and start o fund raise for the
restorafion of the grandstand.

To demolish the grandsiand removes the right of the community
and in parficular the A&P Association fo use the historic
grandsiond.

it appears from the Amanda Coals report that the Golden Bay
Shared Recreational Facility project has funds set aside for the
demolition of the whole grandstand and squash court facility.

These funds could be used to fund the following work:-

*  demolish the squash courts and make good, if
necessary, the westem wall of the grandsiand fo
improve the visual oppeal of the grandstand

¢ reinsiote the stairs fo the first floor secting area of the
grondstond so that it can be used as originally
infended.

s  Make good the membrane roof of the front leano, :
which is leaking following the installation of o CCTV f
wire through it o ensure that further decay does not
ocour,
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8. CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS

8.1  Itis my experience as on architect, that a lot of people have
trouble reading 2 dimensional plans and maps. Matters of
imporonce need to be clearly identified and this is best done
using words and colour, keeping drawings similar in layout and
scale so ecsy comparison con be made.

While the 25 February 2014 TDC Consuliofion Plans use colour

on the ground floor plon for the proposed new recreation centre

building, no colour is used on the proposed sife plan and no

existing floor plon is provided so no comparison can be made.
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Figure 20 - Close yp of TDC Consullation - Ground Fleor Plon ~ Not fo scale

On the site plan, there is o dotted oufline, which, as an expert and hoving |
visited the sife, | recognise fo be the grandstand and squosh court

buildings. The drawing does not state that the line represents anything, let

alone the grandstond and squash court buildings which were proposed to

be demolished.

Also the 1911 produce booth, which was demolished for the new centre

is not shown at all, again making it potentially difficult for people to
undersiand the full exdent of the proposal.
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Figure 21 - Clese yp of TDC Cansullofion - Sike Plan — Not to scoie
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Figure 22 - Some image 1o the scole it was fitely to hove been presenied wilh fhe |

I believe that unless it was specifically pointed out fo people viewing the :
site plan, the significant number, would not have reclised that the
grandstand wos proposed fo be demolished.

It is my professional opinion that the following would have been provided
the communily with a much clearer undersianding of the propased
development and the wish to demolish the grandstand building:-
i.  an existing site plan, thot over laid where the new buildings
were fo be located on the existing site. {
ii. acoloured proposed site plon with clear labels of all

Tie
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ii. A 3D (birdeye] bulk and location perspective skeiches or
sim:::t showing the existing and proposed buildings located
on fhe site.

| wos always taught that every line on o drawing should represent
something and that all elements should be easily discemible by the person
reading the plan,

Asrchitectural Review | Golden Bay Grandstand 28|Pog
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IN THE ENVIRONMENT COURT

HELD AT WELLINGTON NO: ENV 2016-WLG-00067
ENV 2016-WLG-00066

ENV 2016-WLG-00065

INTHE MATTER of en appeal under the Heritage New
Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014

(Second Respondent)

McFADDEN McMEEKEN PHILLIPS
SOLICTORS,
NELSON

COUNCIL ACTING

Warwick John Heal,

Barrister

1246 Mein Road, Pakewau, Golden Bay
Te 03 5248696

Email warwickéd wihealbarmister,co.nz
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10

1 am an architect with 24 years experience.

I'hold a Batchelor of Architecture from the University of
Auckland and was made a Fellow of the New Zealand Institute
of Architects at the age of 33 for services to the Institute,

Thave extensive experience in the restoration, modernising and

adaptive reuse of heritage buildings. This work has been

undertaken independently and in association with conservation
il

The building projects that I have worked on include Heritage
NZ listed category I churches, houses and monuments and
category II commercial buildings and houses plus numerous
marae.

I have extensive experience with strengthening heritage
buildings and timber framed school buildings.

Thave experience with fundraising for heritage and marae
projects. This includes the recent restoration of the Toko Toru
Tapu Church, Manutuke, which raised over $1,1 million.

I worked for 3 months as a researcher for the Gisborne Branch
Committee of the New Zealand Historic Places Trust (NZHPT)
in 1992-93. The work involved researching and compiling
registration proposals for buildings and sites in the Gisborne
and Wairoa area. In total I prepared registration proposals for
approximately 15 buildings all of which were subsequently
Listed as heritage buildings.

I have been involved in the research and scheduling of interiors
of buildings in the Gisborne Combined Regional Land &
District Plan. This work was undertaken in conjunction with
Salmond Reed Architects.

1 was the Chairman of the Tairawhiti (Gisborne) Branch
Committee of the NZHPT from 1999 until the branch was
disbanded in 2013, duc to the change in legislation relating to
people to undertake research and the preparation of registration
proposals for submission to NZHPT,

I am currently the President of Historic Places Aotearoa
Incorporated and Chairman of Historic Places Tairawhiti
Incorporated.

——
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11. On the 17 Janmary 2017 I undertook an inspection of the
Golden Bay Grand Stand, which lasted approximately 2 hours.

12. Thave reviewed the following documents:-

Tasman District Council Earthquake-Prone, Dangerous
and Insanitary Buildings Policy 2006-2011, adopted 10
May 2006

Initial Structural Assessment (IEP), Aurecon, 25 October
2012

Tasman District Council Consultation Plans for Golden
Bay Recreation Centre, Arthouse Architecture, 25
February 2014

Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plan, Chapter 2; Meaning of Words, 10 December 2016
Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plan, Chapter 10: Significant Natural Values and Historic
Heritage, 19 September 2015

Tasman District Council, Tasman Resource Management
Plan, Chapter 16 Part 13: Historic Heritage, 10 December
2016

Tasman District Council, Full Council Agenda Item 8.3,
Report Number RCN16-06-03, 9 June 2016
Applications for entry on the New Zealand Heritage List —
Jill Pearson — 30 June 2016

Deb Foster, Archaeological Assessment of the
Grandstand, Golden Bay Recreation Park, Takaka, July
2016

Amanda Coats, Proarch Consultants Limited. Golden Bay
Grandstand, Takaka, October 21 2016, Revision C
Tasman District Council, Application for a General
Archaeological Authority, 27 October 2016,

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga, list number 9706
(listing declined)

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga, Nomination for
Entry on the New Zealand Heritage List / Rarangi Kdrero
letter, 1 November 2016

1an Bowman, Heritage values assessment Takaka
Grandstand, Takaka, December 2016

13. As outlined in my Architectural Review Report, I believe that
the squash court building is a separate building to the
grandstand and should not be considered in the same context as
the grandstand, and see no reason why it should not be
demolished if the land is required for other purposes and the
building has no useful purpose.
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14. I'believe that if the squash court building was demolished, the
visual appearance of the grandstand would be greatly enhanced
and people would have a greater appreciation for the building,

15, In my professional experience as an architect, I have found that
many clients have trouble reading 2 dimensional plans and
maps, especially if there is no colour used to differentiate
between elements on the drawings. Matters of importance
need to be clearly identified and this is best done using words
and colour.

16. While the 25 February 2014 TDC Consultation Plans show &
dotted outline, which, as an expert, I take to be the grandstand
and squash court buildings, they do not clearly state that the
grandstand and squash court buildings were to be demolished.

17, Ibelieve that most people reading these documents would have
focussed on the new building, which was being consulted on,
and would have missed that the other buildings were to be
demolished. This in my opinion should have been clearly
indicated on the drawings.

18. The TDC Report Number RCN16-06-03 of 9 June 2016 tem
1.2 states:-
At the end of last year, concerns arose about the proposal to
remove the grandstand to make way for the new building and a
car park. Despite the clear understanding of the magjority of
those close to the project and what the consultation
documents showed, it came as a surprise to some that the
grandstand was to go. Efforts to have if retained were made
and continue.

My empathise added.

If “the majority of those close to the project” had a clear
understanding that the grandstand was to be demolished, it
means that the minority did not have a clear understanding
that the grandstand was to be demolished.

It then follows if not all those “close to the project” a clear
understanding that the grandstand was to be demolished, how
can the community have been expected to haye had the
were to be demolished.

19. 1belicve that there would be limited reason for any
requirement to upgrade the building with respect to:-
« means of escape from fire
* access and facilities for persons with disabilities

s =
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21.

* or any other provision under the building code
unless there was a change of use for the building as defined by
the Building Act 2002.

. Unless through detailed investigation the building is decmed to be

carthquake prone, there is no immediate requirement to upgrade
the building or expend significant amounts of money on it as
suggested in the Amanda Coats prepared for the TDC,

If the building is determined, through detailed analysis, to be
carthquake prone and earthquake strengthening is required to
be undertaken, it is at the council’s discretion whether it would
require the building to be upgraded for means of escape from

22, Under the Tasman District Council Earthquake-Prone,

Dangerous and Insanitary Buildings Policy 2006-2011, which
was adopted 10 May 2006, the grandstand would not require to
be strengthened until December 2029 assuming it was deemed
under AS/NZS 1170:2002 to be of Importance Level 3
otherwise December 2041 under the current policy.

. 1 agree in general with the historic values assessment

undertaken by Ian Bowman., I believe the the assessment for
historic patterns should be High rather than Moderate. The
grandstand was built for the A & P show ass its primary use.
The should was of regional significance based on the historic
records, which indicate that people for all over the region came
to the show.

. Inoted that the heritage value assessment in the

Archaeological Assessment by Deb Foster is in general
agreement with Mr Bowman’s,

. Ibelieve that the Tasman District Council has not fully

understood the historical significance of the grandstand and
that the building is worthy of being included in Scheduled
16.13A as a heritage building in the Tasman Resource
Management Plan (TRMP) as it meets the historical,
architectural and landmark significance criteria required in the
TRMP.

. Ibelieve that the grandstand has a history and a number of

features, as outlined in the Heritage values assessment by lan
Bowman, that mean that it is worthy of being Listed as a
Category II building by Heritage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga.

e
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27. Despite some areas of decay visible, in my experience, I see no
reason why the historic grandstand should not be retained,
these areas repaired, the stairs restated and the building used as
it was intended.

28. The building has had a number of alterations and additions
which are not sympathetic. In time these could be removed
and the grandstand restored following a detailing analysis of
the building and its heritage features.

29. Attached annexed here to and marked with the Letter “A” is
my Architectural Review Report referred to in this affidavit.

SWORN by the said
JAMES COURTENEY NICHOLAS BLACKBURNE
atOisbnmeﬂ:isMoﬂmZO”bd{:nm
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” JOSEPH JOHN MARTIN
SOLICITOR, GISBORNE
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Emma Gee

From: Bryony Pearson <bryony.pearson2@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, 27 April 2018 3:53 am.,

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: 1 of 563 Golden Bay Grandstand - documents from Jill Pearson via Bryony Pearson -
email 2

Attachments: [2017] NZEnvC 092 Golden Bay Grandstand v HNZPT & Tasman DC 29.6.17.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Hagged

Hi Community Board

As promised, please find attached the Environment Court decision.

On page 16, paragraph 47, second bullet point is where the court notes that;

"..Ms C S H Craig (General Manager, Central for HNZ) who gave evidence for the Council, expressed the

view that the

Grandstand should have been included in the [Tasman Resource Management Plan 's Schedule of Heritage
Buildings and Structures]...'

Please let me know if there are any issues with the attached document and if there is any other information

you need.

Many thanks and kind regards

Bryony
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Emma Gee
—— e

From: Sue Brown <suebrown.aorere@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 8 May 2018 9:38 am.
To: Emma Gee
Subject: Fwd: Community Board Targeted rate increase
Attachments: spoken submission LTP2018.docx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Forwarded

From: JD&CO McLellan <Balmac@xtra.co.nz>

Date: Mon, Apr 23, 2018 at 11:29 PM

Subject: Community Board Targeted rate increase

To: Sue Brown <syebrown.sorere@gmail. com>, Paul Sangster <sangsters33@xtra.co.nz>, Abbie Langford
i il. » Tribulldrums(@xtra.co.nz, Dave Gowland <dgowland@xtra.co.nz>,

Averil Grant ! .

Hi Team, Sue suggested I should send my spoken submission to you all. Mayor Richard
asked if I had brought this issue to the Community Board and I said no because I wasn’t
aware of the proposal to increase the rate until I looked at the LTP when I was preparing our
submission. I thought it was appropriate to take it to the LTP hearing initially as I had not
realised it was a request from the Community Board that had initiated this proposal.

I really thought it had come from Staff as various staff had tried o persuade the old
Board to do this previously, and we had been extremely resistant.

I'know it’s only a small increase however it is a targeted rate ,and in part, it is the principle
of the imposition of rate rather than the amount.

1 say in principle as the actual Community Board targeted rate had a very unfortunate
genesis with CEO Paul Wylie, and was imposed to punish both the Community Boards
who successfully applied to the Local Government Commission to overturn the TDC
council decision to abolish both its community boards.

Anyway we have moved on past this thankfully and as T said today, even I have stopped |
trying to flog a dead horse by asking for the Community Board rate to be abolished.

However you may not be aware that the Board has, over the years, made very successful
applications to Grants from rates for items that were needed /wanted for the Conmunity.
All of the art works , the Abel Tasman Quilt ( which is still in the library) ,the Robin Slow
painting and the more recent Dean Reybold one, were all Grants from rates, as was

the contribution to the Fresh Choice mural by Chris Finlayson. We had successful
applications for Christmas decorations etc and I don’t think the Board were ever turned
down although we might have been cut back at times. This all comes out of the general rate.

1
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Motueka wanted pram crossings and traffic refuges which was ridiculous ( in my opinion)
that they paid for them from the targeted rate money as not only are they safety engineering
items that should have been funded by the general rate but also to add insult to injury it’s all
on SHW60 so NZTA should have been contributing!! David Ogilvie spoke to me afier the
meeting today, and he did say that it really isn’t that good as they can only use the money
for TDC assets( which is probably fair enough as it is raised from a targeted rate |

guess) and can’t give grants to other groups unless they are to do with TDC so you would
need to bear that in mind too.

Anyway that's just my thoughts on this new proposed targeted rate. I do intend coming to
the next Community Board meeting and I will speak to this.

However my apologies if this submission has upset the Golden Bay Community Board, that
was certainly not my intention, kindest regards Carolyn .
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Spoken Submission to the LTP April 23" 2018
Increase in Golden Bay Targeted Community Board Rate.

We do not support the Proposal to increase the targeted Community Board
Rate and charge Golden Bay residents an additional amount to provide funds
for the Community Board to allocate for special projects.

If work is needed within Golden Bay it needs to be prioritised for funding from
the general rate, or from Golden Bay reserves whatever appropriate. Smaller
sums can be applied for, from TDC Grants from Rates, Community Grants and
Creative NZ.

There is no way that Golden Bay should need to fund projects that should
rightfully be paid for from the General Rate. Motueka has chosen to go down
that path however they have a bigger population base than us and their
increased targeted rate gives greater spending power however the fact
remains that Motueka are paying for projects that should rightly be covered by
the General Rate.

This is a new targeted rate by stealth -other areas do not have to be target
rated for projects such as pram crossings , pedestrian refuges etc -We don't
see Richmond residents target rated to pay for Streetscaping upgrades —no -
we all pay from the general rate , there is no provision to target rate Tapawera
or Mapua or Brightwater for additional projects and nor should there be, and
nor should Golden Bay have to pay for their projects.

It is bad enough that we have to pay a Targeted Rate to fund our own
Community Board and pay for our own elections, but to turn this into a so
called discretionary fund is to completely fudge the purpose of this rate.

The Community Board function is to advocate on behalf of this community and
be a conduit to Council -The Community Board submits to the annual Plan and
LTP and to any and every other issue affecting Golden Bay and its residents, It
should not be turned into a body that is there for funding community projects-
there are plenty of other organisations and trust bodies whose sole purpose is
philanthropic and or charitable to allocate money.
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This is not the purpose of our Community Board, and Council should not be
trying to side-line the Board by having them kept busy with the allocation of a
very tiny pool of funds.

This additional targeted rate should not be imposed on Golden Bay residents to
turn the Community Board into a de facto benevolent society.

Waimea Dam Cost Overruns

We have huge concern that ratepayers will solely have to meet the cost of any
overruns in excess of $3million. Cost overruns should be equally shared by WIL

and Ratepayers.

Carolyn and John McLellan
Bainham

23.04.2018
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Emma Gee

From: elfwood <elfwood@®@xnet.conz>
Sent: Tuesday, 8 May 2018 4:41 p.m.
To: Jill Pearson

Ce: Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: The Grandstand meeting today

Hi Jill. I wished I had spoken much much better & had at the very least said how grateful I am to have you
speaking on behalf of the many in our community who value the grandstand & everything good that it
stands for, This includes the honesty of those we have entrusted to do what is right.

It's the first meeting I've attended & I found out later that I didn't need to leave when I did!

Please thank Hazel for her input too, What she had to say shows the level of research, committment & time
you 3 wonderful sisters have put to "Save The Grandstand' for us & future generations.

The other speakers were great too,

Thanks again
Chris Watson

Seat from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.
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Emma Gee
From: Chris W <elfwood@xnet.conz>
Sent: Monday, 7 May 2018 9:24 p.m.
To: Golden Bay Community Board
Ca Golden Bay Grandstand
Subject: Re: The Grandstand. OUR Grandstand.- GBCB meeting May 8th 2018
Follew Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
To GBCB

Please can we trial our iconic historic priceless Grandstand insitu.

I'm apalled that GBCB would ever have stood by & permitted the demolition of The Grandstand in the first
place.

Already so much money has been wasted which could have been used to make an impressive feature of The
Grandstand,

In the meantime it would be great to see an act of good Council faith by renaming the present site
signage 'Construction Site', to 'Renovation Site'.

For 'Construction Site' really means.. Distruction Site!.

Yours sincerely
Chris Watson
1909 Takaka Valley Highway.
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Emma Gee

From: Paul <sangsters33@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Saturday, 26 May 2018 9:34 a.m.

To: Michelle Allison; Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Re: Grandstand

Sorry Michelle, the vote to save it was lost 8-6 on Thursday. It is to be pulled down. Paul S.

On 24/05/2018 2:56 PM, Michelle Allison wrote:
Hi,
I really do hope the grandstand of Takaka will be staying where it is,

Surely, the decision and extensive costs of moving it 18metres can be seen as folly and
totally unnecessary. If this is not the case, please provide justifiable reasons for such an

action.

Regards,

Michelle Allison

Takaka

On Wed, Apr 11, 2018 at 1:48 PM, Michelle Allison <michelle@snow-forecast.com™ wrote:
Hi,

Having just read Bryony Pearson's update at change.org [ am very
pleased to discover that an arrangement has been made for the
Grandstand to stay where it is.

Regards,
Michelle
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Emma Gee

From: webmaster@tasman.govt.nz
Sent: Thursday, 26 April 2018 5:01 p.m.
To: Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Contact from Council Website
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Your name* - Dianne McKenna
Your phone number - 035257588
Your e-mail address* - ancientpair@gmail.com Your message* - Hi folks,

I would like to bring to your attention that the disabled parking a couple of doors up from the Village Theatre is
really useless to a disabled person who is sitting in the front seat of a vehicle, as the door cannot be opened properly
due to two poles holding up a verandah and another beside it | think states a disabled park. also it is small to get into
if either side parks have been taken. Could you folks have a look please and perhapes get it put into the next one
along and made 2 bit bigger.Maybe the part where the nuisance poles are could have a Motorbike park along with a
bigger park for us poor people with disabilities. Your help with this would be great. (I cant walk far for the pain and |
know of athers have the same problem)] Thankyou for considering this and helping get it made easier for us

Cheers
Dianne McKenna

Attach file or document - Array
Please add a date - 26/04/2018
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Emma Gee

From: Celia Butler <celiabutler21@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 2 May 2018 8:08 p.m.

To: sc30beach@gmail.com; abbie langford22@gmail.com; dean@nbs.co.nz;
Johnanddeannabd@gmail com; byrne.cherie55@gmail.com;
philipw@itmtakaka.co.nz; roger@freshchoicetakaka.co.nz

Ce manager@recparkcentre.co.nz; Paul Sangster - Councillor External Email; Golden
Bay Community Board

Subject: function room

Attachments: fé&b recpark.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Rec Park Committee members,

please find attached a letter from Forest and Bird about our event at the Rec Park Centre.

Celia Butler

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software,

https://www.avast.com/antivirus
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Forest & Bird

GIVING MATURE A VOICE

29.4.18

1900 Takaka Valley Highway,
RD1
Takaka,7183

The Commiittee,
Rec Park Centre,
Takaka.

Dear Committee members,

We wish to set the record straight regarding our event at the Centre on Saturday April 7th,
when we were not able to use the function room which we had booked, so that changes can
be made to ensure that no other community group has the same experience.

Our event was scheduled for Saturday April 7th and we commenced arrangements 6 weeks

before, by talking and emailing with the manager. We advertised three weeks before as the

AGM was included in the evening. At no stage during this process was | told that the function
room may not be available because it did not have a compliance certificate, including when

the manager contacted me and we confirmed by phone two or so weeks before.

Our reason for requesting the function room was that it has a large screen which was ideally
suited to the event of Craig Potton showing some of his origional photographic slides. As
New Zealand's most important nature photographer we wanted to have a comfortable facilty
with enough distance between the audience and the screen and accommodate a reasonable
number of people and pleasant to be in.

The community room did not meet that requirement as it has no screen and is quite small,

On the day before the event, Friday 6th April, | was phoned by the manager at about 10am to
say we couldn't have the function room as it didnt have a compliance certificate but that a
temporary certificate had been requested from TDC and they were hopeful about getting this
on that day. Although | was very concemed | took this in good faith and didnt contact TDC
myself, which in hindsight | should have done.

When | hadnt heard anything by 5pm | rang the manager and he told me there was no hope
of getting one now as everyone at TDC would have gone home.

| drove up to the Centre immediately and encountered Sarah who saw me arrive and yet
commenced to drive away without talking to me.

We did have a conversation in which | said | believed we had a contractual arrangment to
use the room. Sarah told me that it was nothing to do with the Rec Centre but all to do with
TDC so it was out of their hands, and we couldn't use the room because of TDC rules.

This response still strikes me as extraordinary. While the manager may have made a
mistake, in that his understanding was that we could use the function room as it was booked
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for the WCO hearing the following week, the committee is responsible for the facility and
should have honoured our arrangement given that we had made it in good faith.

When | asked what my options were for our event | was told we could use the community
room, or the stadium. In other words it was my problem.

| then had to work out how to salvage the event which had been advertised for three weeks,
meaning | couldn't change location which would have been our preference..

As the community room had not been suitable for this event from the start, and still wasnt, |
decided we would have 1o use the stadium however it didnt have a screen. The manager said
he could get a screen from elsewhere. He went off and got one which tumed out to be small
and coming apart in the top comer.

That evening fortunately | was able to arrange with a friend to borrow a screen and he
brought it up on Saturday aftemoon and the manager put it it up. | then had to help him get
out the pieces of carpet to put the chairs on.The other committee members present in the
building at the time did not offer to help. One helped to pull out a piece of carpet when |
suggested that the manager ask him for help as it was too heavy for me. | dont know whether
they were aware of the situation.

The manager did his best to accommodate us and was apologetic.

We have since become aware that there was a Certificate for Public Use (CPU) already
issued which covered April 7th; maybe this is why the manager thought it was ok for us to
use the room. He actually mentioned that when | was being told by Sarah that we could not
use the room. | understand the problem is to do with carparks and not safety and that the
room is used for other events. There seems to be a lot of parking spaces at the rear of the
building. Given all this we believe it was unreasonable to deny us the use of the room given
that we had had an arrangement made in good faith more than a month previously, and that
the management committee should have allowed us to use the function room.

An apology from the Committee will allow us to put the matter to rest. We hope also that the
the compliance issues with the function room can be sorted out as soon as possible with
minimal disruption to the area, so that the lovely facility can be made full use of as soon as

possible.
| am more than happy to be contacted to discuss,

Yours sincerely
Celia Butler, Forest and Bird Chairperson.

0211852075
5259093
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Introduction

This strategy provides the roadmap for developing an evolving network of cycleways that
connects people and communities across Golden Bay and links with other cycle networks

beyond.

It is a 20-year plan that kick starts action on the top-priority routes in the first two years. It
makes Golden Bay cycle friendly by offering safe commutes, challenging trails, fun rides. It ¢
embraces the concept of shared pathways for both cycling and walking. It provides cycling

Attachment 10

infrastructure and safe environments that enable
cycling to be an accessible way of travelling for
everyone - young, old and all of us in between!

This vision and strategy is community-owned and
led. It is based on a series of consultations with
diverse community sectors, including businesses,
landowners, police, health, environmental
guardians, people who walk or cycle, and the

“I see a day when our main arterial
routes are as cycle friendly as they are
car friendly - where our kids can bike
safely to school, our energetic oldies can
safely ride between communities in the
Bay, and our growing tourist poputation
choose to ride rather than to drive as
they explore the art and natural beauty
of Golden Bay"

general public, together with feedback from
community surveys. It was coordinated by the
Golden Bay Cycle and Walkway society in response
to a strong call from our community for better,
safer cycling infrastructure in the Bay.

- Debbie Pearson, coordinator Cycle
Strategy Working Group

Throughout NZ transportation planning is seeking to rely more and more on cycling to
contribute to the sustainable management of transportation networks. Authorities are
developing ways to reduce dependence on the motor car and are instead identifying ways to ,
encourage cycling. Evidence suggests that increasing numbers of walkers and cyclists can 1
stimulate economic activity, promote accessibility and community cohesion, reduce |
congestion, improve safety, reduce transport emissions, and improve public health.

The NZ government has recognised that encouraging more cycling and walking has many
benefits, both for our communities and for us as individuals. Current government initiatives
supporting cycling are the Urban Cycleway Programme (UCP) and the New Zealand Cycle
Trail initiative.

Tasman District Council has highlighted the importance of cycling in "Connecting the Top of
the South - Tasman Regional Land Transport Plan 2015", with policies to promote and
support the convenience and safety of cycling to increase usage and mode share, and to
promote cycling as a mode of transport,

GOLDEN BAY CYCLE STRATEGY
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Where are we at?

Golden Bay is a stunningly beautiful destination with many great natural attractions. There
are numerous great mountain biking trails and walks. However much of the connecting road
infrastructure is narrow and, in many places, has no shoulder, making it unsafe for biking
and walking. Industrial traffic use the roads to service the fishing/mussel industry, quarry,
farming, and forestry. Mobile homes and boat and trailer combinations are common on the
roads during the summer tourist season.

A number of the schools in Golden Bay are located on these narrow roads, making it unsafe
for children to walk or bike to school. Enabling safe cycling to schools is highly desirable, as
it gives children more independence, healthy exercise, and more social interaction on their
way to and from school. The need for safe walking/cycling paths to school has reached a
new urgency in the Bay as the free school bus service is no longer available for Year 1-8
children who live within 3.4 km of the school, and Year 9 - 13 children who live within 4.8
km of the school.

Golden Bay is part of the wider Tasman region, which has been named as a 5-star cycling
destination, thanks to some fabulous cycling provided by the Great Taste Trail
(Nelson/Richmond/Motueka/Kaiteriteri) and the Heaphy Track. improved cycling
infrastructure in Golden Bay will provide safe cycling links between these popular trails.

Golden Bay is a health-conscious and environmentally aware community and supportive of
modes of transport that are sustainable and healthy. Cycling has been growing in popularity,
with more people both living in Golden Bay and visiting Golden Bay wishing to cycle, both for
commuting and for recreation.

During the holiday period the population of
:mdmxy&;hmxzb:‘;smmﬁf:‘lmm Golden Bay increases significantly and many
in summer. A cycle track (particularly one which of these visitors bring bikes to the Bay. With
connects Abel Tasman to the winter Heaphy the rising popularity of the Great Taste trail,
mountain bike season) would provide an injection | the Old Ghost trail, and the Heaphy trail, the
of winter visitors (and income) to the community. number of bikes arriving in Golden Bay has
- Taj Rabosky, Golden Bay resident increased markedly. Many visitors have
commented that they would love to ride
more but currently feel it is unsafe on the narrow roads. Tourism involving cycling is
increasing internationally and without improvements in the cycling environment, Golden Bay
will increasingly miss out on taking advantage of this development,

The location of the current cycle trails in Golden Bay is shown in Figure 1 Golden Bay Cycle
Strategy Map.

o GOLOEN BAY CYCLE SIRATEGY
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Statistics
A survey of Golden Bay residents and visitors in 2017/2018 provided the following insights:

« 71% of respondents cycled on Golden Bay roads
* 96% of respondents would cycle more if the infrastructure were improved

» 99.6% supported the development of the top-priority proposed cycle route, from
Pohara to Takaka.

Equally insightful were the comments. Of the 750 respondents 80% provided comments,
many expressing concern that cycling on the roads was dangerous, particularly during
summer. Here are a few comments that reflect the overall flavor:

* “The lack of safe cycle spaces definitely has meant | am biking less than | would like
to. | have lived in Pohara while working in town and East Takaka. | biked during the
winter, but as soon as the roads started to get busy | had to stop as it didn’t feel safe.
The stretch of road from town to Paines Ford would also be great to have as a safe
bike area, especially from the hospital to Paines Ford. Thanks!”

* “There is hardly any [cycle infrastructure] but it would be used by many people if
available. The weather is conducive to cycling but the roads are dangerous, too
narrow for sharing with trucks and cars.”

« “Terrible very unsafe which means we cannot ride A survey of Golden Bay residents and
as often as we would like. It also means when the | yisitors in 2017/2018 showed that
roads are busy in summer it is very unsafe. Our 96% of people would cycle more if
children cannot ride safely to school especially out :"’ cycling infrastructure was
here in Pohara. A route into town is very .
overdue.”

»  “What infrastructure?...lots of development at Pohara / Ligar Bay but no
corresponding upgrade of the narrow road between Motupipi school and the {
beach....on Monday was passed by three truck and trailer units on the double yeliow |
lines with nowhere for a cyclist to pull over....| don’t blame the truckies they have a
barge at Tarakohe to service....it is an accident waiting to happen...”

GOLDEN BAY CYCLE STRATEGY
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Why Cycle?

In Golden Bay, there are many of the ideal conditions which facilitate cycling as a means of
transport and recreation: the climate is mild, the terrain is for the large part gentle, and the
landscape is of the right scale and interest. Communities are scattered but connected - in
many ways cycling is an ideal means of getting around for people of all ages.

The advantages of cycling are broad-ranging and relate not only to the individual, but also to
the community and to the environment. They include:

People cycle for many reasons, including transport, “When | see an adult on a bicycle, | do |
health, sport, and recreation. It provides independent | not despair for the future of the human |
transportation for those people who have limited race.” f

resources and provides a low-cost transport
alternative for all. Community benefits include

Quick and convenient means of travel, particularly for short journeys

Healthy for the individual - incorporating exercise into normal daily routines improves
fitness, cardiovascular health, body resilience, fights cancer and autoimmune diseases
and acts as a great de-stressor after a long day!

Promotes a higher level of connectivity in the community, which is socially healthy
and good for businesses

Environmentally friendly - it reduces our collective “greenhouse gas” emissions when
we bike instead of drive

Less congestion on the roads, less noise pollution and lower long-term wear on the
roads/pathways compared to cars and trucks.

Cheap means of transport - low initial cost and low running costs.

With safe cycling options, children can achieve independent personal transport for
journeys to school, sports and other activities. This reduces time and financial
pressure on parents and keeps the kids fit at the same time.

Bicycles demand minimal expenditure for routes and support facilities compared to
motor vehicles

- H.G. Wells ‘

business stimulation, a fitter more healthy community,

and sustainable transport. By providing a cohesive cycle network within and connecting to
Golden Bay, these benefits can be realised. Currently there is substantial suppressed
demand for cycling in the region due to the lack of safe cycling options. This is evidenced by

é
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the outcome of the survey where 96% of respondents stated they would cycle more if good
cycle infrastructure was in place.

With a better understanding of our environmental responsibilities, the needs of our
community, and our own personal wellbeing, the bicycle is rising to the fore as a better way
to travel. The uptake of electric bikes is expanding the range and possibilities for cyclists,
Cycling is much more than just a recreational activity, it is a mode of transport which people
have a right to utilise in safety, not as second-class road users.

The Golden Bay Cycle Network

Network Design

The proposed routes are designed to provide an interconnected network of trials that serve
short trips to schools and shops, provide safe and convenient commuter cycling, link to other
great regional cycling trails, and promote recreational activities encouraging new riders
young and old to get out and enjoy cycling.

Fundamental to the design of these cycleways is that they will be shared pathways for both
cycles and pedestrians.

Cyclists have four basic needs and requirements wherever they ride. The requirements are:
« A safe space in which to ride
« Asmooth and consistent riding surface
+ Routes that are well connected and continuous

« Commuting routes that enable speed maintenance, (Commuting routes that require
cyclists to regularly slow to stop and to take long deviations are undesirable.)

Some of the proposed routes are alongside road and some are off-road. Where a route is
alongside road, separation between the cycleway and the road is envisaged.

Developing Cocperative Solutions

Realising this vision of an interconnected network of trails needs a cooperative approach.
The solutions need to be community driven and developed with the Transport Agency and
TDC. All different parts of our community have a part to play - it will require public and
private cooperation, volunteers, professionals, funding, good will, enthusiastic support, keen
users (the bikers and walkers!), grunt work, planning, and communicating - we all have

important roles to play.
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It is important to recognise the difficulties of putting routes through private land or even
public roading corridors that are currently not being used as roads. It is proposed that the
group responsible for actioning the strategy works closely with representatives from
landowners who are potentially open to having routes through their land. This liaison group
would promote a shared understanding of the needs of landowners and the cycle route
network and produce guidelines for key areas of discussion and agreement. This is intended
to smooth the way for cooperative solutions where routes cross private land.

What about Horses?

The trails will be a shared pathways for people walking or cycling. Unfortunately experience
has shown that cycles and horses on the same trail are a dangerous combination. Horses are
very easily spooked by a cyclist, especially when coming up to one from behind. So the
routes proposed here are for cycling and walking only.

Design Standards

The cycleway design will follow the NZ Cycle Trail Design Guide. The latest version of the
guide {s available at https://nzcycletrail.com

This identifies a number of different grades of tracks. We will adopt Grade 1 where possible,
or Grade 2 where the terrain is too steep or undulating.

Route Map and Route Descriptions

The current and proposed cycle routes are shown in Figure 1 - Golden Bay Cycle Strategy
Map. A description of each of the proposed routes is outlined on the following pages,
together with information on the viability of the trail and how it fits with our strategic

vision. The trails have been grouped into the broad priority groups of Top, Medium, and Low.

Top-Priority Routes
Top priority was given to those trails that:

» Provide essential safe commuting routes that connect communities and key facilities
* Enable kids to ride safely to school
= Address dangerous areas where commuting is highly desirable
» Any hurdles were considered surmountable in the 1-4 year term
The following top-priority routes are targeted for development in the next 1-4 years

1. Takaka to Pohara
2. Takaka to Collingwood
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3.
4.

Takaka to Paines Ford
Upper Takaka to East Takaka Road turnoff

Medium-Priority Routes
Medium priority was given to those trails that:

Provide off-road alternatives to commuting routes
Link with National Parks or other regional trails

Had any hurdles that were considered surmountable within 6 years

The following routes are targeted for development in 5 - 10 years:

1.
. Collingwood to Heaphy

7.

2
3
4,
5
6

Wainui to Pohara

. Paines Ford to Upper Takaka via East Takaka Road"

Takaka river trail

. Motupipi river trail

. Paines Ford Cycle Trail extension

Takaka Hill Bridle Path

Low-Priority Routes
Low priority was given to those routes that did not meet the above criteria but were still
considered desirable and viable.

1.

Boa W

Paper road route linking Glenview Rd to Takaka

Old Road Wainui

Birds Clearing to Canaan

Paper road route from the bottom of the Rameka to Park Rd
Balck Rd (from One Spec Rd to Te Waikoropupu Springs)

1 These routes would not require a special trail. Existing road options that are low traffic and appropriate for
bikes would be identified and marked with appropriate signage.

g
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. Figure 1- Cycle Route Map S,\
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Education and Encouragement

Following the provision of cycling infrastructure, education and encouragement are equally
important as strategies to promote the uptake of cycling, and the realisation of its benefits
as previously outlined in this Strategy.

Encouragement

While the cycle network will provide immediate benefits to existing cyclists, there is a need
to encourage potential cyclists to venture out and realise these benefits for themselves as
well.

Methods for encouraging the uptake of cycling may include:

+ Promotion of events that encourage cycling and support local initiatives such as the
Nelson Marlborough Helicopter Rescue Trust cycle ride, Aotearoa Bike Challenge and
Bike to Work Day.

« Support organisations promoting cycling and its safety such as the Police, the Heart
Foundation, the Cycling Action Network, Tasman District Council, local bike shops and
cycle clubs.

« Initiate wider campaigns to raise awareness and encourage cycling as environmentally
friendly, healthy and beneficial to the local economy.

« Facilitate positive employer attitudes and incentives for employees to cycle to work.

Education

The objective of education in the context of the Cycling Strategy is to ensure that motor and
cycle traffic can co-exist safely on the roading network, without either mode dominating.
Often cyclists tend to favour the convenience and directness afforded by the roading
network, and the cycling network will always incorporate dual use roads. As long as cyclists
are required to interact with other road users there will be a need to educate cyclists and
motorists to maintain a safe environment. There is a valid perception that cycling on the
roads is too dangerous and it discourages many potential cyclists, Education, the promotion
of safe cycling and a safe network would shift this perception and result in more use of
bicycles.
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An education strategy would seek to promote the use of the roading network as a shared
space, which is safe for all users and a place of positive social interaction. Education
programmes would be based on:

» The rights and responsibilities of road users as defined in the New Zealand Road Code
» Development of particular skills to promote competence, confidence, and safety
Methods for education in shared road use may include:

« Organising in-school safe riding programmes, incorporating road practice and cycle
roadworthiness inspection.

« Organising on-road cycle coaching and skills workshops for adults
« Driver education through cycle awareness information, signage and publicity.

Funding

This strategy provides the basis for discussions with potential funders. The list of potential
funders includes the following:

Tasman District Council (TDC) - the council has included funding of 1.2 million (shared with
NZTA) for the Pohara - Takaka shared pathway for 2019/2020 in their draft long-term plan,
which is currently under consultation. In general, the council are responsible for all
roads/paper roads in Golden Bay EXCEPT SH60.

NZTA- at a national level NZTA is responsible for the state highways. In this strategy this
specifically affects the remainder of the high priority routes, all of which are proposed as
alongside road cycleways on SH60. The routes where NZTA funding would be sought are:

« Takaka Collingwood

» Takaka Paines Ford (could be supplemented by local business funding with local
naming rights)

« Upper Takaka to East Takaka Road

NZTA also has funding available through the Land Transport Fund for cycleways that qualify
for assistance. This funding is in partnership with another funder and is generally matched
one to one. Often the other funder is the District Council (as is envisaged for the Takaka
Pohara route) but sometimes it is also community raised funds via charities, local businesses
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et al that is then handed to the district council, as only district councils can apply for
Transport Agency subsidy.

Other Government funding options - with the change in government, new policies around
cycleway support are under consideration and it looks likely that the NZ Cycle Trail fund will
be reopened for a further funding round.

Charities - there are a number of charities, some here in the Bay and other large funders
outside of the Bay, that provide assistance to projects that provide demonstrable community
benefit.

Local Businesses - Golden Bay is home to some excellent community minded local
businesses who may be open to providing financial support to the cycle network.

Crowd Funding - this approach works on the principle that if everyone in a community gives
a little it adds up to a sfzeable amount that enables great things to happen.

Community fundraising - raffles, events, rides, cake stalls....all those great grass roots
initiatives that heip provide funding to keep things moving.

Monitoring and Reviewing the Plan

As the cycle network develops it is important to monitor uptake and satisfaction from all
parties. This could take the form of a survey of stakeholders and users, Design and initiation
of this survey will be managed by the group responsible for actioning this strategy.

This is a living document. it is recommended that the strategy is reviewed regularly - at a
minimum after the first 2 years and then 5 yearly from then on, or at a point where there is
a major shift in context, such as a significant change in government policy or in the regional
context.
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Appendix 1: Route Descriptions

Takaka to Pohara
Route From Takaka to Pohara alongside road, Starting at both Motupipi and Mehana St
Description | and following Abel Tasman Drive to Selwyn St in Pohara.
Prime commuting route that links Takaka to the growing community of Pohara,
Why is this Pravides safe cycling and walking for school children to get to Motupipi primary
route school from the communities in Glenhope, Motupipi and Pohara.
desirable? First part of the long term vision to link Abel Tasman National Park and the
Heaphy with cycle infrastructure,
This is a highly viable route that has been planned in detail by TDC. There are 2
How viable is | or 3 small areas were the route may cross private land adjacent to the road and
the route? these will need to be worked through with the landowners, Cost of the route is
$1.2 millien, including a dedicated cycle bridge over the Motupipi river.
Takaka to Collingwood
Route
Description From Takaka along SH60 to Collingwood
Why is this Prime commuting route between Takaka and Coliingwood communities.
route Will provide safe riding access to the scenic road from Collingwood to Farewell
desirable? | spit and west from Collingwood to the Heaphy.
The roading corridor through this stretch is very narrow in places, with some
Sow vielte s areas were land adjacent to the existing narrow road is owned privately, This will
the route? take a coordinated effort between the council and the community and in
particular the landowners adjacent to the road. Difficult but not impossible if
good will exists on all sides.
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Takaka to Paines Ford

Route

Descriotion From Takaka alongside SHEO to Paines Ford

This will provide cycle, walkway and motor scooter access to the Community |
Health Centre and the Recreational Centre, It will provide cycle access for school
children attending GB High. This is particular important as these children do not
Why isthis | have access to the free school bus service because of their proximity to the

route schoot.
desirable? 1
it also provides cycle access to the popular Paines Ford area, with its off road

cycle trails, climbing and swimming. This ultimately will form part of the linkage
all the way to Upper Takaka.

How viable is | This appears to be a very viable route with sufficient roading corridor to [
the route? construct a safe cycle route, |

Upper Takaka to East Takaka Road turnoff

Route

Descriptt Fr Takaka communi ide SH60 to the East Takaka turnoff
'om Upper ty alongs

Why is this Provides a safe cycie link to the East Takaka Road. East Takaka Road has low
route traffic numbers and could be used by cyclists to link onto the Patnes Ford
desirable? cycleway at the Takaka end. Provides backbone linking cycle infrastructure,

How viable is | Appears to have sufficient roading corridor but this would need further ‘
the route? investigation.
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Wainui to Pohara

Route . -
Description Alongside road route from Pohara to Wainui
Why is this Builds on the top priority cycle route from Pohara to Takaka, This will complete
route the route linking Takaka to the Abel Tasman (Gibbs Hill) - providing a viable safe
desirable? cycling route that connects the communities of Wainui Bay, Tata Beach and Ligar
Bay to Pohara and Takaka via cycle trails.
How vibla s Subject to slips and potentially difficult in places to add a cycling lane at
reasonable cost. On the positive side this is a lightly used road, particularly from
the route?
Tata to Wainui.
Collingwood to Heaphy 2
Route This would make use of existing back roads that do not carry much traffic. The
Description | routes would be signposted for cyclists, Building of new trails is not envisaged
Why is this
route Completes the link from Takaka to the popular Heaphy Track mountain bike ride.
desirable?
How viable is | Definitely viable as the infrastructure already exists, Work would be on signage
the route? and map notation only.

2 These routes would not require a special trail. Existing road options that are low traffic and appropriate for bikes would

be identified and marked with appropriate signage.
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Paines Ford to Upper Takaka via East Takaka Road!

This makes use of the existing East Takaka Road which is a lightly used road that

poue fs part sealed part gravel. Appropriate signage would be put in place to mark this
Description

as a cycling option
Why is this )
route Links Upper Takaka through to Takaka. Provides a safe cycling option for this
desirable? main arterial route into Takaka,
How viable is The road already exists. This option would require signage only. The route only
the route? | CaTTies light traffic but it is very narrow in places, especially along the gravel

portion.

Takaka River Trail to Waitapu Bridge

Route From Takaka the track will start at the end of Reilly Street and travel down the
Description eastern side of the Takaka River to Waitapu Bridge. |
This will provide an off-road connection between Takaka and the Waitapu Bridge. j
Why is this
route . . .
desirable? This is a highly desirable trail as it is close to both Takaka and the camping area
at Waitapu Bridge. It will be a very pretty trail and will be popular with walkers
as well as bikers.
The route is technically easy to form, though a bridge will be required across Te
Kaka stream.
Almast all the land is in private ownership and some of the land owners are
How viable is | Strongly opposed.
the route? | pars of this area are used for commercial purposes: the sewerage system plus
Solly's gravel extraction. Some thought will need to go into how the trail will fit
in with these.
Parts of the track will go under water when the river floods,
]
l
|
[
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Motupipt River Trail

Description

Proposed route is on the northern bank of the Motupipi River (seaward side) from
the road bridge at Burnside Rd to the Sunbelt Cres recreation Reserve. This
connects to a paper road gaing back to Abel Tasman Dv on the Nalder farm. It
could provide a parallel alternative to the main road arriving directly into
Takaka, There is room for it pass under the Motupipi Bridge where it could
connect to a cycleway located on the downstream side of the bridge (note this is
the oppasite side for the cycie way to the TDC proposal, which | believe is
flawed. Further discussion required here)

Why is this
route
desirable?

This would provide:
« Safe off road commuting
« Scenic river side cycling

* Loop track option for riders from Takaka who could return via Rototai or
the main road cycle way.

« Direct access to Burnside Rd and the bike park on Motupipi Hill

+ Increased community engagement with riparian strip and associated
restoration work

How viable

is your
route?

The route is dependent on agreement from two farming landholders who are
approachable. it would require new formation and possible shifting of fences.
There is scope to couple the cycle way with streamside restoration work to
achieve two goals. As a route, it Is on a logical line and provides direct access to
Takaka. Not sure whether the river has a marginal strip or not. See TOS map
below

Any other
comments?

| suggest that it links to the TDC roadside route on ATD by passing under the
Motupipi bridge. The ATD route would more cohesive and safer it stayed on the
seaward side of Able Tasman Dv for its entire (ength rather than crossing the
main road twice (Rototai & Motupipi corners). It is quite feasible to pipe or span
the ditch beside the road at the Hurst farm to over come that issue; also saves
having to move the power poles on the opposite side of the road,
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Paines Ford Extension to East Takaka Road

Route Travels south from the southemn end of Paines Ford. Current plan is for it to join
Description | with East Takaka Road; long term plan s for it to continue up river.
This will provide an off-road alternative to East Takaka Road.
Why is this | It 15 @ scenic track, which will be popular with recreational bikers and tourists.
route 1t is part of an overall strategy of having a cycle route beside the entire length of
desirable? | tho Takaka River.
it will fit in well with a cycie route between Paines Ford and Takaka.
The route has a number of deep streams which are problematic to bridge.
Some of the soil is very sandy, requiring a lot of aggregate/work to form the
How viable is | track.
this route? | soinh of Paines Ford the route is in private ownership. The next part of the track
the land owners are broadly happy for the track to travel over their property.
Parts of the track go significantly under water when the river floods.

Takaka Hill Bridie Path

Route
ption This travels between Upper Takaka and Marahau over the Takaka Hill.
Why is this
route This will pravide an off-road connection between Golden Bay and trails on the
other side of the Takaka Hill, such as the Great Taste Trail.
desirable?
It will take some work to determine the viability of this. The exact route of this
is not known, and it is also not known whether the route is feasible for a bike
trail.
mm‘ ""‘m' ' | Developing this is likely to be a considerably large job, however it will be a
significant trail once completed.
Much of the route is a paper road, however some parts are in private/DOC
ownership.
Other As it is a historic route, the Historic Places Trust is tikely to have an interest in |
com @ this. This will be a possible source for funding, but they may aisc impose !
restrictions on how the route is re-developed, |
19 GOLDEN BAY CYCLE STRATEGY ‘
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Paper road route linking Glenview Rd to Takaka

Route
Description An extension of the road from Park Avenue. This is a paper road.
Why is this Provides an off road link to Glenview Road, which has low traffic volumes. This
route would make a scenic loop through Pohara then back to Takaka on the {hopefully!)
desirable? newly formed cycle and walkway commuting route from Takaka to Pohara.
How viable & Route crosses private land and is currently closed off by the landowner.
the route?

0Old Road Wainui
Route
Description Follows the old road from Pohara to Wainui Bay
Why is this It's a historic route that provides an interesting off-road route, it provides an
route alternative from Pohara to Wainui Bay that is not beside coast and therefore not
desirable? susceptible to coastal erosion.
How viable is | This is a viable route, There is already a 4-wheel drive road over much of this
the route? track and the landowners are receptive to the idea.
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Birds Clearing to Canaan
This route uses public roads on the Golden Bay and Takaka Hill sides with ATNP between,
P The route would follow the Bird’s - Wainui River- Canaan tramping track and would
Description advanced riding. Big hills and challenging track; it is already being cycled regularly even
though not a designated cycle route but it is logical and appealing connection to hard core
riders.
This route would provide an alternate entry-exit to GB for bike-packing riders, plus an
Why is this | advanced grade day circuit ride taking in Canaan and the Rameka Track. This would be
route purely recreational riding but be an addition to the regional network as a link to Tasman
desirable? Bay via backcountry terrain. It passes the small Wainui Hut which is under utilised and
could be upgraded for the purpose. It would be similar to the Barron Flat - Flora link
How viable The main barrier to overcome is permission from DOC to allow cycling on the track. This
is would require public consultation and Conservation Board input. There would also be
W? minimal physical work required on the track but no major realignments or formation as it
would left as an advanced ride,
Any other This would Low Priarity but would worth adding to any other routes proposed for ATNP and
comments? | packing them as an approach to DOC
f"\"r'zi;‘\t' |
b { :}_“‘s'ﬁ' "o \)

o
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Paper read route - bottom of the Rameka to Park Rd

Route
. Short road connecting the bottom of Rameka Road to Park Avenue.

Description paper $
Why is this The cycle route down the Rameka track / Project Rameka is a very popular
route route. This will altow cyclists an off-road route to Park Ave, reducing the amount
desirable? of travel cyclists need to do on SHé.

The route is technically easy to form.
How viable is
your route? While it is a paper road, the adjacent land owner is farming this and is strongly

opposed to the opening of this paper road.
Any ather If a route between Paines Ford and Takaka is also developed, we will need to
comments? think about how this route will fit into this.

Baulk Rd (One Spec Road to Waikoropupu Springs)

Route

0 iotion Bautk Road runs from One Spec Road to Pupu Springs Rd.

me‘s this A scenic off road trail that provides a loop along low traffic routes in combination
desirabler | With SHEO.

How viable is | Part of this route is a paper road and part is in private ownership. Discussions

the route? with the landowner are a first step.
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Development of this Strategy was facilitated by the Golden Bay Cycle and Walkway Society
{03) 525 6224

Golden Bay Cycle and Walkways Society is based in Takaka, New Zealand, The Society wes founded in 2006
and has the aim of planning, establishing and maintaining cycleways and walkways throughout Golden Bay
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Q Golden Bay Community Board

= tasman district council
15 May 2018

Dear Golden Bay Walkway and Cycle Trust
Golden Bay Cycle Strategy

Thank you for your excellent presentation to the Board on the 8™ May. We were extremely
impressed with your strategy proposal and the hard work that has gone into it.

It will be a fantastic addition to Golden Bay, not only for locals but for visitors as well. The
Board believe that the pathways will also attract visitors to the Bay.

The Board are in full support of the shared pathway strategy, and are grateful to all your
members who have developed it, we look forward to following the progress.

We have passed a resolution at our Board meeting which is as follows:-
That the Golden Bay Community Board

1. receives the Golden Bay Cycle Strategy and recommends to the Engineering
Services Committee that it deserves favourable consideration: and

2. agrees that implementation should follow the priorities signalled in the Cycle
Strategy, with the first priority being the Pohara-Takaka route; and

3. requests that Council allocate funding over an agreed timetable to assist
implementation in conjunction with third parties.

We look forward to working with you on this project and if we can help in any way please do
not hesitate to contact us.

Kind Regards

Yours sincerely

fﬂmiM

Abbie Langford
Chair
Golden Bay Community Board

Golden Bay Community Board

C/- Tasman District Council

PO Box 74 Chair Abbie Langford: abbie langford22 @gmail.com
Takaka 7142 Secretary Emma Gee: emma.gee@tasman.govi.nz
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Emma Gee

From: Georgia Schokking <geo.schokking@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 28 May 2018 901 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: Freedom Camping

Hello, my name is Geo and I was wondering if you would be able to answer a few questions regarding
Freedom Camping to help with my geography internal. If you were able to respond this week it would be
greatly appreciated!

What is your view on Freedom Camping?
Are you for or against Freedom Camping, and why?
What do you believe to be some major pro’s and con’s of Freedom Camping?
Do you think the negative impacts of Freedom Camping can be successfully managed?
What actions do you think should be implemented?
How does Freedom Camping affect your arca?
How do you think our regional economy is affected by Freedom Camping?

Thank you very much for taking the time to read these questions.

Yours sincerely, Geo.
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Morena, Kia Ora te Whanau e Mohua

IamsureyouhaveallattmdedaGoldmBayshow-melargestannualonedayeventhmeaay.
xmmuwgmm«mmmmwlammmmmw.

nisﬁmeﬂ\eCanmunttthaboutmewaymeA&PAssnlwsbemtreatadbytheTasmanDisMct
Council and the Golden Bay Shared Recreation Fadility. We are one of the oldest voluntary
organisations in Golden Bay, formed in 1893, and have enjoyed a great relationship with our fellow
park users and Council until the Rec Centre was built. Since then we have been treated with utter
contempt and for the first time ever [to my knowledge] have had to engage a Solicitor to help our
cause. I believe this contempt stems from our support of the Grandstand restoration project which is
an entirely separate matter to which the A&P Assn has taken no active role, apart from agreeing we
would like it stay and agreeing to store it while being restored.

The ASP Assn is known for its generosity and goodwill,

Back in August 1959 the Assn resolved to gift their exclusive plece of land [top of bank to Park
Avenue] and their joint land [top area] and all buildings to the Golden Bay County Council for the
benefit of all citizens of Golden Bay. The Assn also gave a lump sum of £750 for which Council would
pay an annual interest of £30 ($60.00) in perpetuity. In retum Council would allow free use of the
land and buildings for two days each year to hold their show, and also for the days prior to and after
mestmmwepammenudyupaﬁerwards.mmerwasgradwdyampmdbymessomm
later became law as an Act of Parliament - the 1959 Reserves Act Sect 18. Council CEO and GBSRF
insist this legislation is no longer valid yet the Act has never been repealed and Coundi! still pays the
interest fee. I have supporting documents to validate these agreements/Acts.

In December 2015 the A&P Assn gifted further land to enable two netbail courts to be built adjacent
mmenewstadhm.mlshndwasesﬂmatedwbewomnbwtszo.ooomtitwasthepamny
and convenience for the netballers that we valued. The Assn then paid $4,600 to have the power
lines placed underground as a safety measure — not a legal requirement of Network Tasman but at
the request of Council. In addition, the A&P Assn made a substantial cash donation to GBSRF, Later,
the GBSRF Chairman stated in his affidavit to the Court [4.33] "the netball courts were relocated to
the benefit of ARP Assn", Why A&P show would gift prime land to benefit themselves is
unfathomable but that is the kind of rhetoric we are faced with. No acknowledgement, concession or
thanks have ever been accorded the ASP Assn for these gratuities.

The day immediately after the January 2016 show, A&P Assn members showed goodwill and
Cooperation by assisting the GBSRF team to demolish the booth. That day we lost our fixed benches,
tables and wall display screens, our grandstand, toilets, kitchen and lunch room but were not
concemedbemmwehadbeenpmnisedbymeGSRFChaIronnumemusoccasion{lSepZOll]
meamnwilbebemerforallusers,[SNovzon]mgmmwlllbeworseoﬂ,andyouwmqetas
good or better than before. And the new Fadility does work well for us aithough it's a lot of extra
work for our members having to assemble and set up heavy display tables and screens before and
after the show.

In 2016 an MOU was agreed and signed between A&P Assn/GBSRF outlining the requirements of
both parties. The A&P Assn paid a $500 membership fee for this privilege.
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In July 2017 at TDC full Council meeting the GBSRF committee publicly accused both myself and our
President of discrediting GBSRF by supporting the retention of the grandstand — we sought an
apology but have yet to receive one.

In November 2017 the GBSRF tried to oust me [as A&P User group representative] because I
allegedly contravened a Standing Order by making a personal submission to Council about the
GBSRF. At the same meeting GBSRF wanted us to replace our MOU with a legal agreement. We duly
complied and sent our draft for consideration.

In January this year, a week before the show, the GBSRF placed Legal and Hire agreements before
the AP President for signature that were full of errors and Included clauses that were never
previously discussed or agreed. Some clauses had obviously been ‘cut & pasted’ as they referred to
the Nelson Resource Management Plan. I questioned the GBSRF Chair about these irregularities and
suggested they be amended to reflect the current conditions/understandings. Later that day I
received a curt response from Council CEO stating "either you sign the agreement and pay the fee or
you dont use it". In other words — sign up or cancel the show. Under duress the President signed the
documents to ensure the show could go ahead.

On 5 April 2018 the CEO report to Full Council stated “the hold up [with the opening of the
Recreation Centre] was Noel Baigent’s refluctance to sign a lease agreement for the use of A&P land
for parking”. 1 was shocked so drove to Richmond to put the record straight at full Council and have
since received an apology from the Mayor. Notwithstanding, it seems the A&P Assn is blamed for not
signing a lease agreement yet the Assn was never approached before the Rec Centre was built nor
was A&P land ever deemed essential for the full compliance of the Recreation Centre - indeed the
opposite was stated by Park officials. Of note, our previous lease expired in 2005 and despite
prompting, it was Coundil who failed to negotiate the renewal in the intervening years. In any case it
is the Assn’s choice who we lease land to, if indeed we lease it at all, We will not be bullied into
signing any lease until the GBSRF Legal agreement is finalised to the satisfaction of all parties.

On 23 April 2018 the ABP Assn received from GBSRF a new draft MOU replacing the previous legal
agreement. We do not know why GBSRF reverted to a MOU but do know it contains significantly
Increased levies and charges than previously agreed (eg. prep days, floor tiles, screens). A letter
from Coundil CEO followsgrequesting A&P Assn meet with Council to resolve.

Our committee, many of which are elderly, are concermned at the constant aggression and lack of
goodwill shown by Council and GBSRF - goodwill that has existed over a century and throughout
generations of families who volunteer their time to promote Country and Community values.

I say again, the A&P Assn appreciates the great facility at the Park but let’s not condemn the AP
Assn who created and gifted the entire Park in the first place,

What does the ABP Assn want from the GBCB - we want understanding, we want fairness and we
want governance over GBSRF but first we must have mediation to resoive our current issues with
Council/GBSRF. That mediation must involve the GBCB,

The Assn would also like to see the GBSRF Board minutes of 6 Nov and 11 Dec 2017, which we have
requested three times without a response. Thank you
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23oodmuning- My name is Robin Manson and | am representing The Golden Bay Grandstand Restoration Society.
ThankyoutomeComurﬁtyBoaruforhviﬁnguaa!ongmmdmyouonwhefeweafeatandprovidesomabackgromd
on past ..

events in this restoration indeaver

Before going into dates and details | would like to recognise the Grand Stand Trust and the part they have played in

reaching this point.
Duncan McKenzie , Averil Grant and the Pearson sisters Jill, Bryony and Hazel have displayed the sort of dedicated

’;atisnotmmnmm.mmmmamfwm&oﬂom.

Theg'wplspoakforiamlnwpmmswotyfmmdhJanuarymnnmdomodancwonﬁtycouldbeof
advantage.
Interest in saving The Grandstand arose much eardier in Feb 2016 when Noel Baigent made an independent submission

to TD
'dﬂhcmmm,wavemesmmasmerowasahd(ofeovmdseaunghthonewnoc.fadny.

=
eritage values of the building had been ignored.

| am not going to dwell on all the detai covering the past two years ( although we have that information at hand if you
need it.)

Inmmmtdmmmmmmmmwm.wewllbcﬁntlookhgatbereboneswmﬂlast
December..

M%hGBCBWMaldleBpoopledldno(mdtuﬂveGSmgahglobodomdhhodmdmatmemwwld

not be one in the new facility
July 16 The Trust was formed with a goal to preserve and rastore the Ovuan18nmmﬁodhcygavomnm

and soul To THAT
ngmum  tis st hege , mainy anks t the irust. _

Experts who supported the restorafion included;; lan Bowman,— m Architectural Conservator,—~ he provided a
comprehensive conservation plan.

MCMWMddWWMIﬂMcmm he assessed the GS at 45% of New

James Archibet Aimd current Preskier g ilipeens Pices Agtearoa - & he
n-vethcc-(RudOut { 26 of Bk

' mcS’w.‘s‘p‘JuTymwmm' were removed. mummumnmw&bm

mmmmmmmom“mhwmwmmwmmmmm

i

mmnmw The GSbokwmnMooddbe andlnlmlrwotds must be wtitised for more car

In November 17 Council reconfirmed their commitment to demolition. It was going to come down.

On December 1 Jane McDonald and Merv Solly met Council CEQ ( Lindsay McKenzie ) at the Rec Park and discussed
an

ative proposal to relocate the GS 18m South East of its current location .The CEO found favor with this and agreed

to put it to the Trust for consideration. Mr McKenzie declared this new idea was a ~“Game Changer ™"that Council could.
accept,

'?&Decﬁmembmdme Trust, a Trust engineering expert and a Heritage GB representative met with Lindsay

/}WQ

~Dennis B-K at the Takaka office and agreed on this new plan to remove the entire upper level of the GS in one piece and
relocate it onto new foundations 18m South East of its current position.. One move 1o its final focation.

The understanding by both parties was that Councll would pay for the relocation and new site foundations. Integral to this

WmMaanhWWbmeWﬁ(WwwW&ﬂmGB GS Restoration sociely
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On Dec 14 a resolution was passed at TOC full council meeting conceming the GS, It differed markedly from the
agmmmwtwodayseaﬂierinTakaka.nandylhehmduwondadwserequiingmmmmammm
removed from Councllandimouomge.thenmovodaseoondlirnaontoitsnewsﬂewtﬁchwasdesaibodas"yenobe
determined ', There was no mention of the agreed * 18m SE of present location

A deadline of Feb 2 was imposedforourneweoﬂty(no(yetmgiﬂared)toacuaptcoumlsprogoul
Wehodbmngowm\A&PamtosbthSonmoirrandbesideMeKeimPagehal.Noonowashappywithws

aspresemedtouswhld'didmmmuonmelouﬂonforﬂnGsﬁnalrestingplace.OurChairmanNoelwromnintome
agreement himself bafore we signed the document.
OmtoremlheGStommgearowayaboveCwnekbudgstmdwemm(ptwmdtopayﬂ\eemmnws
have hadminptnhtoﬂtenogoﬁaﬁmsmhoonm..Wewmudexpea.andlamwmmwou!d get much better
hermsfmmoulomlrrmhgoonkadm_ _ )
Owsoclctyhaveoﬁemd(mgoodfaimhBondbpmmTDCagﬁmtmlwedmmoanmerasmmhfaﬂsto
eventuate
Nuofcoursew‘oa‘rbcom‘wwymofﬂnmslmaﬁonolmmmhavmgmbosﬁﬁedataﬂ. It wastes
ratepayenmoneyilpuhthebuildngatﬂskofbehg and it doesnt provide any more car parks
mGSmemesamefoupdntwhalhwnisammd18morloﬂwheraitis
MeammiehoeerpakenualionhastakonmanmmﬁngunmcmvyvﬁmaCPU(CorﬁﬁubherﬁcUse)bdng
auutofisedsomoRecCenmcanopemmbmnwpacnydurhgmewaw&mewwonomemeomgscumnww«
way . FarmyonovldﬁngtheplacaWarenomxmmwhawwymbefomma@uThomamnomom
carparlu.mdmﬂumwdobsamﬂ\mdontneedlobe.lnfactwaCPUshmsmawnRacccrmemdmtbe
forced to operate on a restricted basis at all..
liodforheRochmoomteowhohavogwmsomuchtkmandmwthofaditvbmnow complain that the
successful running of the place is compromised while the present situation remains. they bleme the Grandstand
MhammmwmemwuwmamdeMammwbaggsge
bmawlwmmlmmmba N
WhenonoIooksatwhathubeengoinqonovermpastmyearsoneoouldbebtgivmbfwuudingMmeM'Idb
thing is a costly ms.bdhlntenmofmmmmoneyandaoddhamony. Itis time to focus on healing the scars .

WBmdmmemanmandhmuam.fomremm | say forget that — lets just fix it.
#FWlaspenst there are some things that nesd to be said.
n:mngisa'mmu'umceomnmm.mmmm -~ But only once ( as was the original
agreement) ;
WMMWmammmMmﬂmehMmmnle_ If you want to damage a

mmm%w.%hmuﬁmmlmbmauumm-mmmmRdooamlook
good

ammnmwymmmwmesnwmmmwmmmgw,uwmookgood.kﬂiookam-ﬁm
WﬁWMMMﬂaHMMMMMh@ in fact we dont have a let i N2 kis :
_irasponsible lo tear them down needlessly o oo
’maw&m‘ﬁdh&mGMOmmmmWindhckofmnco-operﬂonﬁﬂcoﬂcw
al«mmoybmﬁesmnwibmnm.bmmﬁnmdalbuwibombyhemd :
credlxiity Councll will  experfence ldowmﬂerlﬂuynmmofﬂtm!wolwns.-mngw.wmm |
credibility.

We would like you people, -- our Communily Board — to make a stand and support the common sense public friendly |
Mdmmwmssmnwmu.mnmmwmm,- then only once.There is money to l
be saved and Mana to be restored
~ Tdont know how many pecple in this area want to keep the GS but | do know that every one is sick of the nonsense . |
mmmmammammmmmmwmmwmmnmm people of Golden Bay will
bemymdthlsmandwquemﬁhgobﬂm

This should not be a quarrel botmmwppomotmsfemdandu_\_eﬂscw.
Itis time to get used to the fact that we can have both, — We will have both
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GBLE mukng B Moy 2008

Hazel Pearson
| speak as an individual.

Earlier this year at a GBCB meeting | suggested that the money earmarked by council to be used to
move the grandstand at the Takaka Showgrounds off council land may be better spent increasing the
stormwater infrastructure at the site, in light of the increasing frequency of extreme weather events
in the region. | believe the response from the GBCB was that they were different budgets, end of
story.

I have been told by TDC that the meney for moving the grandstand budget is from Goidan Bay
Community Recreation Faciiity budget, and was told ‘Iif you mean the concrete apron and drainage
grate between the Club/Function Room and the sportfields, the cost of the concrete and labour for
the project is coming from the community contribution in the Colden Hay Community Recraation
Facility budget. The actual drain was paid for out of the Council’s share of the Golden Bay
Community Recreation Facliity budget and was put in as part of the building project. Council
contributed some funding from the Golden Bay Rec Park sportsfield budget towards the reinforcing
iron to go into the concrete apron.’

It appears that apart from some of the reinforcing iron in the concrete apron it is the same budget.
That’s one of the 4 points | wish to make - please GBCB will you be accurate. |

The other point is that as there is significant overiap in the budgets | believe that it is realistic to
consider the money for moving the grandstand may be better spent on stormwater infrastructure,

especially as the new facility is the CMI Defence he % ng an adgecs J‘l
intense rainfall event. 'T o( drass, f“‘"“-‘ “‘3.‘”“ o Mdj
The third point is that the ma is a known flood prone area - the hlstonc produce booth that stood H.
where the new building now stands used to have water running through it when Takaka had a big

storm. The new facility’s floor is below the level of the rugby fields, and the access along the west

side of the building has cut off one of the stormwater flow paths. In addition rainfall intensity has o
increased since the building consent for the new facility was site plan was approved in February ]
2016 and | have not seen in the building consent plans any stormwater caiculations, or even [
acknowledgement that the area is prone to localised flooding. | ask again that GBCB lobby for
appropriate stormwater infrastructure at the site in order to prevent damage to the new building, {
particularly when It is the Civil Defence headquarters. !

The fourth point s that an area at one end of the rugby field has been temporarily labelled as a
parking area to allow all the rcoms in the new facility to be used by everyone. | support making this a
permanent grassed parking area which would allow keeping the grandstand in place, and at least
trialling this proposal for a year as it is the most financially prudent option,

Hazel Pearson
03 525 9006
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rd Molmes Rd 1
o Heritage
Yakaka 7
i Golden Bay..
Golden Bay Community Board
c/o Abbie Langford
12 May 2018

Dear Abbie and fellow board members,

Foliowing on from our letter of 13 October 2017, we would like to inform the Community Board that our project
to install Heritage plaques to the curved wall outside the library has now been successfully completed. The
unveiling took place at the Takaka Memeorial celebrations to mark their tenth anniversary in the ‘new’ building on
Friday 11 May.

We have so far paid invoices amounting to 56400 for the plaques and for the stippling and painting of the wall.
We have yet to pay for the services of Darren Clarke and Tony Nicholls for the installation of the plaques and Blue
Haorton for making and installing the two bollards at either end of the wall which comply with TDC safety
regulations.

We wondered if you would consider, once again, contributing towards this community project.

Yours sincerely,

Barry Cashman
Chairman, Heritage Golden Bay
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Emma Gee

From: Jaimie Byme <jaimielouisebyme@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, 11 May 2018 257 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: Rec Park Centre- Golden Bay

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to congratulate the GBSRF board & all involved in getting the Rec Park up & running.
WithallnommsetheGrandstnnd&itsmpponersetchsvebmught,lthinktheGBSRFBoardhavcdone
the best job they could have. Especially with all the slander that has come from some of the Grandstand
supporters. I can’t imagine it would have be very pleasant. So well done to them for sticking at it.

Wearesoluckytohavesuchammzingspacctousehacin(}oldmaay,aplwctobcpmudoi

Yours sincerely
Jaimie Bruning
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Emma Gee

From: Jean Wedderburn <jeanwedderbum@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 30 April 2018 12:01 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Cc gbgrandstand@gmail.com

Subject: Grandstand placement

Hi All GB Community Board Members

I am writing in support of leaving the Grandstand in it's present position for a 12 month trial period as
suggested by Hazel and Jill. If successful I strongly suggest leaving it permanently in this position for the
following reasons:

Huge monetry savings to both TDC and the local community
No further disruption to the foundation area (remember the unexpected chasm that appeared
underneath the Rec Centre building site! plus the stress to many people and financial strain that
accompanied this hole!)

» No major disruption to the Grandstand itself. Dismantling and rebuilding will surely have some
visual and aesthetic toll on the building.

The present site was chosen by our forebears and has been a very suitable site for the last 119 years.

The area beneath the grandstand could have a multitude of uses eg extra changing rooms, storage
area, both of which appear to be in need.

The at present unsightly area between the two buildings could be planted in a native plant garden with the
back drop of the grandstand wall painted in a matching mural by our very talented local mural artist,

Kind regards
Jean Wedderburmn
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/-\ Tasman District Council
% tasman 189 Qusen Strse, Richmond.

district council  Tejephone (03) 543 8400 - Facsimile (03) 543 9524

| Request: 1809281 P Sekiemey
’ T°: Engineering Non-asset Date & time received: 27/04/18 - 09.10
1 Attn: Jeremy Katterns How received: E-mail

| Date & time of incident: -

| Closed: 24/05/18-0845 =~~~ Actionrequired: Contact Caller

{ callor information |
Name Dianne McKenna
Address 16 Meihana Strest, Takaka 7110
Phone (Hm) 035257588 (Mob) 0272656366
Emall ancientpair@gmail.com

[ Request |
Type Customer Enquiry
Details please see attached email from Dianne regarding disabled parking.

= N\
Actlom J_ 7777
Status Coneacthlet Enginwinglwrnn Cunplemd'zﬂoma 12.27

N

Status  Contact Caller - Steve Elkington - Compieted: 02/05/18 - 08.22
Details Forwarded fo Jeremy

Status Contact Caller - Jeremy Katterns - Completed: 14/05/18 - 13.17
Detalls Wil inspect and reply this week.

Status Contact Caller - Jeremy Katterns - Completed: 24/05/18 - 08.45
Detalls Park to be shifted. Work instruction sent to contractor. SM repiled to
caller.
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Emma Gee

From: Jill Pearson <jmpearson64@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, 29 April 2018 3:18 p.m.

To: Abbie Langford; averill grant; David Gowland; Grant Knowles; Golden Bay
Community Board

Subject: Letters of support

Attachments: Grandstand letter of support May 2016 Heritage GB.pdf; Heritage GB Grandstand
letter to Mayor and Exec of TDC July 2017.pdf; HeritageGB2017.08.04.pdf: Letter of
support GB A&P Assoc 2016.05.30.pdf; Recreation Committee May 2013 pdf

Hallo Community Board members,

Please find attached letters of support for the grandstand from various organisations.

Regards

Jill
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169 Ward Holmes Rd

Heritage
Golden Bay..

Jill and Bryony Pearson
81 Pupu Springs Road
PO Box 216

Takaka 7142

31" May 2016

Dear Jili and Bryony,

Hetiu;eGoldenBaywwldliketosupponyouandyourgrouplnthelatesteﬂontosavethegrandstandauhe
A&P Show grounds from demolition.

We have been vocal in our opposition to the destruction of this building for several years now but have not met
with any success in our efforts. Although we are not in opposition to the bullding of a new recreation centre, we
are in opposition to the removal of something with has been in existence since at least 1899, especially when
there are no plans built into the new centre for any form of spectator viewing of the grounds. The idea that a

buiiding this old should be remaved purely for the provision of car parking is abhorrent to everything we stand for

2s a group,

We also believe there has not been open transparency with the community over the building of this recreation
centre and that the reason for recent cutrage is because the wider community did not fully understand that the
grandstand would be demolished.

We also support the idea that the building be given heritage status. Amongst the criteria necessary for heritage
assessment are ‘cultural values’, ‘historic values’ and ‘group values’ all of which values this building fulfils,

We wish your group success with this venture and hope that your last-ditch effort will save an historic building
which is much loved in the community.

Yours sincerely,

%“{ﬁ“t}

pp. Barry Cashman
Chairman, Heritage Golden Bay
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169 Ward Holmes Rd
Rd2
Takaka 7182

pands@gafineys.conz

Mayor Richard Kempthorne,
Tasman District Council,

189 Queen St,

Private Bag 4,

Richmond 7050

Cc Chief Executive TDC and all councillors
24" July 2017
Dear Richard, Lindsay and TDC Councillors,

Heritage Golden Bay acknowledges that Tasman District Council Is completely within its legal rights to demolish
the Golden Bay Grandstand. It feels, however, that, if the decision to go ahead be taken at the council meeting on
27" July, it would be a very sad day for heritage and for the efforts of Golden Bay's early settlers who created a
building 117 years ago with the community and for the community and which, with love and attention, can be
restored to Its original purpose.

We have read both the latest proposal (19 July 2017) by the Golden Bay Grandstand Trust and the report to be
presented to the councillors at the full council meeting on 27" July and have been following the social interest
garnered by this subject.

We feel no price can be put on the preservation of our past and urge councillors to ignore Option One of the Chief
Executive’s report which “would have the least cost to Council.... and be the easiest option to achleve.” Cost and
convenience have no place in the preservation of history. We also urge Councll to ignore Option Two “that
enables the bullding to be re-built on an alternative site elsewhere” as the grandstand was erected where it
currently stands to fulfil a purpose at the A&P shows and its removal would completely be at odds with its
existence. We therefore urge the Council to adopt Option Three in light of the 19 July proposal put forward by the
Golden Bay Grandstand Trust.

Heritage Golden Bay also acknowledges that the Golden Bay Grandstand does not meet the heritage criteria of
Heritage New Zealand but would like to reiterate the fact that it is nonetheless one of the older structures still
standing in the Bay even if not ail of the structure Is of the same vintage; is well loved by many in our community
as demonstrated by the recent well-attended public demonstration on a gloomy Sunday afternoon; and has been
on the same site for over 117 years serving a purpose at the annual A&P Shows which will not be replaced by the
new Recreation Facility. Although council state (Paragraph 9.1) that there is limited viewing of the Park from the
mezzanine floor, the emphasis should be on the word limited. The mezzanine floor is not only limited in space
(only about twenty people can fit within the windows and would have to stand on tiptoes to look out) but viewing
from the windows does not include the entire field. At the last A&P Show it was impossible to see the full parade
from the windows because the roofing of the facility got in the way.

Heritage Golden Bay has always maintained that the Grandstand should be retained for future generations and
first noted our objection to the Recreation Facility’s plans in May 2013. We have over the years continually made
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e Heritage
wssernnn 2 GOlden Bay..

Jill Pearson

81 Pupu Springs Road
PO Box 216

Takaka 7142

4" August 2017
Dear Jill,

Heritage Golden BaywouldllknooﬁernswppontothesoldenBayGnndsundTmstasnaelufummwbegln
the preservation and restoration of the h!saoritgnndmnddnmednmemslmvgmndshnhhmdwhichls
under threat of demolition.

Heritage Golden Bawaoundodlnmw.ammoﬁmmm “preserve the sites, structures and stories
pertaining to European settiement in Golden Bay.” We believe that the heritage of Golden Bay is fast disappearing
andwedoullweunwmmwhmm&thenkutmﬂnam.smcozoumhavebeenvoalhoursuppon
fovthepmemtbnofthlsmdmndundwebeﬂmtheTms:hssumcbmbackhgﬁomtheGolden Bay
community to succeed In its mission to restore it.

The grandstand has been part of the Golden Bay community since it was first built 118 years ago. Although It has had
addhimandalhmiommadetoltovcnhemrs, it still has its original curved roof and the timber seating instalied
ln1911.Wehavebeentolditisorﬂymofm;nrdstmdsbuilththishsﬂontostmmnlnmmhm.
Although it has falled to gain support from Heritage New Zealand for any heritage status, due to the numerous
addkiommrtheyun,wewmmmmtbnwmmmionamofmlmmmoruanh
achieved.

AZP shows have been run in Golden Bay for the past 118 years and the grandstand has been integral to themn. Thesa
showstreeentnltothoidentityol’mmhndefsandsoldenw:mmndkmueh loved. it is one of the
oldmbmmnuin(ioldcneaymdlnanasewhefeoldmuauresanbekgremd in order to save money and
time, rather than being restored, it would be a great shame if the same should happen in this instance.

Yours sincerely,

ﬁws_——

Barry Cashman
Chairman, Heritage Goiden Bay
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P \
D
. Adoceln
/&,_ 1"{4\{{ B
P Shor ‘2016
Jesn Wedderbum i, St
Secretary v
607 Abel Tasman Drive
Ciifton RD1
Takaka. 7183

?l 03 5256142 Fox: 03 5285166
Charities Comm. No, CC30313
300518

il and Bryony Pearson

CJ- I Pearson

PO Box 216

Takoks. 7142

Dear JA and Bryony

Thank you Jli for attending aur AGM and clarifying details regarding your efforts to retain the 100+
year okt Grandstand st the Recrestion Ground,

Altiough the show committee supports and looks forward 1o the new mulii complex building, we fee
that with the current level of community interest in ikeeping the grandstand, the GBASP frealy acmits
st retaining the grantistand would confinue to enhance the show from a viewing perspective,

Wi wish you well in your endeswouns

Guutsm

pre Py

Duncan McKenzie - President.
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Poommei. Heée" Bay..

Recreation Committes
¢/o Jenny Pomeroy
250 James Rd, Bainham
Collingwood 7073

29" May 2013
Dear Committee Members,

We know that submissions to TDC have now closed on the proposed construction of the multi-
purpose recreation centre at the Rugby Showgrounds in Takaka, but wish to let you know of our own
concerns regarding your plans.

After due consideration and discussion Heritage Golden Bay would like you to know that it does not
support the demolition of the Grandstand at the Showgrounds. This structure has been in place
since befare 1912 and is unique. The destruction of such an historic building would be a great shame

for the community. There is very little of historical significance left in the Bay and the removal of this
Grandstand would be very sad.

Yours faithfully,

Barry Cashman

Heritage Golden Bay
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I speak as an individual,
| have a few things to say about the structural integrity of the grandstand.

m-mwmmmmmmmmmamamm
between them. The squash court is not holding up the grandstand. The rear lean-to is just that - a lean-to
to the original grandstand. It foo is not hoiding the grandstand up.

Secondly - Amanda Coats wrote a report for TDC. In this report she states she "is not a registered
quantity surveyor, engineer, heritage architect or a conservation architect”. She makes observations of
the grandstand and then infers and extrapolates what might be possible realities behind these surface
conditions. Nearly all of her expensive statements are precaded by "could be” or "might need"” or
"appears to be". As they should be. However, this does not make them fact. Amanda’s costing has never
been detailed. She amives at an estimate. By going through her report and listing anything that might
incur a cost it becomes apparent that the $580,000 bears no relation to keeping the current grandstand,
but invoives development of the structure into something involving bieachers, power, new staircases
etc... In addition there are errors such as including costs for additional resource consents - no resource
consent was required for the new building and none will be required for the grandstand to remain. Peier
Smith is @ consuiting structural and civil engineer with Spencer Holmes Limited. He is currently on the
Engineering Advisory Group, advising the Department of Building and Housing on the Christchurch
earthquake recovery for domestic and commercial buildings. He served as chairman of the board for a
university research project on the Seismic Retrofit of Existing Buildings. In 2002 Peter was awarded the
MaclLean Citation for his industry leadership and expertise in structural engineering and engineering
practice. He has over 40 years’ experience in this area and is well respected throughout NZ. He too has
made observations, and with understanding of the building and #s context his conclusion is that it has a
rating of 45% new building standard (nbs) and there is no legai requirement to strengthen this building.
Buildings need o be 34%nbs or more to be deemed ok. He describes simple bracing that would bring it
to 80% nbs - but this is NOT a necessity. interestingly, when Peter ran a laser levet around the ground
fioor of the grandstand he found it was down Smm in one comer. That's all.

So Sue [Brown], the grandstand is not roften, nor is it held up by the old squash court. If you are stilf not
clear on this | can give you Peter Smith's number after,

| ask that the Community Board vigorously supports the retention of significant heritage within Golden
Bay and in particular the grandstand as a much needed and used functional building at the
showgrounds.

| also ask that the Community Board investigate strongly why TDC is delaying permanently opening the
rec centre. Dennis [Bush-King] knows that it would cost about $260 to amend the consented plans to
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reflect a parking fayout with three additional carparks and a grandstand. The CCC could then be issued.
Dennis also knows that the grandstand was fully used before the stairs were taken down. He knows that
it would cost TDC nothing to trial the grandstand in situ for a year or s0. Dennis knows that Heritage NZ
says it should be listed on the TRMP. He knows that it is not difficult 1o rescind a council decision.
Please do not be fobbed off by difficulf sounding excuses. These facts are in stark contrast fo the
possibilities raised by Amanda Coats. It would be a simpler and cheaper thing to keep the grandstand
than any other option, and it would mean you might never have to listen to the word grandstand again.

Can | please have your response in writing.
Thank you,
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Emma Gee

R e = 2 h

From: Jill Pearson <jmpearson64@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, 29 April 2018 3:16 p.m.

To: Abbie Langford; averill grant; David Gowland: Grant Knowles; Golden Bay
Community Board

Subject: Reserves and Other Lands Disposal (ROLD) Act 1959 Fv1

Attachments: Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 (2).pdf; Reserves and Other Lands
Disposal Act 1959 Section 18.pdf

Hallo,

Here is the link to Section 18 of the ROLD Act 1959 which relates to the showgrounds:
hitp://legislation. govt. nz/act/public/1959/0050/1atest/ 3
It's not a very long document and I'm attaching it too.

Quite a relevant part is clause 3:
(3)  The Association shall be entitled 1o use fos of charge the buildings on the said land for the purpose of holding

memngtmdforstomgeofﬁtmgsmdequiptnetummsameextemzsmmaypmrmmecmningm
of thus Act.

TDC are arguing various things at various times such as :
TDC says it no longer applies (response: It is an Act of Parliament that has not been repealed. It still
applies.)

TDC says that the rec centre wasn't there when the Act was made (response: the A&P had the use of a
produce booth, a kitchen, the area under the grandstand, a grandstand, and possibly Brownie's Inn prior to
the Act coming into force, Therefore they should have the use of all these things currently - free of charge.)

TDC say that a meeting is sitting around a table with a gavel, not a show (response: in 1959 meeting meant
show, or athletic meeting, or race meeting etc and is backed up by Section 10(h) & (i) of the Agricultural
and Pastoral Societies' Act 1908 (attached))

Regards
Jill
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Reprint

as at 1 April 2014

Agricultural and Pastoral Societies
Act 1908

Public Act 1908 No 4
Date of assent 4 August 1908

Contents

£

Title

Short Title, etc

Interpretation

Associations of 50 persons may be incorporated
Property of association to belong to corporate society
Reserves may be granted to corporate society
Power to lease reserves granted to society
Power to sell or exchange for other lands
Power to acquire and manage lands

Power to mortgage

Objects of societies

Power to make bylaws

SO - NV TR N
NV S LS DWWLWNN

D 00
-

Note

Changes authorised by subpart 2 of Part 2 of the Legislation Act 2012 have been made
in this eprint. Sec the notes at the end of this eprint for further details.

This Act is administered in the Ministry for Primary Industries.
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Re

inted as at

1 April 2014 Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 s4

(M

@

(b)  all matters and proceedings commenced under any such
enactment, and pending or in progress on the coming
into operation of this Act, may be continued, completed,
and enforced under this Act,

Interpretation

In this Act, if not inconsistent with the context,—

livestock includes horses, cattle, sheep, pigs, dogs, poultry,
pigeons, canaries, and animals and birds of kindred varieties
society means a society formed for all or any of the objects
mentioned in this Act and incorporated thereunder, and in-
cludes a society existing at the date when this Act comes into
operation and incorporated under any Act heretofore in force

for like purposes.
Compare: 1893 No 852

Associations of 50 persons may be incorporated

Where any number of persons not being less than 50 have as-
sociated themselves together into a society for any of the ob-
Jects hereinafter mentioned, the Governor-General in Council
may, on the petition of not fewer than two-thirds of such per-
sons, incorporate the petitioners and all other persons who at
that time are members of the society, or are thereafter admitted
members thereof agreeably to the rules of the society and the
provisions of this Act, into a body corporate by a style to be
named in the Order in Council incorporating the same.

Every such society, when incorporated, shall have perpetual
succession and a common seal, and in its corporate name shall
be able to do and suffer all that corporate bodies may do and
suffer.

Compare; 1877 No 12ss 2 and 3

Property of association to belong to corporate society

All the real and personal property belonging to or held in trust
for any society shall, on and after the incorporation of such
society, vest in and belong to the incorporated society under
its corporate name.

Compare: 1877 No 1254
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Reprinted as at
1 April 2014 Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 59

)
©)

@

O

The 2 last preceding sections apply to all lands acquired by
any society under the provisions of this section.

The committee of management of the society shall have full
power, if it thinks fit, to appoint a subcommittee, to consist
of not fewer than 3 persons, who may be entrusted with the
management of any lands and buildings heretofore or here-
after purchased or otherwise acquired under this Act, with full
power to enter into and execute contracts in the name and on
behalf of the society for letting the whole or any part thereof,
to sue for rents, and do all things necessary in or about such
management.

All money arising from the letting of any such lands or build-
ings shall be applied, first, in the payment of all necessary out-
goings in connection with the land or buildings and, secondly,
in payment of any interest, principal, or other money payable
in accordance with the terms of any mortgage or other loan
raised under this Act; and, after payment of such interest, prin-
cipal, or other money, shall be applied to the general purposes
of the society.

Compare: 1900 No 13552, 4, 6, and 7

Section 8(3): amended, on 1 January 2008, by section 364(1) of the Property
Law Act 2007 (2007 No 91).

Section 8(4): substituted, on 21 November 1973, by section 2 of the Agricultural
and Pastoral Societics Amendment Act 1973 (1973 No 48).

Power to mortgage

A society may from time to time borrow money by deben-
tures, or by mortgage of any lands granted to or acquired by
the society, and may execute all necessary mortgages or other
instruments containing a power of sale and other usual powers
and provisions, and may apply the money so borrowed for any

of the following purposes:
(a)  the repayment of any existing or future debt or liability
of the society:

(b) theerection, alteration, or repair of any building or erec-
tion, or the making of improvements on any land held
by the society:

(c)  the purchase or other acquisition of land or any interest
in land required for the purposes of the society.
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Reprinted as at
1 Apnil 2014 Agricultural and Pastoral Socicties Act 1908 s

11
U}

&)

3)

destruction of insects injurious to vegetable life, and the
eradication of weeds:

(e)  to promote the discovery of new varieties of grain and
other vegetables useful to man or as food for domestic
animals:

(f)  to collect information with regard to the management
of woods, plantations, and fences, and on every other
subject connected with rural improvement:

(8) totake measures for improving the veterinary art as ap-
plied to horses, cattle, sheep, and pigs:

(h) to encourage by the distribution of prizes at the meet-
ings of the society, and by other means, the best mode
of farm cultivation and the improvement of livestock of
all or any of the kinds defined in this Act:

(i)  to encourage enterprise and industry by the holding of
meetings for the exhibition of implements and produce,
the granting of prizes thereat for the best exhibits, and
by competitions for prizes for inventions or improve-
ments, or for skill or excellence in agricultural or pas-
toral arts.

Compare: 1877 No 125§

Power to make bylaws

The members, at their general meetings assembled from time
to time, may alter or amend any bylaws, rules, or regulations
in force previously to incorporation, and also may make such
further or other bylaws as they or the majority of them present
at such meetings judge proper and necessary for the better gov-
emnment and direction of the society.

All such bylaws, and every alteration thereof, shall be notified
at 2 meetings of the committee of management to be appointed
as hereinafter provided previous to the general meeting of the
socictyazwhid:theympmposedtobemade;andshallbe
confirmed at the next general meeting of the society.

All the bylaws, rules, regulations, and orders in force at the
time of the incorporation of the society shall, until altered, be
duly observed and kept, provided that the same are not con-
trary to or inconsistent with this Act.

Compare: 1877 No 12 ss 9, 10, and 11
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Re,
1
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12014

Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 512

(b)

0]

®

&)

M
(m)

(n)

(o)

a deliberative vote and, in case of an equality, a casting
vote:

all persons holding office in any society at the time of
the incorporation thereof shall continue in office under
the incorporated society until their successors are ap-
pointed under the provisions hereof:

the committee may appoint a secretary for conducting
the general business of the society, and any other offi-
cers or servants it thinks fit, and shall fix the salaries or
allowances to be paid to such secretary and other offi-
cers or servants:

the ordinary members of the society shall pay upon ad-
mission, and afterwards annually, towards the general
fund of the society, such sum as the society from time
to time fixes and declares by any bylaw, with power to
the said members to redeem the annual contribution by a
payment in 1 sum as the purchase of a life membership,
at such rate as the society from time to time authorises:
all life members of a society at the time of its incorpor-
ation shall be life members of that society when incorp-
orated:

honorary members shall not be subject to any annual
contribution or other payment:

each ordinary member of the society shall pay his an-
nual contribution for the preceding year at or before the
annual meeting, or otherwise he shall have no vote:

the society, on the vote of not less than three-fourths
of the members present at an ordinary general meeting
or a special general meeting convened in the manner
provided in paragraph (b)f, may expel any member for
any cause which appears to that meeting to require that
proceeding; and that person shall thereupon cease to be
a member or to have any right or interest in the society
or its concerns:

the annual payments by the ordinary members of the
society, or sums paid in lieu thereof as contributions for
life, shall be paid to the treasurer, or to any collector to
be named by him, such collector being bound to find
security for his fidelity to the satisfaction of the com-
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Re
1

inted as at
pril 2014 Agricultural and Pastoral Socicties Act 1908 s 14

2

13

14
O]

)

copies thereof, as finally approved, shall be for-
warded to the Minister of Agriculture and Fish-
eries, who, if he thinks fit, may lay the same be-
fore Parliament.

In subsection (1)(r),—

(2) non-GAAP standard has the same meaning as in sec-
tion 5 of the Financial Reporting Act 2013:

(b)  specified not-for-profit entity has the meaning set out
in section 46 of the Financial Reporting Act 2013:

(c) generally accepted accounting practice has the same
meaning as in section 8 of the Financial Reporting Act
2013.

Compare: 1877 No 125 12; 1900 No 13 s 8

Section 12(1¥q): amended, on 1 September 1972, pursuant to section 3(6)a)
of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Amendment Act 1972 (1972 No 3).

Section 12(1)(z)(iia): inserted, on 1 April 2014, by section 125 of the Financial
Reporting (Amendments to Other Enactments) Act 2013 (2013 No 102).

Section 12(2): inserted, on 1 April 2014, by section 125 of the Financial
Reporting (Amendments to Other Enactments) Act 2013 (2013 No 102).

Society may sue for arrears of subscriptions

The committee may cause actions to be instituted against
members for recovery of arrears of their annual payments,
and it shall not be a valid defence against such an action that
the member has tendered his resignation as a member of the
society.

Compare: 1877 No 12513

Members may resolve to put society into liquidation

A society may be put into liquidation if the society, at a gen-
eral meeting of its members, passes a resolution appointing
a liquidator, and the resolution is confirmed at a subsequent
general meeting called together for that purpose and held not
earlier than 30 days after the date on which the resolution to
be confirmed was passed.

Subject to this Act and to any regulations made under this Act,
the provisions of Parts 16 and 17 of the Companies Act 1993
shall apply to the liquidation, with such modifications as may

1
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1 April zo;':'1 Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 519
17 Dissolution of society by Governor-General

0))

@

18
M

@

19

If at any time the Governor-General is satisfied that a society is
no longer carrying on its operations or has been incorporated
by reason of a mistake of fact or law, he may, by Order in
Council, declare the society to be dissolved as from a date to
be specified in the order.

If at any time the Governor-General is satisfied that a declar-
ation of dissolution under this section was made in error and
ought to be revoked, he may, by Order in Council, revoke the
declaration, and the society shall thereupon be revived from
the date of the dissolution thereof as if no such dissolution had
taken place.

Scction 17: inserted, on 18 October 1961, by section 2 of the Agricultural and
Pastoral Socicties Amendment Act 1961 (1961 No 37).

Disposition of surplus assets

On the liquidation of a society, or on its dissolution by the
Govemor-General, all surplus assets after the payment of all
costs, debts, and liabilities shall, subject to any trust affecting
them, be disposed of in the manner provided by the rules of
the society.

If the surplus assets are subject to any trust or if they cannot
be disposed of in accordance with the rules of the society, they
shall be disposed of as the High Court or a Judge thereof di-
rects.

Section 18: substituted, on 1 July 1994, by section 3 of the Agricultural and
Pastoral Societies Amendment Act 1993 (1993 No 110).

Regulations

The Governor-General may from time to time, by Order in
Council, make regulations for carrying into effect the objects
of this Act so far as they relate to the winding up of societies.

Section 19: inserted, on 18 October 1961, by section 2 of the Agricultural and
Pastoral Socicties Amendment Act 1961 (1961 No 37).

i3
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Reprinted as at
1 April 2014 Agricuitural and Pastoral Societies Act 1908 Notes

Eprint notes

1

General

This is an eprint of the Agricultural and Pastoral Societies Act
1908 that incorporates all the amendments to that Act as at the
date of the last amendment to it.

About this eprint

This eprint is not an official version of the legislation under
section 18 of the Legislation Act 2012,

Amendments incorporated in this eprint

Financial Reporting (Amendments to Other Enactments) Act 2013 (2013
No 102): section 125

Property Law Act 2007 (2007 No 91): section 364(1)

Attachments

Page 123

Item

Attachment 23



Tasman District Council Golden Bay Community Board Attachments — 12 June 2018

wal|

309fqns 9A19531 UONEIIAI ¥ st (uonesodio)) Y3 SE O} PALIIFOX
uonods sup wr) Aeg uspjeq jo Ayunopy oy jo uonerodion
U3 TY Pa3SIA 9q PUE] PIES 3y} 33 PIaLBe Uadq Sey I searogm
PUY 3N JASNPX Iy Joj siopudord pamisidur sy Aq
PaImba1 J0U SI TONOAS SIYY JO UIAIS OTIOISGNS UT PIqLIOSIp
PUE] 1 SLIIYM PUY IUOHOR STyl JO UIAIS UORIISANS
ur paqusap Appucdes puey ay ur Ijduns ovko..ﬁ ANeIs e jo
saxeys fenbd ut Bounuod ur sieua) se szo1udord se parnsior
sre (gni) Iy SE 0} PALWJIL WORMS sy ur) parerodioouy
quI) BupPAD) puR dNI[Y eYENE], S PUE UONEROSY Iy
SEIIIYM DUy IUOHIIS SIYI JO UIAIS UONIISGNS Ul PIGUIISIP
Apsiy puel o wr opduns 205 ur Aerss ue jo ropudord se
PAISIBAI ST (UONEIO0SSY JY) SE 03 PILIZJAI UONOIS ST UT) uon
“BDOSSY [e10)seg pue [ermmouly Aeg uapior Ay seardyp
“ENENE], 3¥ puv] weno 0} Sunep suostaoxd reradg gy

"JUOYFIL
‘SuTewIax 31 ISPYM pue Sowodaq 3wy Aue e mcwmowoﬂu
ANOGIER] UNYBUTIIAL 31 Ut BunsoA 3 03 GRS Jwnoqisery Jo
noIog Y3 JO SUIZND) pue ‘SIOMIOUMOY) ‘JOARA Sy Ul IS9A
[9IN[OSQE [[BYS WONOIS SIYY JO U0 WONIIWGNS Ul O} PaIIAjal
§€ 2104s3IOf I puUB [[EM BIS PIES ) UNVMIIQ ISTX2 Iwm
01 Jwn wioxy Avur YOIYm pue| JO UORDINOE AUe ME[ JO I 10

1y Aue wr Arenuod o3 o Sunpiue SupursqamioN (z)
Pwm 0
W} WONJ JA[E IO “ULI0] ISIX3 [[EYS 1 S€ PEIFY MOLIRITIJ 0
UIeanl§ OIONOIOY] WO UOS[OYDTN 104 JO IIOYSIIO) SNONUTIU0D
4 3t Ul PANSIA JARY 0] S [[€ 3B INUNUOD {[eys preog
PIes 21 38 JUNW I IRIM preog] Inoqrery uodua M St ut
‘axmbox Aewr 3sed 9 Se ‘PIULIO} UIYM 159A APInjosqe reys
pue pasaa Apanjosqe 4qausy st ‘SIUAWRR 10 IS I JO uopow

AP JO SIOM A10N0Id pres Ay JO ORI AP JO 3

u3~o>ao§8§§m§>v§§53.wwﬂ“
poyrew 3ad pres ayy pue O, payrew Sod pres oyi uaMIaq
[[eM B35 Pres Y1 Jo PIemeds 2I0YsII0) Y3 ME[ JO NI 10

Py Aue w Arenuod >p o) Surqpdue Sumpmreisypimion (1)
{SMO[OJ SB PAIDRUD 10511 31 off
{SIGROP YONS UL IAOUWRI 03} J[QRATSIP ST I SLITIYM PUY :SHIOM
24109101d prEs @ JO VORIV I JO IUNCOOE UO IIOYSIIOJ
PIES 33 jO umonmuysp 3y O3 Se SISIXD IQNOp JWI0S SBIIIYM
puy :uuoy Lew 10 [IM pue SUTULIOf ST JIOUSIIO] MIU SRIOM
3apon0id yons jo 3msax e se pue ‘96, payrew 3ad pres sy
pue 0, poyrew Sad pres oy uRMIAq 2I0YsII0) pres A jo
Arumia oy ur pue U0 ‘wed pres o U0 UMOYS SE ‘M €3S
e Supnpur ‘Syrom danonoad pawsis saey pieog dp pue

1184 wsodsiq spuvy AsyiQ puv seassssy 06 “ON ‘6S61

cZ uswyoeny

Page 124

Attachments



wal|

Tasman District Council Golden Bay Community Board Attachments — 12 June 2018

cZ usawyoeny

BV
Jopun payesodiooul (preog g3 se 0} PALIdJAI UOTOAS STy ur)
paeog isniy, Asdqres) yy sang doysig g3 UI PASIA mou st
PUE[ pres oy seandym puy o_wcahm wng doysig,, o
P2[IE0 2q 0} uoSPN jo A0 93 jo djdoad Iy Joy Arqred re
UZ jO JUSMOPU? PUR Juourysijqess 9yl 10j ‘emonted i
PUE 953q JUIY PINOYS Jwn 0} Jwp wosj 43 Se ‘uospN
30 & oy wr e jo wonoword oy Joy 3 uodn W Aq
PRY 2q 03 $19410 PUE SN JANQ SIRYD) PUIIIAIY g8y
uﬁﬂ§>v§3gﬁgu«3§§§m§c
UORISANS Ur PIqUISIP Pue] I 968] WV SN, Axren
Wy g doystg oY) Jo om1 wonIs Aq SEAIINY A —STOLIPUCD
urelIao 03 39fqns preog snxy, Anpes uy ang dogsyg
Vg W pASIA pue] ureldo jo esodsip ap Swsuomuy gy

"Pad pa3ps uoazay pue ‘uoiBu[PAL 38 ‘AdAing pue
spuey jo 3 oyO pesy aq ur paysodap ‘VOzpe/zg
‘S pue T payrew uerd Ay U0 UMOYS IIE JWES I sy

. "AnsiBoy uospN  (spored o) se
PANUA]) 27 ONOJ ‘79 FWMIOA 9PN JO FIBDYTID W PIGUISIP
pue pasizduiod puef Iy jo aoue[eq oﬁﬂmﬂmunm pue ‘ssap X0
aowr ‘yorad e mo SPUII-uIA pue saqazad 1uB-Aumy poox
QU0 saxow U Juruteinod sy 4samg ndeirepy ‘X yoop
ur parenyrs “eexe L, Jo oSy ‘gg UOH99g Jo | Hed jo :«m
Fmaq s PUeT] UOSPN I UL vaJe B e ‘A[proosg
"Ansi8ay uosaN ‘172 010§ ‘G Sumjop
Opn jo «eOYnI0 ur poquosep pue pasudwoo puey o
3o Souepeq Yy Jureq pue ‘s 10 dsowr ‘Yoxd € JO Sypu-xIs
pue sagoad 0m) Spoor daxp sexoe anoy Surmreiucd oSy
Asamg nderepy X yoolg wr paremrs ‘exexe], jo iepi!
22 uonoseg jo | weq jo wed Jurdq ‘1467 ‘d'@ Vi 107 e
Supq LIS PUBT TSN 3 UT vare Jeq e ‘Apsng
*SMOTJ0j S® paqLidsop
Apremonaed st s1epl ONdes SIM YIYM 03 pur AT, (1)
‘monenossy oy jo sssodmd [esousd oy oy uoner
o o1 aeak yoed spunod Aunp Jo ums Y spUMy pend
it wouy Aed 0) pRNAP pue pastoyIne AGAISY ST pue [regs
uonesodioy) A ‘A3xis pue paspuny uRRU ‘GERN jo Aep
wg-Aung 9@ uo Butpus yead o wory Surowowwoy) (g)
“wonesodio)) oy 01 ysodop paxy uo
Junoure PresaIoye Iy Jo dIysIaumo I3 19jsTe} 0) PArOAITp pue
pasuomne AQaIdy St uospN jo A19og Surpimg 1uRuRILIg
941 pu® UORXS ST JO U2A3S UORIISANS UL PIGUISIP pue]
93 JO 303dsAI W G 10 SINUNOY) UT UOSIAIPQNS PUET] o Jo
U3AIOF UoRo% 03 yaensind paraistarupe pue 31 4q pray 3q o
uonez0dio)) A Aq PIuMo 5q 03 PIURIP 3q PUE 3q PV ST jo

g£1¢ sodnq spuvy syiQ puv sy 0G ON ‘6661

Page 125

Attachments






Tasman District Council Golden Bay Community Board Attachments — 12 June 2018

Emma Gee

From: Joan Reilly <joan.reilly84@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, 4 May 2018 4:33 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Takaka Grandstand

To whom it may concern,

This Is to register my opinion that the grandstand should remain where it currently stands rather than shift 18
meters for no significant gain but a huge cost to the rate payers.

This has been a huge roundabout and it is time to come to a sensible resolution.

The Grand stand should remain where It was first intended by the early Takaka residents who built it. Obviously the
best position to view proceedings. Who has a grandstand at one end of a Showgrounds,

Regards
Joan Reilly

Sent from my iPad
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Emma Gee

From: Ma and Pop Slack <threeflatrocks@live.com>
Sent: Monday, 30 April 2018 7:46 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Ce: Grand Stand

Subject: The peoples grandstand of Golden Bay 2018

To whom it may concern.

On behalf of myself and my family who have enjoyed the use of the grandstand I would like to
say, “We are not in favour of TDC's decision to move OR demolish our beautiful old and very
practical grandstand”

It has remained standing proud in excellent condition since 1899 so why are you continually
challenging the local people to get rid of this majestic old building.

This building is part of our heritage with architectural significance. Surely the voice of our people
counts and that you... TDC are listening and realise its timely to back down and leave well alone
once and for all. Its never too late to admit how wrong one can be.

After all what really are you trying too prove here?

Thank you
Karen Slack.
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Emma Gee

From: Lorraine Polglase <lorrainepolglase@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, @ May 2018 1:17 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: Grandstand position

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Please leave grandstand where it is. Save some money. Thank you.
Lorraine polglase
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Emma Gee

From: tpolglase <tpolglase@mail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 9 May 2018 1:35 p.m.
To: Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Takaka Grandstand

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Community Board

Please try to convince the Tasman District Council to leave the grandstand where it is. They should at the
very least trial it in its present location at no cost to anyone.

Thank you.
Trevor Polglase

173 Tangmere Road
Takaka

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone,
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ROTOTAI SANDBAR
My name is Lorraine Polglase
I am speaking about the abuse of the Rototai Sandbar and beach.
Here is a brief overview of the area.

You will be aware that there is a designated dog exercise area out from the
Rototai Reserve. To the West of the dog exercise area there is the Rototai
Sandbar which is a no go area for dogs and vehicles because of the birdlife.
This sandbar has now joined up to the beach just west of the dog exercise area
and is easily accessed at both low and high tides. We live adjacent to the
sandbar. The 2017/18 summer was the worst in our experience of 38 years,
with vehicles driving on and people walking dogs over the Rototai Sandbar on
many occasions. We have rung the Tasman District Council a number of times
when dogs or vehicles have been on the sandbar but nothing seems to have
changed. The Police spoke to one group in January 2018.

There was a combined TDC and DOC sign beside the beach on the Rototai

Reserve. This sign said no dogs and no vehicles were allowed on the beach and

sandbar. It explained about nesting, resting and feeding birds and the peace

they need. This sign was smashed up about 1 month ago and has not been f
replaced. v

Please can the Council ~
. Replace the smashed sign. I
. Provide more signage to highlight the plight of the birds, ‘
. Erect barriers to stop vehicles driving onto the beach. f
. Provide more general publicity about the protection of birds on the ‘
beaches of Golden Bay.

5. Produce a household leaflet explaining about the need for protection of

seabirds regarding dogs and vehicles on beaches. ( A lot of houses are

holiday rentals and the holiday makers have no idea of their

responsibilities, They often bring dogs and 2 or 4 wheeled vehicles to use

on the beach).

AW N -

Lorraine & Trevor Polglase
173 Tangmere Road, Takaka,
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Emma Gee

From: Oldseadog Nautical School <oldseadog@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, 6 May 2018 3.51 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Ce gbgrandstand @gmail.com

Subject: Grand Stand

To our Golden Bay Community Board and GB Councillors, after all the debate over the retention of Golden Bays
Grand Stand we seem to be in a position that the Rec Park Facility is being used and enjoyed by all users.

In its current state the Grand Stand building is not the most complementary of the Show Grounds and can not be
used.

| urge, plead and beg CB members and Councillors to recommend to TDC that once the Squash Court Is demolished
the Grand Stand can be tidied up and trailed for two full years on its current original site.

This would save a lot of money and the whole community would be catered for and the Show Grounds will truly be
one place for all.

The Grand Stand issue has dragged on to long.

Council is urged to act promptly so the whole Grand Stand complex can be tided up to complement the Rec Centre
and the Show Grounds,

Regards the Rountrees

Matthew & Kelly
Ethan & Boston

Sent from my iPhone
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Emma Gee

From: Michelle Allison <michelle@snow-forecast.com>
Sent: Thursday, 24 May 2018 2:56 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board

Subject: Re: Grandstand

Hi,

I really do hope the grandstand of Takaka will be staying where it is.

Surely, the decision and extensive costs of moving it 18metres can be seen as folly and totally
unnecessary, If this is not the case, please provide justifiable reasons for such an action.

Regards,

Michelle Allison

Takaka

On Wed, Apr 11, 2018 at 1:48 PM, Michelle Allison <michelle@snow-forecast.com> wrote:
Hi,

Having just read Bryony Pearson’s update at change org I am very
pleased to discover that an arrangement has been made for the
Grandstand to stay where it is.

Regards,
Michelle
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Emma Gee

From: Paul <sangsters33@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Monday, 21 May 2018 12:12 p.m.

To: r071gfOrd@gmail.com; Averill Grant; Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Re: SH60 "slippery when wet” signs Tak -Cwd

HI Rod, Thanks for the email. The main road to Collingwood comes under N.Z.T.A. not Council. Council only have
an advisory role. | will pass your message on. Paul S,

On 21/05/2018 9:05 AM, rl wrote:

> Good Morning Several signs have appeared between Onekaka and Takaka
> and a 50km speed ‘temporary’ limit was in place - maybe still?- at

> Milnthorpe.

>

> This is the new - in lieu of, 'sealing the roads’, plan - People

> will chash on these slippery roads. "Slippery when WET" is a very

> cheap and dangerous option

>

>

>1/ What sealing has happened on Golden Bay state highways the last
> two years- 2016 and 2017 ?

>

> 2/ What sealing happened on average, each year , of the last ten -
>2005-20157

>

> 3/ What sealing is forecast for SH60 Golden Bay, the next two years
>2018,2019?

>

>

> Under last govt bugger all sealing and roadside mowing happened .
>

> TDC complaints resulted in TDC increasing again mowing around richmond
> (and probly mot} as townies like it tidy. - TDC newsletter -a rough

> quote

>

> Plenty of TDC roads have just been sealed in Takaka area, this

> Autumn .

>

> SHE0 from Upper Takaka to COLLINGWOOD is slippery when wet and a
> danger to all road users , due to NO annual maintenance.

>

> This shows as long stretches of seal with no road chip on top in both
> wheel tracks in both lanes.

>

> Rod Langford

>

>
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Q Golden Bay Community Board

o= tasman district council

24 May 2018

To Whom It May Concern

Rata Foundation 2018 Funding Application

On behalf of the Golden Bay Community Board | am pleased to be writing this letter in support
of the Golden Bay WorkCentre Trust's application for funding from the Rata Foundation.

The community of Golden Bay benefits from a wide variety of services, provided by the Golden
Bay WorkCentre Trust. These services are managed by the Trust's Co-ordinator on a very tight
budget.

The Trust Co-ordinator is responsible for efficient management of the Community House and
supports a variety of tenants such as 1.D.E.A services (formerly IHC), a local mental health
programme (Helping Hands — a programme that reintegrates people with mental health needs
back into employment), a second hand clothing store, several therapists and a Yoga studio.
The Co-ordinator also has responsibilities for education and training including; the Alternative
Education programme for children, the Youth Education and Training Initiative programme for
young aduits and several employment mentoring programmes for youth, youth parents and
adults.

The Trust supports community development projects within the region and is currently active in
mentoring/supporting the Golden Bay Housing Trust which provides quality housing at lower
than market rates to low income families.

The Rata Foundation’s support of the Golden Bay WorkCentre would allow the Trust to
continue to offer this range of services to the community of Golden Bay.

Yours sincerely

M4 Nﬁ\“d

Abbie Langford
Chair
Golden Bay Community Board

Golden Bay Community Board
C/- Tasman District Council

PO Box 74

Takaka 7142

Chair Abbie Langford: abbie langford22@gmail.com

Secretary Laura Page: emma.gee@tasman.govt.nz
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59 Selwyn Street

Pohara

24.4.18 \

Golden Bay Community Board Chairman and Members, ﬁ 70 APR 208

Takaka: Re: Selwyn Street Campaign 1R /

TASIAAN DISTR'CT GOUNCIL

TAKAKA SERVICE CENTRE |

To whom it may concern:

My recent conversation with Dennis Bush-King has impressed on me the necessity of personally
addressing in writing the issues raised by Laurie Healy at the April meeting of the Board, although a
prior commitment prevents my presence at the next one, in May.

I’s interesting to read that Laurie has been on the case (mine?) for six years, as until he was ‘outed’ in
a GB Weekly report of a Community Board meeting a few months ago, he had consistently denied
involvement in what is best described as a concentrated campaign of persistent persecution by a small
section of local society which delusively believes that it's anonymous. Notably, none of these people,
without exception, have seen fit to address me about their concerns. Had they done so, they may well
have found a willing accommodation to a large degree, as has been the case for most of the 35 years of
my residence in Selwyn Street with regard to use of unmaintained public land (unformed paper road),
by tacit agreement with TDC ..."it saves us a lot of mowing’. This privilege was curtailed around 2013
by the persistence of two principal complainants who were then newcomers to the area and are no
longer living on the beach front.

The current focus of harassment - my use of the border of Lansdowne Street, which forms our eastern
boundary- was first brought to my notice by a letter dated 29.9.15 from Jeremy Katterns from the
Transportation Network Engineering Office, concerning the storage on this road reserve of various
items, principally firewood and building materials, transitory by nature. The stated issue was
obstruction of the formed carriageway, but this banishment was somehow stretched to include my
brand of lawnmower, caged rabbits, which have for a long time maintained grassed roadside areas
with the co-operation of certain neighbours.

After a subsequent discussion with Jeremy and his programme manager, Brian McManus, the area was
then cleared and restored to an acceptable condition, as inspected. This should have been the end of
the matter, viz. the formed road unmaintained by council - all 40 metres of it - is clear of all
‘obstruction’.

Astonishingly, since then Laurie Healy has seen fit, in spite of his knowledge of my antipathy to
herbicide use (since NZ has the highest rate of cancer and spread of chemical poisons in the developed
world) to spray toxic chemicals over these road frontages on both Lansdowne and Selwyn Street,
which area is in no way his business. He has clearly raised his sights in other respects, too; as he's now
aiming at our poultry-keeping, another significant element of our lifestyle which did not, however,
prevent his purchase of his property 9 years ago, or cause undue difficulties when his so-called
‘untrainable’ dogs then killed fifteen chickens. Subsequently, it was proved that these dogs were
susceptible to discipline when it was sensibly administered. Now it suits him to fancy that our
creatures are a factor in the failure of this property to sell now, conveniently forgetting how he
benefited from using our goats to tame the original wilderness. He should look elsewhere for the
reasons.

It needs recording that in a conversation I held with Laurie, after my compliance with the original
demands and his ‘outing’ by the Weekly report, he stated quite categorically that he was ‘going to go
on making trouble’ for me - no reason given! Experience suggests that his motives are other than
those presented to the Council/Board, and that his malice and vindictiveness are being used to bully
me through their agency; surely a cynical and self-serving use of Council resources and ratepayer
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funds. Again, this long-held suspicion was confirmed recently on Friday 20% April by an interaction
with him when | enquired whether compliance with the latest demand, as conveyed to me by Dennis
Bush-King (removal of temporary henhouse) would satisfy him; the reply was emphatically no, he
would continue to make trouble as long as there was pressure on him from the Council to remove
spoil dumped from his property onto the surveyed (paper) road i.e. he insists on blaming me for
bringing this issue to the notice of Council, unable to realise that he has antagonised a range of people
in the neighbourhood; I would appreciate officials disabusing him of this notion, as he persists in
judging others by himself. This acrimonious exchange confirmed my opinion that a policy of
informant/complainant secrecy, although sometimes undoubtedly desirable, is generally not
conducive to amicable outcomes, but tends to disharmony in society and abuse of the system.

Interestingly, Laurie draws a comparison between our use of a very small area of unformed,
unmaintained/ surveyed road, which use causes no obstruction or deprivation of access to private
land (i.e. the area bounded by the drive serving three properties accessed off Lansdowne Street) - and
his use of the considerable area of surveyed/unformed road forming his eastern boundary, which is
the site recently used as a dumping-ground for the spoil from his unconsented earthworks; about
which more needs to be said, as they contribute in no small measure to the flooding issues of which he
complains, My observations over a period of 35 years, combined with anecdotal evidence from local
landowners and previous owners of 59a, inform me that until ‘developed’ by Bruce Baird, it exhibited
the flood behaviour recognised as natural on a piece of marginal wetland. It is surprising that Laurie
was able to undertake this work at all, given that the terms of the consent for Bruce’s work specified
the total removal of all spoil from the excavation of ponds. Unbenown to Council, this condition was
breached at the time, with spoil being spread, not removed.

Prior to this earlier alteration, there was no flooding issue in the area as Ellis Creek (drain) routinely
overflowed the true left bank downstream from the point where it passes under Lansdowne Street,
briefly (24hrs)inundating ALL of what is now 59a. There were none of the current flooding issues
with the lower portions of all Selwyn Street properties from #77-#59b and 59c inclusive, To my mind,
the situation has been further exacerbated by inappropriate residential development on former
swamp land opposite Pohara Holiday Park and in the Richmond Road area of Pohara proper, which
involved redirection of the bulk of runoff which had previously escaped via the stream behind the
Penguin Bar and Cafe into Ellis Creek (drain) via ‘Bartlett’s Drain.’ The current issues are further
compounded by the total inadequacy of the culvert beneath Boyle Street to carry the significant
increase of flow from the rearranged watershed. Council is peculiarly slow to address this problem,
although | am aware of the opinion, attributed to senior Council staff, that ‘computer modelling’ shows
that the size of the culvert is irrelevant, which beggars belief.

Regarding the poultry, I have agreed that it shall be removed from the area as soon as alternative
arrangements can be made- possibly not before the date of the May Community Board meeting as |
have prior commitments which also prevent my attending the latter in person- but shortly after that.

I sincerely hope that this will be an end of the matter.
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Emma Gee

From: A <uttakaos@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Sunday, 29 April 2018 935 p.m.
To: Golden Bay Community Board
Cc Grand Stand

Subject: why move the Grandstand?

To the GB Community Board.

You tell me anything you need,

AND | will tell you how to manage without it..

without bias asiam not a cyclist at present - | would prefer you spend the money saved by not moving the

Grandstand , be spent on,

A CYCLEWAY in Golden Bay, |

best regards
Rod Langford

Onekaka

Please don't move the Grandstand yet,
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Emma Gee

From: Kate Redgrove

Sent: Tuesday, 29 May 2018 8:22 am.

To: 'f07igfOrd@gmail.com’

Subject: RE: I support keeping the TAKAKA Grandstand in current position

Thanks Rod, | think we may be looking at 2 moral duty rather than a statutary one.

've forwarded your enquiry to the staff at the Takaka service centre so they can pass on your comments to the
Community Board. Iwill also mention your comments to the Mayor,

Kind regards,

From: rl <uttakaos@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Monday, 28 May 2018 5:39 p.m.

To: Kate Redgrove <Kate Redgrove @tasman.govt.nz>

Subject: Re: | support keeping the TAKAKA Grandstand In current position

Hi Kate, ] asked if it is the" Duty" of the GBCB Chaairperson to support a resolution of that board ?

plz advise as per the question,
thx rod

On 28/05/18 16:35, Kate Redgrove wrote;
Thank you for your e-mail, the contents of which have been noted,

The Golden Bay Community Chair had speaking rights at the recent Council meeting but did not
have voting rights. This was confirmed by the Mayor at the beginning of the Council meeting when
her attendance was acknowledged.

Kind regards,

Kate Redgrove
Executive Advisor
DD 543 8405 | Kate.Redgrove(@tas
Private Bag 4, l'\’ichrrm\d7050NZ

Aastasman §lv

Gistrict councl!

This e-masl attached fles may in confidential inf . and may be subject 10 legal professiona! priviege,
wulmrmhnlmdtdrocbm please delete,
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From: rl <uttakaos@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Thursday, 24 May 2018 5:07 p.m,
To: Janine Dowding <Janine Dowd| sman.govt.nz>; Grand Stand <gbgrandstand @gmail.com>

Subject: | support keeping the TAKAKA Grandstand in current position
Hi Isit the duty of GB Community Board Chairperson, to support GB Community board
resolutions?

"CB resolution to “recommend to Council that given the likely cost of relocation of the
grandstand that it remain in situ for up to 12mths.............

COPY of email.//
Hi Abbie I would like to keep the Takaka Grandstand in its current position.

Have you supported your GBCom Board resolution from recent meeting, at the TDC meeting
today 7?7

Is it your duty to do so?

Thanks rod
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Emma Gee

From: rl <uttakaos@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Monday, 21 May 2018 9:06 am,

To: Averill Grant; Golden Bay Community Board; r07IgfOrd@gmait.com
Subject: SHE0 “slippery when wet” signs Tak -Cwd

Good Moming Several signs have appeared between Onekaka and Takaka and a 50km speed "temporary’ limit was
in place - maybe still?- at Milnthorpe.

This is the new - in lieu of, 'sealing the roads', plan - People will chash on these slippery roads. "Slippery when
WET" is a very cheap and dangerous option

1/ What sealing has happened on Golden Bay state highways the last two

years- 2016 and 2017 ?

2/ What sealing happened on average, each year , of the last ten -
2005-20157

3/ What sealing is forecast for SH60 Golden Bay, the next two years
2018,20197
Under iast govt bugger all sealing and roadside mowing happened .

TDC complaints resulted in TDC increasing again mowing around richmond (and probly mot) as townies like it
tidy. - TDC newsletter -a rough quote

Plenty of TDC roads have just been sealed in Takaka area, this Autumn .

SHE0 from Upper Takaka to COLLINGWOOD is slippery when wet and a danger to all road users , due to NO annual
maintenance.

This shows as long stretches of seal with no road chip on top in both wheel tracks in both lanes.

Rod Langford
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Golden Bay Recreation Park Centre

It was promised by the management committee of the Golden Bay Recreation Centre, when it still
was in it’s planing and fundraising state, that the Centre will facilitate the popular fitness classes,
offered by various coaches and that there will be a Fitness Gym as part of the facility available for ali
Golden Bay residents.

It is very unfortunate that this was not implemented as promised, particularly since the fitness
classes might need to find a new ‘home’ {the Masonic hall might not be available for much longer).

1 would like to stress that the Grand Stand does have facilities that could be used for fitness and gym
classes including storage of its equipment.

I ask the community board to support trialling the grandstand in situ.

SU«SQMTQ—G{&'
W Ramviey Y2d
Tobala |, M2
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Emma Gee
" — —_ et e e —

From: Petrina Francis

Sent: Thursday, 3 May 2018 313 p.m.

To: Golden Bay Community Board; Abbie Langford; Andrew Ellis; Cheryl & lan Orange
(Aero Mgmt); David Gowland; Greg Fellows; James Frater; Mark Johannsen; Mit
Brereton (Adventure Flights); Murray Bensemann (GB Flying Club); Paul Sangster;
Richard Molloy (GB Air); Shane Fleming {Aero Mgmt); Sue Brown

Ce: James Frater

Subject: Takaka Aerodrome - Draft Management Plan for your feedback please

Attachments: Takaka Aerodrome draft Management plan.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Takaka Aerodrome User Group and the Golden Bay Community Board
Please find attached, from Jim Frater, the draft Management Plan for the Takaka Aerodrome.

Please note that the Plan refers to a number of appendices, which are not attached at this stage. These will be
included later.

Please review and provide any feedback on this document direct to Jim by 31 May

2018. James frater@tasman.govt.nz
Thanks,

Petrina

Petrina Francis

Executive Assistant - Corporate Services

ODI (03) 543 8453 | cis@tasman.

Aaytasman ki

district councit

This e-mail message and sny atached files may contain confidential information, and may be subject 10 legal professional privilage. If
you are not the intended recipient, ploase delete.
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Aa.tasman

district council

Takaka Aerodrome

Management Plan

REVIEW SCHEDULE
Issue Date Comments
# Approved
Initial version June 2018
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

1|Page

June 2018

Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan

June 2018
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1l

Role of the Management Plan

The Management Plan enables Tasman District Council {Council) fo coordinate
Takaka Aerodrome’s use, operations, maintenance and development safely, efficiently
and cooperatively with the aerodrome'’s users.

The plan provides general objectives, standard conditions of use, and allowable uses
for the aerodrome and shall be used in assoclation with the:

« Operations CAA AIP (Appendix B) (NOTE: The AIP is subject to change. Please
refer to Airways NZ website for the most up to date version.)

» Emergency Plan (Appendix C)

General Description

Takaka Aerodrome occupies 39.6592 hectares and is bounded on the south by the
Takaka — Collingwood Highway, with the other boundaries surrounded by farmland.
Reference the Aerodrome Layout Aerial Map, Appendix A.

The aerodrome status is “Private Aerodrome Available for General Use” and is not
Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) certified. Reference CAA AIP, Appendix B.

The fand status is Rural 2 with an aerodrome designation (D210) for public works.

Governance

Takaka Aerodrome is Council owned and reports to the Commercial Committee. The
Council also consults with the Golden Bay Community Board as required.

Users of the aerodrome are represented by a Reference Group which will advise the
Aerodrome Operator on aerodrome matters. The Reference Group will consist of:
+ a Commercial Operator representative,
« arepreseniative of Takaka Aero Club and;
the Chair of the Takaka Aerodrome User Group (TAUG).

The Referance Group has no formal status, however there is an expectation that opinion
or advice will be sought from the group on aerodrome issues that are outside of the
scope of the TAUG. Communication will generally be by email.

Membership of the Reference Group will be reviewed following Council elections. The
Aerodrome Operator will facilitate the nomination and or election of the Commercial and
Recreational representatives if required.

Z|Page Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan June 2018
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Management Structure

Thodaytodayopomtbnaladivniuatmeauodroma'emmgedbymunclrs
Commercial Portfolio Manager, who is responsible for coordinating the aerodrome
busimsedkecﬂywimpersomushgmeaemdmeandbsmocwpymghruaww
aerodrome.

The Commercial Portfolio Manager reports regularly to the Commercial Committee,
The Committee reviews the requirements for Takaka Aerodrome on an annual basis
and sets the consequential budget.

Council's Property Services Manager, under Part 139.3(1) of the Civil Aviation rules, is
the Aerodrome Operator, and represents Council as the registered proprietor of the
land.

The Takaka Aerodrome Operator is:

Mark Johannsen

Contact: TDC 03 543 8400
DD 03543 8445
Mobile 027 579 3799

Email: mark johannsen@tasman.govi.nz

Note: The Aerodrome Opembrmay.formepurpousdinmﬁgaﬁonandexpediency
authorise named persons to act on his behalf for specific occurrences or incidents. In
anyhmmmmhoms.mwmomiswbehmyirﬂmdofmy
actions taken.

The Takaka Aerodrome User Group (TAUG) is an advisory group comprising all users

and lessees of the aerodrome along with Council representatives. The group has an

important role during emergencies because Council does not have a management

presence on site. The TAUG meets quarterly or on an ‘as required’ basis. The terms ‘
of reference for the TAUG are shown in Appendix C. ;

Membership of the TAUG is as follows:

* Golden Bay Ward Councillors

* Golden Bay Community Board member
* Aerodrome Operator

» “Goiden Bay Air* representative

» Commercial asrodrome users

* Recreational aerodrome users

* Aerodrome maintenance contractor(s)

3|Page Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan Jupe 2018
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« Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (drone) operators which are registered with Takaka
Aerodrome.

» A representative of each property leased or otherwise legally occupied at Takaka
Aerodrome

« Invited guests, other Council staff and representatives of CAA when required,

Management Objectives

The primary objective of this Management Plan is to enable the Takaka Aerodrome to
be used for aviation related activities in @ manner that minimises confiict with the local
community and amongst operators, whilst servicing the aviation needs of the district in
Takaka.

Specific objectives are:

+ To maintain the aerodrome to a standard similar to CAA cerlification as a quality
assurance system.

« To effectively manage the aerodrome assets.

« Financial management that reduces dependency on subsidy from general rates
without compromising asset management.

« To allow provision of facilities and activities for and by aerodrome users which do
not compromise the long term use and development of the runway.

» To encourage growth in aviation and related actlvities while maintaining a safe
operating environment and in consideration of any potential effects on the Golden
Bay community.

Financlal Management

An annual budget is produced each year on a self-supporting and transparent basis for
the asrodrome. The draft budget is subject o a submission process.

This annual budget is within the Council Enterprises Activity Management Plan (AMP)
that includes a 10 year financial plan. The AMP provides depreciation, maintenance
and capital development expenditure costs, to which the management fees, general
operating costs and loan interest are added.

The landing fee revenue is subject to the Schedule of Prices. The current schedule (1
de2018!o30.lunezo19)lsavmlableonmensmanDcstrictCoundlwobm
(www.tasman.govt.nz/service arges/takaka-ae e-fees-charges) and
may be viewed in Appendix D. Oﬂwmnumrdudesincomefromleaus.general
rates and sundry income.

4|Page Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan June 2018
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7. Standard Conditions of Use

7.1. General

TakakaA«odmmetsCoundowndandoperatndand provides the aerodrome
facilities at the discretion of Council.

Permission is generally available.

These conditions apply to all persons using the aerodrome, lessees, and visitors
or contractors entering the property and/or utilising any of the aerodrome
facilities or services under the operation or control of Council, subject to such
limitations of liability as are specifically prescribed by New Zealand law.

The terms and conditions of use are available on the Tasman District Council
website and will be posted at the refueliing station at the gerodrome.

7.2. Using Aerodrome Facilities

Facliities available at Takaka Aerodrome include sealed and cross wind
runways, taxiways, fie-down areas, refuelling facilities and an honesty box for
paying landing fees. Any person using Takaka Aerodrome or its facilities, must
comply with:

* All relevant legislation including the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015 and
associated regulations.

» All directions from any authorised person,

* The Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan

* Any directions from the Aerodrome Operator regarding restrictions of use of
the aerodrome.

» Other conditions, instructions, orders, procedures and directions Issued by
anypemnatﬂhaisedtodosobyﬂwhmdmeOperatorwhid\maybo
necessary for the safe or efficient operation of activities at the aerodrome.

Take-offs and landings may occur only during daylight, uniess specific prior
approval has been given by Council.

7.3 Use of Operational Areas

Slrage

Coungil, in accordance with Civil Aviation Rule 91.127 may prescribe limitations
and operational conditions on the use of the Takaka Aerodrome. These conditions
and limitations will be published in the Aeronautical Information Publication New
Zealand (AIPNZ).
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7.4 Conditions of Use

Persons using Takaka Aerodrome accept that:

They will not obstruct or cause interference to equipment owned or operated by
other users of the aerodrome.

Council has the sole right to prioritise the use of the aerodrome or, subject to
any other agreement between Council and any person or entity, any parts of
the aerodrome.

Council is not responsible for the security of any aircraft or any other property.
Aircraft must not taxi close to helicopters when they are taking off or landing.
Taxiing aircraft must give way to aircraft vacating the runway.

Taxi-ways are to be kept clear at all times.

All apron areas and access-ways to hangars and fuel installations are to be
kept clear at all times.

The fuel supplier's instructions as per the signage at the fuel facility must be
observed when refuelling.

Helicopters should avoid *taxiing” over other aircraft and be mindful of
downwash,

7.5 Code of Conduct

Those using Takaka Aerodrome are asked to adhere to the following ethics:

Show patience and tolerance towards other operators and pilots;

Clearly explain intentions and clarify, if requested;

Be considerate to all other users and local residents by exhibiting a
professional attitude and a high level of airmanship;

Listen out before transmitting;
Do not direct insults or unkind words to other operators or pilots, at any time,
Be considerate of local residents and display good airmanship;

Be familiar with practices, procedures and all other information regarding the
use of Takaka Aerodrome in the AIPNZ and comply with these requirements.

7.6 Complaints process

Perceived fransgressions of the conditions of use of the aerodrome, its facilities or
the code of conduct may be reported to the Aerodrome Operator and due
investigation will occur if necessary.

6|Page
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Person or aircraft identification will be required before any investigation may occur.
The Aerodrome Operator will report to the TAUG on complaints received and
actions taken,

For repeat offenders, the Aerodrome Operator, after consulting with the Council's
Chief Executive, may issue a frespass notice to any person prohibiting them from
using the aerodrome or its facilities.

Nota:wareadxofCAArulesbyapllotoraimraﬂopemwratanystagowinbe
reported to CAA in accordance with CAR part 12. It is the responsibility of the pilot
in command to report such occurrences to CAA via a CAADOS form.

7.7 Commercial Operators

A commercial operation at the aerodrome is classified as an activity that invoives
the buying and selling of goods and services. Any person or entity wishing to
undertake a commercial activity at the aerodrome must have the written approval
ofmeAemdromoOperatorpﬁatoanyoommemialaeﬁvitymnencing. In
considering whether to approve a commercial operation, the Aerodrome Operator
will consult with the “Reference Group® and consider whether any additional
conditions of use should be imposed including:

a) Hours/days of operation.

b) Regulations of flight paths,

c) Restrictions on the usa of noisy aircraft,
d) Location of activity within the asrodrome.
e) Consideration of environmental concemns.
f) Heaith and safety.

g) Effect on existing aerodrome operations.

Prior to considering approval of a commercial activity, the following information
must be provided to Council:

1. Name, address and contact details

2. Details of the commercial activity to be undertaken, number of staff, days and
hours of operation, aerodrome space requirements.

3. Reasonable evidence of compliance with any Health and Safety requirements

that will arise from the commercial activity.

An emergency plan.

Arrangements for the removal of disabled aircraft.

Evidence of insurance policies held for public liability and aircraft or

equipment cover, and confirmation that they will remain current at all times

while operating at the aerodrome.

7. Names and contact details of key personnel Council can contact about
emergencies, security, operational or financial matters at the aerodrome.

8. Details of the type, registration and MCTOW of each aircraft intended to be
used at the aerodroms.

U

7lPage Takaka Aerodrome Management Plan. June 2018

Attachments Page 161

Item

Attachment 37



Item

Attachment 37

Tasman District Council Golden Bay Community Board Attachments — 12 June 2018

9. An agreement to pay the Council fees and charges for use of the aerodrome,
under the Council’s standard terms and conditions.

Following the implementation of this plan, commercial operators at the aerodrome
will be required to comply with the information requirements of this section to the
satisfaction of the Aerodrome Operalor.

7.8 Non Commercial Operators

Any person wishing to operate a non-commercial activity at the aerodrome must
have the prior approval of the Aerodrome Operator. This includes recreational or
non-commercial aircraft using the aerodrome as a base, but does not include
itinerant aircraft. In considering whether to approve any non-commercial
operation, the Aerodrome Operator will consuit with the “Reference Group” and
consider what conditions of use should be imposed.

When requesting approval from the Aerodrome Operator, applicants are to

provide:

» Names and contact details.

= Delails of the type, registration and MCTOW of any aircraft.

« An agreement to pay the Council fees and charges for use of the aerodrome
under the Council's standard terms and conditions.

» Evidence of insurance policies for public liability, aircraft or equipment cover or
third party liability.

7.9 Allowable Uses

BlPage

Subject to prior approval from the Aerodrome Operator, the following uses of the
aerodrome may be allowed: '!

1 Fixed wing aircraft operations
2  Helicopter landings and departures and helicopter pilot training
3 Microlight gircraft
4 Hangars for aircraft storage and maintenance
5 Passenger terminals
6 Airfreight depots, including cool storage facilities for perishable cargo and

facilities for storage of fertilisers and sprays used by topdressing aircraft using

the asrodrome ;
7 Aero Club clubrooms '
8 Fadilities for pilot training ‘
9 Rental car depots and car parks associated with aerodrome facilities |
10 Emergency services facilities |
11 Accommodation units accessory to aviation operations
12 Navigation and air traffic control faclilities
13 Grass harvesting and grazing of sheep or cattle
15 Infrastructure services
16 Meteprological facilities
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17 Storage and dispensing facilities for aviation fuels

19 Parachuting

21 Model Aircraft, drones, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV's) or remotely piloted
aircraft systems (RPAS)*

22 Hang-gliding

23 Aerodrome based displays and events

24 Gliding operations

25 Gyrocopters and similar aircraft

26 Hot air ballooning

*“There are specific rules regarding the operation of model aircraft, drones, UAV's
or RPAS within a four kilometre radius of any aerodrome and operators of such
craft must be in compliance. Refer to the CAA website:

Before approving any additional uses of the aerodrome, the Aerodrome Operator
will consult with the “Reference Group®, and will consider the impact that any new
use may have on the aerodrome environment and the Golden Bay Community.

7.7 Charges and Payments

Subject to any specific agreement to the contrary, the charges for the use of
Takaka Aerodrome are as set out in the Schedule of Fees and Charges.

Council shall be entitied to prohibit any visiting aircraft from leaving the
aerodrome until payment of all charges is made in accordance with the terms of
payment. Unless otherwise agreed in writing prior to provision of the services
requested, the terms of payment will be via internet banking or cash paid in full to
the honesty box prior to departure. The honesty box is located adjacent to the
Aero Club.

Commercial operators will maintain a monthly record of aircraft landings and

registration details, and supply them to Council by the fifth working day of the

following month. Commercial operators that pay their landing charges at the time

they submit their record of landings, will not incur an administration charge. |

7.8 Health and safety

9|Page

Whilst within the aerodrome area, all persons shall take all reasonable care and |
safety precautions including, but not limited to, those listed in this section of i
these conditions.

All persons while in the aerodrome area shall comply with the requirements of
the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015 and any amendments, and have
appropriate heaith and safety policies and procedures in place. All Commercial
operators shall make such policies and procedures, which relate to their activities
in the aerodrome area, available to Council upon request and will comply with
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any further reasonable demands Council may impose in regard to health and
safety,

Bird strike is a potential threat to aircraft and is monitored by the TAUG.

A daily safety inspection of operational areas and in particular the cleanliness of
the runways prior to the days use by aircraft operators Is encouraged.

Aerodrome inspections by the Aerodrome Operator are completed on a six
weekly basis and an inspection report completed (Appendix E). An occurrence
report for any non-compliant items also needs to be completed (Appendix F).

7.9 Environment

The aerodrome s located in a rural environment. Aircraft noise and propeller wash
are the main environmental concerns.

791 Noise

The combined activity noise generated by the activity on the aerodrome
when measured at or within the notional boundary must be maintained
within the foliowing criteria:

Day - Leq 55 dBA;

Night —~ Leq 40 dBA and Lmax 70 dBA.

Noise generated by aircraft approaching or departing the aerodrome is
currently also governed by the local planning levels on residential and rural
land sites.

A noise monitoring programme may be established, if Council considers
there is need for such a study, to determine the noise of approaching and
departing aircraft, to test compliance and to determine whether aerodrome
noise contours need to be established and whether consideration should
be given to adopting NZS 6805:1992.

7.8.2 Helghts in Vicinity of Aerodrome

Clause 16.11 of Tasman District Council's Resource Management Plan,
under ‘Airport Protection’ restricts heights to protect flight paths in the
vicinity of the aerodrome. See Appendix G for detalls. Obstacle limitation
surfaces are surveyed every two or three years to ensure compliance, and
landowners will be requested to maintain any obstacles within prescribed
thresholds.
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7.9.3 Sewerage and Waste Disposal

Sewerage and liquid waste shall be managed by septic tank systems. The
Aerodrome Operator's approval must be obtained before any systems are
installed or modified.

8. Leases

LandbasssmsﬂuateddosetoheSothas&mboundaryofmeAemdmma.Tho
leasesareoomercia!gmundhasasWComcﬂ.wimvwbuHMswnedbyme
lessee. The residence is Council owned.

ThecmmtistoflemsandﬂcencesisshownhAppendle.
8  Aerodrome Development

Fummbamfmhangamwmmmwbmmeeﬁsﬁmtamand
the Takaka Collingwood Highway in line with the existing hangars. If there is a
demand for helicopter hangars, those developments must be managaed to avoid
conflict between fixed wing aircraft and helicopters

Future developments of the aerodrome include the sealing of the cross wind runway
andeadmsimdthehx!waytomeSoumtomoctwnhﬂnmnofﬂ\emy.A
Mnesseasefotanycapiﬂlwoﬁsatheauodmmemusthanwbrapprwﬂofﬂn
Commercial Committee before proceeding.

9. Review

This Management Plan and the plans within the appendices will be reviewed five
yearly, or earller if circumstances require. Notwithstanding, there will be policy
decisions made by Councif during this period which may affect the aerodrome. These
will be added to the Plan from time to time.
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Emma Gee

From: Tish Potter

Sent: Wednesday, 2 May 2018 11.58 am.
To: Golden Bay Community Board
Subject: Takaka 10th Anniversary celebrations
Hallo everyone

We would love you all to come and celebrate with us on Friday 11* May at 5.30pm.

Befieve it or not we have been in this wonderful ‘new” library 10 years. There will be a viewing of the paintings
Robin Slow has gifted to the library. This is a real honour and a very special gift to the community.

We can also admire the wonderful new plaques detailing the history of libraries in Golden Bay which the Heritage
Group have been working on for a considerable time. These will be mounted on the wall in the library courtyard.
Alice Williams on violin and Rennie Pearson on fiute will play for us as we wonder among friend with a drink and
nibble.

It would be lovely to know if you are able to come.

Kind regards
Tish

Tish Potter
Takaka Branch Librarian

DDI 03 525 0058 | Tish Potter@tasman.govt.nz
3 Junction Street, Takaka 7110, NZ

Aaytasman £]w

disteict councll

This e-mail mozsage and any attached fles may contain confidential infarmation, and mary be subject 1o legel professional privilege, I
you are not the intended recipient, please delete.
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