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A MEETING of the ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL
will be held as follows:

Date: Thursday 27 September 2007
Venue: Council Chamber
5 Baring Square West
Ashburton
Time: 1.30 pm
MEMBERS:

His Worship the Mayor, M B O’'Malley
Cr R C Beavan
Cr N A Brown
Cr 1 J Burgess
Cr D Glass

Cr KL Holmes
Cr R J Kilworth
Cr L J Leadley
CrKW P Lowe
Cr D N Nelson
Cr P W Reveley
Cr B A Tasker
Cr M J Urquhart

B LESTER
Chief Executive
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4.13 Council Grant Scheme 2007/ 08 63
4.14 Heritage Grant Scheme 2007/ 08 65
5 BUSINESS TRANSACTED WITH THE PUBLIC EXCLUDED
5.1 Confirmation of Minutes
5.1.1 Ordinary Meeting of Council — 16/08/07 &
[Now in open meeting]
e Transit Agreement
» Sale of Council land — Hackthorne & Lismore Rds
» Sale of Council land — Fords Rd / Hassal St
» Easement to drill for and take water
» Land Status of Plantations due for harvest
e Electricity Ashburton Shareholder
e ACL - Appointment of Directors
* NE Ashburton Industrial Park
« Property Matter Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities
¢ Ashburton Performing Arts Trust Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities
5.1.2 Services & Operations Committee — 30/08/07 75
« Extraordinary Business (Budget) Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities
5.1.3 Finance & Corporate Services Committee — 13/09/07 76
« Property Matters Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities
5.2 Property Matter Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities 77
5.3 Property Matter Section 7(2)(h) Commercial activities 79
Timetable
1.30 pm Ordinary Meeting Commences
OPENING PRAYER
2.45 pm Afternoon Tea

21 September 2007

Meeting of Council — 27 September 2007



ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: 5/1/8/12

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council Meeting

FROM: Roading and Street Services Manager

SUBJECT: Ashburton District Speed Limits Bylaw — adoptioihchanges

4.6 ASHBURTON DISTRICT SPEED LIMITS BYLAW — ADOPTIO N OF

4.6.1

4.6.2

CHANGES
— Covering Racecourse Road, East Street and Henders  ons Road Areas

SUMMARY

Proposed changes to the speed limit bylaw were gtdahto Council seeking approval to

commence the special consultative procedure rafjuioe be followed when adopting

changes to a Council Bylaw. This procedure has loaeried out, and submissions on the
proposed Bylaw changes were requested to be lodghdCouncil by 10 September 2007.

There were no submissions received and Council ream proceed with the proposed

changes to the bylaw.

Following adoption of the Bylaw changes by Counalilanges to road signs required will be
carried out.

RECOMMENDATION

“That the Ashburton District Speed Limits Bylaw Z0Be amended as follows:

1 The maximum speed limit on Racecourse Road fromiritersection with Wes
Street to a location 160 m north-west of the irgetisn of Belt Road is changed
from 70 kilometres per hour to 50 kilometres peutho

—F

2 The maximum speed limit on East Street of 50 kilveeeper hour is extended to the
north east to include the Seafield Road intersectio

3 The maximum speed limit on Bremners Road for thet 0 metres to the north-east
from the Seafield Road intersection is changedt&il®metres per hour.

4 The maximum speed limit for the first 144 metresSehfield Road from East Street
intersection is changed to 50 kilometres per hour.

5 The maximum speed limit on Hendersons Road fob0@& metres south-east of the
Maronan Road intersection be set at 70 kilometeespur.

6 The above amendments to the Bylaw shall becomectefée from Wednesday
3 October 2007.
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4.6.3

4.6.4

4.6.5

4.6.6

4.6.7

4.6.8

BACKGROUND

The proposed changes set out above to the Ashbiisirict Speed Limits Bylaw 2005
were reported to the 28 June 2007 meeting of Churetommending that the special
consultative procedure required to change a Couydaw be commenced, and this was
approved by Council.

The proposed speed limit review was advertiseiemewspapers as follows

Ashburton Guardian: 8, 11, 15 and 18 August 2007

The Courier: 14 and 21 August 2007.

Copies of the proposed speed limit changes andtiassad reports were available for public
inspection at the Council Office and at the AshtmrPublic Library. Submissions were

requested to be lodged with the Council on the @mpte submission form by Monday 10
September 2007.

There were no submissions received.

Council can now proceed to confirm the speed bylaanges. The Bylaw amendments will
be advertised following adoption of this report®yuncil.

The contractor has been briefed on work requiredi\aifl install the new signage on the
date set out in the resolution.

OPTIONS

The options available to Council are:

1 To amend the bylaw

2 To not amend the bylaw

The first option is the preferred option. Thisviating speed limits on local roads in line

with those changed by Transit at the completiontred East St/West St intersection
realignment, and improve safety on Hendersons Ro#te plastic factory site.

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

The amendments proposed to the Bylaw will perngtlation of speed limits by authorised
persons under the Transport Act and Regulations.

CONSULTATION

Under the Local Government Act 2002, special caasioh procedures should be used to
amend a bylaw. This has now been completed arfdrtier consultation is required.

STRATEGIC LINKS
The recommendation in the report is consistent thighLTCCP in improving road safety.

FINANCIAL

The costs to carry out this bylaw amendment and sign changes will be met from within
existing road maintenance budgets. There are randial implications arising from the
recommendations in the report.

D H ROBERTSON
Roading and Street Services Manager
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: 5/0/21/4

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council

FROM: Operations Manager

SUBJECT: Racecourse Road Development

4.7 RACECOURSE ROAD DEVELOPMENT — PROPOSED SUBDIVIS ION
AND DEVELOPMENT OF LAND AND INFRASTRUCTURE

4.7.1 SUMMARY

Council's Development Plan has identified areasaofl already zoned residential for future
development adjacent to Racecourse Road. Theo&taad bounded by Mill Creek, Davidson
Street, Racecourse Road and Allens Road has beequltfiect of consultation with landowners
with respect to an integrated approach to infrastine development.

The purpose of this report is to:

Provide information on the results of the considtatarried out.

To recommend that Council’s involvement in infrasture development be limited to
providing assistance to landowners when they detaesubdivide and to facilitate
integration where possible.

Based on an approach from a significant landowaek sfor the purpose of discussion with
the developer Council’'s approvals regarding theopsed developments interface with and
connections to existing public infrastructure.

Seek Council’'s approval for the purposes of disonswith the developer to design and/or
extend existing public services to service the psegl and future development.

Outline funding arrangements for the approved esitenof existing infrastructure.

4.7.2 RECOMMENDATION

“1.

That involvement in infrastructure developmédrg limited to providing assistance t(
landowners when they decide to subdivide and fatdian integrated approach; and

That Council approves the following for thergases of discussion with the develope
and their subdivision concept design development:

i) one new entry/exit road off Racecourse Road andextension of Hanrahari
Street into the proposed development;

=

i) a reduction in the workscope for the extensafrthe Ashburton potable watef
supply from that budgeted in the 2007/08 AnnuahPla

iii) the extension of the Ashburton potable water sugpyn Belt Road along
Racecourse Road to Allens Road, along Allens Rodditldle Road and along
Middle Road to the pumping and treatment facilities

iv) Council facilitating the design of a wastewater jpimg station and the pumping
out of catchment wastewater from the proposed deweént and any future
wastewater connections;
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V) the development of stormwater treatment and dispsyiems that meet th
requirements of the area of land which is the subjef the proposed
development; and

Vi) the recovery of all costs associated with the sergi of the proposed
development.”

D

4.7.3 BACKGROUND

The purpose of the Ashburton Development Plan iprasent a broad basis for the future
development of the district over the next 20 yeaffie plan was prepared after consultation
with interested groups and the wider public.

The plan states with respect to residential laredthat:

The projected growth in population and changes e tdemographic, people require
consideration to be given to expanding resideridald development areas and expanding the
type of residential environment that is availabdentieet existing and future residential needs.
Ashburton may also be able to attract new residemt®wn by offering a range of residential
environments.

The area of land adjacent to Racecourse Road bdubgeMill Creek, Davidson Street,
Racecourse Road and Allens Road has been iderddieth area for residential development.
Relevant information related to this area of lahdummarised below:

* The total area of land is approximately 26ha.

* At the time of consultation there were 15 sepaities and 12 landowners.

* There are three lots that are small and do not leechselves to an integrated structure plan
approach. They can be serviced from public roatsediately adjacent to the potential
development area.

Meetings with landowners have been held to:

* Discuss options and identify a preferred layoutdatructure plan and possible policy and
rules.

* Identify principles by which the subdivision coytdoceed, eg cost sharing and funding of
land purchases and common assets such as inftasalservices.

A response form was provided to landowners seet@ngment on the following:

* Do they wish to have any further involvement witbu@cil on this project?

* Do they wish to be involved in a structure plan tioe wider area that will control where
infrastructure is to be installed at a future date?

* Do they wish to be involved in the planning andigiesf infrastructure for the wider area
and recognise that costs associated with this wdtlbe passed onto the landowners after
agreement is reached?

* Do they wish Council to be involved in loan fundifay the construction of infrastructure
for the wider area and recognise the costs assdcwith this work will be passed onto the
landowner after agreement is reached.

The results of this request for feedback are sunsedbelow. Feedback was requested by 31
August.

e 15 |etters were sent to 12 landowners.

e Three of the 12 landowners responded.

* The three landowners that responded indicated théynot wish to have any further
involvement with the Council regarding this projéat the following reasons:
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- One is essentially a small lot, too small for cdesation in the wider development
- One landowner has recently sold a significant prido of their property

- One landowner, because they felt the wider arealdhoe left as bare land as they
appreciate the rural aspect and that it would eanhktheir best interests to be part of the
wider group.

Based on the responses to the two meetings helthartsdvo consultation processes carried out
regarding an integrated approach to development sewdicing, it appears that there is
insufficient interest for Council to become invalvim this development to a greater extent than
it would for any other subdivision regarding theifi¢gation of servicing and structure planning.

It is therefore recommended that Councils involvetnie infrastructure be limited to providing
assistance to landowners when they decide to sidedand facilitate an integrated approach
where possible.

Subsequent to the latest meeting and consultationeps we have been approached by a
developer wishing to proceed with the developmémiheir land within the footprint of the area
identified. The development and proposal is brpadtlined below:

* The total area of land to be developed that ifid@irtownership is approximately 15ha. This
is a significant proportion of the approximatelyhagootentially available.

* The development will be for approximately 125 lots.

* They are currently working on a subdivision schegm@m and a resource consent application
for subdivision which is expected to be lodged dgirSeptember. No applications have
been received to date.

* Entrances to the development are proposed fromdRacse Road and the end of Hanrahan
Street with internal roading alignment allowing eqyriate connections for future access to
the remainder of the development.

* The subdivision can be serviced for water providieel public water supply system is
extended along Racecourse Road and Allens Roadlughhnot all of this infrastructure is
required to service this development. The desigimkwfor this extension has been
completed by Council and budget provision has lmeade in the 2007/08 financial year.

* Upgrading of the wastewater reticulation in theaameay be required. The depth of existing
wastewater mains is an issue but can be resolvabebgonstruction of a pumping station.
It is likely that the first stage of the developmé&D lots) will not result in capacity issues.

* There appears to be insufficient soakage avaiffmolstormwater disposal. All stormwater
runoff will have to be discharged into Mill Creelhe discharge is to be initially detained
and then discharged at a rate not exceeding pedatenent flow rates.

A plan indicating a draft layout concept is attathe

Our assessment of the proposal is as follows:

Roading
The developer intends to include roading access tle end of Hanrahan Street and an access
road off Racecourse Road.

There were two entry/exit points included in thenoept plans previously provided to
landowners for discussion and consultation. Thep@sal is not inconsistent with this concept
plan.
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There are no technical issues relating to the sidarof Hanrahan Street or a new entrance/exit
point at Racecourse Road. At this stage it woddbr intention to have only one entry/exit

point from Racecourse Road with lots within thisrelepment having access to the internal
roading network. Properties not part of this depatent will retain their existing access.

During discussions with the developer it was suggkshat a Council owned lot between
Davidson Street and the proposed development lhased by the developer to provide access
from Davidson Street. The developer has indictitatithey will not be pursing the purchase of
this lot for an entrance/exit point.

It is recommended that Council approves, for theppse of discussion with the developers, one
new entry / exit road off Racecourse Road and aension of Hanrahan Street into the
proposed development.

All costs directly associated with the developmeetto be met by the developer and work is to
be to Council standards and appropriate consultaioto be carried out and all relevant
consents obtained before work commences.

Water supply

The proposed development originally intended to enednnection to the existing public water
supply network in Racecourse Road, Davidson Staget Hanrahan Street. The existing
pipework in each of these streets consists of “d@0 diameter AC pipes. The proposed
development will need to provide fire fighting cajig throughout the development which will

exceed the capacity of the existing infrastructure.

As part of the future work on the “Allenton Pressutone” the existing main in Racecourse
Road is programmed for extension to include a 200dimeter pipeline from Belt Road to
Farm Road and Carters Road and Allens Road asatedion the attached plan. [Pages ] The
pressure zone has been designed to allow for angeéot size in the serviced areas of 880m

Council will need to make a decision in principagarding the construction of the new mains
and the extent of the work to be carried out.

Design for this extension in its entirety has beempleted and budget provision in the sum of
$1,486,373 has been made in the 2007/08 finane&l. y

It is recommended that for the purposes of disounsgiith the developer the work scope be
reduced and that the Ashburton water supply retitoh be extended on Racecourse Road
from Belt Road to Allens Road, along Allens Roatiddle Road, and along Middle Road to
the bore and treatment facility site

The developer would be required to reimburse Cdufiaci the cost of the capacity of the
pipeline to service their development with the ha&of costs to be recovered from subsequent
connections.

Further options considered are outlined in sectiof this report.

Wastewater

The developer proposes a connection to the exigtifgic wastewater network in Racecourse

Road, Davidson Street and Hanrahan Street. Tlstirexipipework in these streets is 150mm

diameter. Hydraulic modelling of the relief seveer the east side of Ashburton has identified

that there is very little spare capacity in thiweeand the connection of the Company Road and
South Mark developments will exceed available capac

The land slopes to Wakanui Creek from RacecoursadRhbis combined with the shallow
nature of the existing infrastructure may requite tlevelopment to convey wastewater to a
pumping station prior to pumping into the publistgm.
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4.7.4

The best location for a pumping station may beectosHanrahan Street where wastewater will
be pumped “out of catchment” into the pipeline ianfahan Street into Belt Road and then into
the main in Middle Road bypassing the under capamtief sewer on the east side of

Ashburton.

The construction of a pumping station will allowr fine provision of storage to mitigate any
capacity issues. It should also be noted thatdeMelopment is unlikely to occur immediately,
Stage 1 has been indicated to include up to 50 lots

It is recommended that for the purposes of disoassiith the developer Council facilitate the
design of the pumping station required and thatwiastewater be pumped “out of catchment”
to avoid capacity issues in the relief sewer arat tihe reticulation and pumping station be
sized to cater for potential future development”

The developer would be required to reimburse Cdufoci the cost of the capacity of the
pipelines and pumping station including design £egth the balance of costs to be recovered
from subsequent connections.

Further options considered are outlined in sectiof this report.

Stormwater

The proposed development area slopes from Racecdrosd towards Mill Creek and a
number of existing overland flow paths traverse diegelopment site and discharge into Mill
Creek. It is likely that Mill Creek is the only gmticable stormwater discharge option.
Stormwater flows generated from within the site Wanweed to be detained and slowly released
into Mill Creek to ensure the creek is not overle@dnd would require the construction of
detention areas. This approach is likely to besistant with Councils Ashburton Urban
Stormwater Strategy which is currently being depeth

With regard to further development and stormwatspabal, there is only one other significant
landowner located adjacent to Mill Creek, it is eigw that this area when developed should
deal with stormwater separately and in the same agathat proposed by the developer of the
area of land which is the subject of this repoithis will eliminate the need to provide
conveyance of stormwater across another landowdexslopment.

The developer will be required to ensure the exgstiooding issues in Davidson Street will not
be exacerbated. It should be noted it is our ey this issue will be reduced as a result of the
development.

It is recommended that for the purpose of discusgith the developer Council approve the
development of stormwater treatment and disposstiesys that meet the requirements of the
area of land in the ownership of the developer.

The developer will be required to obtain all neeegsresource consents for stormwater
collection, conveyance, treatment and disposal.

Further options considered are outlined in sectiof this report.

OPTIONS

The following options have been considered whereliging the recommendations in this
report.

Roading

Option 1: Approve the extension of Hanrahan Steeet a new road access off Racecourse
Road.
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This option is consistent with the concept plant tvas the subject of consultation with
landowners. The extension of Hanrahan Streetnsistent with the current alignment and
is not likely to result in significant public commie The new access off Racecourse Road
will be located and “buffered” by the developersdaand is also not likely to result in
significant public comment.

Option 2: Not approve the extension of Hanrahare&tiand allow access off Racecourse
Road.

Not allowing the extension of Hanrahan Street memyuire the developer to pursue access
through the purchase of Lot 4, DP 33461 which isently located between two residential
properties in Davidson Street. The use of thigdotaccess is less desirable than extending
Hanrahan Street. Mill Creek limits access oppaties to the south of the area to be
developed.

The recommended option is Option 1: For the purpose of discussion with the
developer approve the extension of Hanrahan Streeand a new access road off
Racecourse Road.

Water Supply

Option 1: Approve the connection of the developmientthe public water supply
infrastructure in Racecourse Road, Davidson Staget Hanrahan Street.

This option will potentially result in capacity isss and will not provide capacity for fire
fighting.

Option 2: Approve the extension of the public watgoply infrastructure along Racecourse
Road, Allens Road, Middle Road, Carters Road anunHaoad.

This option will address capacity issues arisirgrfrexisting infrastructure and will provide

fire fighting capacity. The extension of the pabhfrastructure to the extent outlined in this
option goes significantly beyond that required teetndemand arising from the proposed
development. An extension of this scale wouldvall@ larger number of properties to

connect but cost recovery would be low comparett wWie expenditure to fund works west
of Allens Road.

Option 3: Approve a reduced work scope and extbadtblic water supply infrastructure
along Racecourse Road, Allens road and Middle Rtmadhe pumping and treatment
facilities.

The advantages of this option are as for Optioh@®yever there is less opportunity for
properties west of Allens Road to connect to theemked public system. Reducing the
work scope as outlined in this option reduces thanicial implications for Council arising
from funding works and timing issues relating toaeery of costs when new connections
are made.

The recommended option is Option 3: For the purposeof discussions with the developer
approve a reduced work scope and extend the publiwater supply infrastructure along
Racecourse Road, Allens Road and Middle Road to thmumping and treatment facilities.

Wastewater

Option 1: Approve the connection of wastewater Ipips in Racecourse Road, Davidson Street
and Hanrahan Street.

This option will result in the possibility of ovexding the relief sewer on the eastern side of
Ashburton. It will be necessary to pump wastewétem the development into the existing
infrastructure.
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4.7.5

4.7.6

Option 2: Approve the pumping of wastewater “outcatchment” and that the design of the
pumping station and rising main be carried out lyu@cil.

This option will avoid the overloading of the rdlsewer on the eastern side of Ashburton by
pumping the wastewater “out of the catchment” iatpart of the network that currently does
not have significant capacity issues. Based ohgqgserience it is our preference that Council
designs the pumping station and rising main andvers the costs.

The pumping station will be sized to cater for feticonnections and conveyance through
wastewater infrastructure within the footprint bétdevelopment.

Note both of the above options require a pumpiatst.

The recommended option is Option 2: For the purposeof discussion with the developer
approve the pumping of wastewater “out of the catciment” and that the design of the
pumping station and rising main be carried out by @uncil.

Stormwater

Option 1: Design and construct conveyance, treatraad detention infrastructure to cater for
the development and future development outsidottprint of the site.

This option will require Council to fund stormwaténfrastructure to cater for future

connections outside the development site. It aldb require conveyance of stormwater from
outside the area across the development for digehato the detention areas. It will be
necessary for Council to recover costs when futoreections are made.

Option 2: Design and construct stormwater convegaieatment and detention infrastructure
to only cater for development within the footpifithe landowner’s site.

This option means that the developer will only é¢des stormwater collection, treatment and
disposal from within the development footprint.

It will not be necessary for Council to fund anyddidnal capacity for future connections.
Other significant sites in the “wider area” shobilable to manage their stormwater in a similar
way.

The recommended option is Option 2: For the purposef discussion with the developer
require the developer to design and construct stormater conveyance, treatment and
detention infrastructure to only cater for developrment within the footprint of the
landowner’s site.

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

The area of land to be developed is zoned resaldntthe District Plan. There are no district
plan implications arising from the development,uassg the development complies with the
District Plan.

There will be a subdivision consent required bydaeeloper.
There will be resource consents required for staatantreatment and disposal.

CONSULTATION

The area of land bounded by Davidson Street, Racsedroad, Allens Road and Mill Creek
has been the subject of considerable consultagarding the possibility of preparing a
development plan and taking an integrated approaatfrastructure development. The results
of this consultation are included in this report.

Consultation will be ongoing with the developer dhelir service provider regarding servicing.

Further consultation will also be carried out wattljacent landowners regarding the integration
of infrastructure.
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4.7.7

4.7.8

The extension of the public water supply was thbjestt of consultation with the wider
community during preparation of the 2007/08 Anrlan.

There has been no specific consultation with thelewicommunity regarding Councils
involvement in extending other infrastructure.

STRATEGIC LINKS

This development is consistent with Council’s Deypehent Plan and the following community
outcomes in the LTCCP:

A thriving and diverse local economy that provitiesfoundation for a quality lifestyle.

Natural and developed environments are sustainedhe enjoyment of current and future
generations.

A community with a strong sense of identity andt&ge, which welcomes new residents and
encourages diversity.

FINANCIAL

Budget provision in the sum of $1,486,373 has bwade in the 2007/08 financial year for the
extension of the public water supply in the Races®lRoad area. The extent of the work being
along Racecourse Road, Allens Road, Middle Roadn Road and Carters Road.

Reducing the workscope as recommended to includeed®arse Road, Allens Road and
Middle Road to the pumping and future facilitiedl wéduce the construction costs to $768,090.

There has been no budget provision made for Cognpaiributions towards additional capacity
for future development. These costs will be idedi when detailed design is complete and
will be the subject of a further standalone repdren and if required.

The estimated cost to design, tender and supeodgsstruction of the wastewater pumping
station is $50,000. The developer will be requie@ay a share of this cost.

The developer will be required to fund all costsaasated with the provision of capacity to
service their development. These costs will beaddition to payment of development
contributions identified in the LTCCP.

A job number will be established to capture alffstasts associated with this project to ensure
costs are recovered.

R S ROUSE
Operations Manager
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: SK-AF02

DATE: 27/9/07

REPORT TO: Council

FROM: Assets Information Officer

SUBJECT: Closure of Stockwater Race — Mackies Ruaa

4.8 CLOSURE OF STOCKWATER RACE — MACKIES ROAD AREA

4.8.1

4.8.2

SUMMARY

A section of stockwater race running from a junctabove Mackies Road, running parallel
to Farguhars Road, to a junction below Mitcham Reaal distance of approximately 5.1
kilometres, has been investigated for closurel stport has not been obtained.

The purpose of this report is to recommend procepdith closing of the nominated race.

RECOMMENDATION

"That the special consultative procedure be comeethe close the stockwater race runnjng
from Lot 2 DP 22175 above Mackies Road, runnin@itelrto Farquhars Road to a junctipn
below Mitcham Road on Lot 1 DP 323353.”

4.8.3

48.4

BACKGROUND
This race was nominated as suitable for closuretdiy.

In September 2006, a standard letter and survey faas forwarded to all concerned
property owners for an indication of support farstire of this race.

The results of this survey and consultation arersarised in the consultation section of this
report. A plan showing the location of the racappended to this report.

Full ratepayer support has not been obtained fer dlosure of this race. Preliminary
investigations indicate that all properties opposedits closure have “cost-effective”
alternatives to the open stockwater race.

OPTIONS
The Council has two options.

Option 1 — Retain the status quo
Race is retained. Council will be obligated to mtain a service on this system.

Option 2 — Race closure

Race is closed at a junction above Mackies Roaetgitl on Lot 2 DP 22174, to a junction
below Mitcham Road on Lot 1 DP 323353. Total effectlosure is 5.1 kilometres.

Our preferred option i©ption 2. This option is consistent with race rationalisatand
water conservation, Council’s stockwater race degwidelines and the Local Government
Act 2002.
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4.8.5

4.8.6

4.8.7

4.8.8

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

The closure mechanism will be in accord with thecsgl consultative procedure as outlined
in the Local Government Act 2002.

CONSULTATION

A survey was carried out to establish whether #igckwater race was still required for
stockwater purposes. The covering letter and sufwens were sent out to the property
owners concerned.

The final results of the consultation process ateat below:

Total
Properties affected 7
Surveys returned 7
Supporting for Closure 4
Opposition to Closure 3

The result indicated three properties opposeddsuce. Two opposing parties have ground
water bores for irrigation purposes.

The other opposing property owner thought when detimg the race survey form, the
proposed closure was for a race on their propbeyserved the house. This not the case as
the house is served by another race, which isffexdttad by the proposed closure.

It is considered that an alternative supply of lstgater can be provided for to each of these
properties is less than $10,000.

The report (draft) was considered at the 19 Septermbeeting of the Rural Water
Subcommittee. The Subcommittee indicated suppothe recommendation.

STRATEGIC LINKS

The closure of inefficient stockwater races is @stest with Outcomes and Strategic
Objectives outlined in the LTTCP. In particular;

Outcome 2: Natural and Developed Environments areustained for the enjoyment of
current and future generations.

Strategic Objective a. Water, land and air are mge sustainably

Through identifying inefficient stockwater racesdgorogressively closing them, Council is
sustainably managing the finite water resourceettly allocated. Council’s Annual Plan
also contains a target of 100 kilometres of stockweace closure per year.

FINANCIAL

This race closure is from junction to junction #fere the physical works to facilitate it are
very minor. The costs of this work can be managetkeuexisting budget provisions.

M C C McNALLY
Assets Information Officer

Council Meeting 27 September 2007



ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: SK-AG02

DATE: 27/9/07

REPORT TO: Council

FROM: Assets Information Officer

SUBJECT: Closure of Stockwater Race — DenshireslRBputh

4.9 CLOSURE OF STOCKWATER RACE — DENSHIRES ROAD SOU TH

49.1

49.2

SUMMARY

A section of stockwater race running from a juneta®ove Denshires Road South, running
parallel to Wrights Road, to the end of the radeweCorbetts Road South — a distance of
approximately 5.9 kilometres, has been investigédedlosure. Full support has not been
obtained.

The purpose of this report is to recommend procepdith closing of the nominated race.

RECOMMENDATION

"That the special consultative procedure be comeena close the stockwater race runnjng
from Lot 2 DP 8998 above Denshires Road South,ingnparallel to Wrights Road to the
end of the race on Lot 2 DP 300866.”

49.3

494

BACKGROUND
This race was nominated as suitable for closuret4y.

In May 2007, a standard letter and survey form Yem&arded to all concerned property
owners for an indication of support for closurelos$ race.

The results of this survey and consultation arersarised in the consultation section of this
report. A plan showing the location of the racappended to this reportPage

Full ratepayer support has not been obtained fer dlosure of this race. Preliminary
investigations indicate that all properties oppogedits closure have “cost-effective”
alternatives to the open stockwater race.

OPTIONS
The Council has two options.

Option 1 — Retain the status quo
Race is retained. Council will be obligated to mtain a service on this system.

Option 2 — Race closure

Race is closed at a junction above Denshires RoathSsituated on Lot 2 DP 8998, to the
end of the race on Lot 2 DP 300866. Total effectiosure is 5.9 kilometres.

Our preferred option i©ption 2. This option is consistent with race rationalisatand
water conservation, Council’s stockwater race dgegwidelines and the Local Government
Act 2002.
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4.9.5

4.9.6

4.9.7

4.9.8

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

The closure mechanism will be in accord with thecsgl consultative procedure as outlined
in the Local Government Act 2002.

CONSULTATION

A survey was carried out to establish whether #igckwater race was still required for
stockwater purposes. The covering letter and sufwens were sent out to the property
owners concerned.

The final results of the consultation process ateat below:

Total
Properties affected 9
Surveys returned 7
Supporting for Closure 5
Opposition to Closure 2

The result indicated two properties opposed towmsBoth opposing parties have ground
water bores for irrigation purposes.

It is considered that an alternative supply of lstgater can be provided for to each of these
properties is less than $10,000.

The report (draft) was considered at the 19 Septermbeeting of the Rural Water
Subcommittee. The Subcommittee indicated suppothe recommendation.

STRATEGIC LINKS

The closure of inefficient stockwater races is cstest with Outcomes and Strategic
Objectives outlined in the LTTCP. In particular;

Outcome 2: Natural and Developed Environments areustained for the enjoyment of
current and future generations.

Strategic Objective a. Water, land and air are mge sustainably

Through identifying inefficient stockwater racesdgrogressively closing them, Council is
sustainably managing the finite water resourceettly allocated. Council’s Annual Plan
also contains a target of 100 kilometres of stockweace closure per year.

FINANCIAL

This race closure is from junction to junction #fere the physical works to facilitate it are
very minor. The costs of this work can be managetkuexisting budget provisions.

M C C McNALLY
Assets Information Officer
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: SK-AC02

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council

FROM: Water Services Manager

SUBJECT: Acton Stockwater Main — Irrigation Schegavey

4,10 ACTON STOCKWATER MAIN — IRRIGATION SCHEME SURV EY
4.10.1 SUMMARY

4.10.2

Council has previously received enquiries from sisefr the Acton stockwater race network
regarding the possible use of water from the mairirfigation purposes. Prior to undertaking
any detailed investigation into the feasibility this initiative, it was necessary to gauge the
level of support through a survey of propertiegsl@Acton race network.

The purpose of this report is to advise Councihef results of the survey and seek approval to
undertake a pre-feasibility study into conversidnth® Acton stockwater race network to an
irrigation scheme.

RECOMMENDATION

“1. That Council agrees in principle, for the pusps of undertaking a pre-feasibility study,
that the Acton water race network be used as auibtadsupply irrigation water;

2. That Council approves budget provision in theoant of $7,500 to complete a pre-
feasibility study; and that funding be met from tt&tockwater Management
Investigations budget area.”

4.10.3

4.10.4

BACKGROUND

Council has received a number of enquiries oveentegears from users of the Acton
stockwater race network regarding the possible afsgvater from the main for irrigation
purposes. It was considered important prior toeutaking any detailed investigation into the
feasibility of this initiative, to gauge the leved support through a survey of properties on the
Acton race network.

In July 2007, a survey was forwarded to all propektners on the network for an indication of
support for the initiative. The results of thisnay and consultation are summarised in the
consultation section of this report. A plan showihg location of the survey area is appended to
this report

OPTIONS

The options available to Council are set out below:

Option One — Do Nothing

Council resolves not to make the stockwater raedahle for irrigation purposes.
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Option Two — Support Initiative, Proposed by Others

Council resolves to support the initiative by agngein principle to the use of the Acton
stockwater race network to be used for irrigatiemppses. Council would offer the race to
interested parties to develop their own solution.

Option Three — Support Initiative, Proposed by Gmiun

Council resolves to support the initiative by agmgein principle the use of the Acton
stockwater race network to be used for irrigatiomppses. Council would undertake the pre-
feasibility study.

The study will be limited to considering the broadpects of an irrigation scheme.
The work will include but not necessarily be lintite investigation and confirmation of:

- total water requirement

- area of servicing

- consenting implications

- restriction regimes that may apply

- storage requirements

- piped versus open channel

- rough order cost estimates

- impacts on stockwater from the point of view of italzility and reliability

Our preferred option i®ption 3. There is a high level of interest in this iniitki@ with 81% of
respondents indicating support. With Council’sdlwement in the further investigation of the
initiative and protection of the interests of eixigtstockwater users.

4.10.5 STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS
Resource Management Act 1991

The Acton stockwater race intake is subject to@plieation for resource consent renewal. This
has not been advanced due to the current processikgvironment Canterbury’'s Proposed
Natural Resources Regional Plan (PNRRP).

National Water Conservation (Rakaia River) 1988

Any conversion of the Acton stockwater network to @rigation scheme would require
additional volumes of water from the Rakaia Rived dherefore will be subject to the Rakaia
Water Conservation Order (RWCO).

4.10.6 CONSULTATION

A survey was sent to property owners on the netvaork27 July 2007. (Please see attached
survey form). Surveys were to be returned to Cdulogi24 August 2007. A total of 112
surveys were sent out of which 69 were returneds &huates to a 61.6% response rate.

The responses to individual questions have bedatedland are summarised in the table below
(Note: not all survey participants answered evergstjon):

Question Number % of
Surveys

Returned

Q1 | If water was available in the Acton Main stockwater race (and
network) for the purpose of irrigation, would you be interested
in using it?
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Interested 56 81%
Not Interested 12 17%
Not Indicated 1 1%
Q2 | Would you be prepared to have a pond on your property if it
was required for storage for your property?
Yes 46 66%
No 11%
Not Indicated 4%
Q3 Describe your Farming Operation
Dairy 5 7%
Sheep, Beef, Cropping 10 15%
Sheep, Cropping 12 17%
Cropping 10 15%
Other 16 23%
Q4 How many hectares is your farm?
<50 ha
50-99 ha 4%
100-149 ha 2 3%
150-199 ha 10 15%
200-249 ha 12 17%
250-299 ha 7 10%
300-349 ha 5%
350+ ha 6 8%
Q5 | Do you have a groundwater bore (well) on your property for
irrigation purposes?
Yes 50 72%
No 8 12%
Q5a | Diameter of bore (mm)
150 1%
200 4%
250 3%
300 45 65%
375 1 1%
Q5b Depth of Bore (m)
<25 0 0%
25-50 4%
50-75 14 20%
75-100 14 20%
100-150 17 24%
150+ 1 1%
Q6 | Doyou have an irrigation system on your property?
Yes 50 72%
No 7 10%
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Q7 If the Acton race network was to provide irrigation water,
please indicate your likely requirements.

Total Rate | 1680 L/sec
(from 34 respondents)

The results indicated that of the property ownéis those to respond, a clear majority
(81%) were interested in using the Acton Main naegvork for irrigation purposes.

The results of the survey were considered at th&&@ember meeting of the Rural Water
Subcommittee. The Subcommittee indicated a desireproceed to the next stage.
The recommendation has been developed from a tesohassed at the meeting.

4.10.7 STRATEGIC LINKS
The recommendations are consistent with Council @amty Outcomes, in particular:

Outcome 1: A thriving and diverse local economy thiaprovides the foundation for a
quality lifestyle.

Strategic Objective d. We recognise the importasfcaccess to sustainable water sources
for our economy and work together to make a watmage facility a reality.

4.10.8 FINANCIAL

The cost implications of the recommendations coetiin this report are limited to the
proposed budget provision of $7,500 to meet thiemastd cost of the pre-feasibility study.
This can be met from existing budget provisions.

It is proposed to utilise the stockwater managerresgstigations budget. This has a budget
provision for the 2007/08 year of $75,000.

A R GUTHRIE
Water Services Manager
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: 5/0/6

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council Meeting

FROM: Operations Manager

SUBJECT: Warrants of Authority

411 WARRANTS OF AUTHORITY — OPERATIONS DEPARTMENT

4.11.1 SUMMARY

This report seeks Council approval for the issudfigwarrants of authority to staff in the
Operations Department.

4.11.2 RECO
“1.

MMENDATION

ThatBryan Pitt, Water Ranger, be authorised under the seal of gidutton District

Council to act as indicated below:

< Authority to enter private land under Sections 17B- and 182 of the Local
Government Act 2002.

« Authorised Officer under the Ashburton District @il Bylaw 1999.

« Litter Control Officer under Section 5 of the Litt€ontrol Act 1979.

This warrant is issued pursuant to Sections 174 lafvdof the Local Government Act
2002.

ThatRobert Stanley Rouse Operations ManageDavid Hedley Robertson Roading

and Street Services Managanthony John MacPherson Roading and Street Services

Contracts EngineerRodger Wayne Harris, Roading and Street Services Contracts

Officer, be authorised under the seal of the AstdoubDistrict Council to act as indicated

below:

e Authority to enter private land under Sections 17B- and 182 of the Local
Government Act 2002.

« Authorised Officer under the Ashburton District @oil Bylaw 1999.

« Litter Control Officer under Section 5 of the Litt€ontrol Act 1979.

« Authorised Officer under Section 356 of the Locav&nment Act 1974.

This warrant is issued pursuant to Sections 174 1atvdof the Local Government Act
2002, Section 5(3) of the Litter Act 1979 and SmttB56 of the Local Government Act
1974.

That Andrew Roderick Guthrie, Water Services ManageBarry John Marshall,
Water Services EngineeMaree Christina Crozier McNally, Water Services Assets
Information Officer; andMireea Vasile Tataru, Water Services Field Assistartie
authorised under the seal of the Ashburton Dis€@mtincil to act as indicated below:

e Authority to enter private land under Sections 17B- and 182 of the Local
Government Act 2002.
« Authorised Officer under the Ashburton District @oil Bylaw 1999.

These warrants are issued pursuant to Sectionsadd4l77 of the Local Government
Act 2002.”
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4.11.3 BACKGROUND

Previous warrants require updating and new staffnbers are required to be warranted
under the provisions of the Local Government A@20

4.11.4 OPTIONS
Not applicable.

4.11.5 STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

Council officers are required to be warranted tereise all powers and duties including
such power to enter land, conduct inspections,eissotices as provided by and for the
purpose of the Acts and associated Regulation8glaavs listed.

4.11.6 CONSULTATION
Not applicable.

4.11.7 STRATEGIC LINKS
Not applicable.

4.11.8 FINANCIAL
There are no financial implications arising frone iecommendations in this report.

R S ROUSE
Operations Manager
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: 5/10/1/3

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council

FROM: Principal Rural Fire Officer

SUBJECT: ADC Rural Fire Authority Rural Fire Plan Review
4.12 ASHBURTON DISTRICT RURAL FIRE PLAN REVIEW
4.12.1 SUMMARY

4.12.2

A change to the Forest and Rural Fires Regulatior005 has required a change in the
adoption procedure and format for rural fire auitlydire plans.

Fire authorities must now approve their own pland seview them at regular intervals.
Plans are divided into four sections; Reductionad®eess, Response and Recovery.
The Readiness and Response sections must be raviswo yearly intervals from the time
of the initial adoption of the full Plan and the dRetion and Recovery sections must be
reviewed at five yearly intervals.

The Plan sets out the policies and procedures effith authority under the following
headings and in the following order:

* Reduction

* Readiness

* Response

* Recovery

Fire Plans must now be reviewed to the followimgetiframes:
* Readiness and Response sections — not more thayeasly from the time of the
initial adoption of the full Plan.
* Reduction and Recovery sections — not more thanyarly from the time of the
initial adoption of the full Plan.

The current Plan was adopted by Council in 2005thacefore the Readiness and Response
sections are now due for review. This has beenpteted by the Principal Rural Fire
Officer and a copy of the revised sections is agddo this report.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

“That Council adopts the revised Readiness and &esgpsections of the Ashburton District
Council Rural Fire Authority Rural Fire Plan as geated.”

4.12.3

BACKGROUND

Until June 2005 the Forest and Rural Fire Reguiati®979 and the associated Rural Fire
Management Code of Practice were the documentshvehatated how rural fire authorities
prepared and adopted their rural fire plans.
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4.12.4

4.12.5

4.12.6

4.12.7

4.12.8

Under this regime fire plans were divided into teeparate documents (Part A — Action
Plan, and Part B — Management Plan) and were apgrby the Canterbury West Coast
Regional Rural Fire Committee.

Part A was required to be updated annually befppraval and Part B was required to be
updated on a five yearly basis, linking in with iaal Rural Fire Authority audits of rural
fire authorities.

In June 2005 the Forest and Rural Fire RegulatROB5 came into force, replacing the
previous regulations, and carrying with it somenges to the way fire plans are to be
adopted and formatted.

Fire Plans must now be reviewed to the followimgetiframes:

* Readiness and Response sections — not more thayeasly from the time of the initial
adoption of the full Plan.

» Reduction and Recovery sections — not more thanyiarly from the time of the initial
adoption of the full Plan.

The current Plan was adopted by Council in 2005tharefore the Readiness and Response
sections are now due for review. The Principal dRitire Officer has completed this
review.

A copy of the revised sections of the Plan is &tdcto this report with the changes
highlighted.

OPTIONS

The Readiness and Response sections of the AshbDistrict Council Rural Fire Plan
must be reviewed and adopted by the fire authbgitgeptember 2007.

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS
The review and adoption is required by the ForedtRwural Fire Regulations 2005.

CONSULTATION
No specific public consultation is required.

STRATEGIC LINKS

Adoption of the reviewed Readiness and Respondessmf the Fire Plan is consistent
with Council’s LTCCP.

FINANCIAL
There are no financial implications.

D GEDDES
Principal Rural Fire Officer
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ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT

FILE NO: 3/7/4

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council Meeting

FROM: Council Working Party

SUBJECT: Council Grant Scheme 2007/2008

4.13 COUNCIL GRANT SCHEME 2007/2008

REPORT and MINUTES of a meeting of theCOUNCIL WORKING PARTY, to consider Grant
Applications and School Holiday Programmes, heldhiea Council Chamber, 5 Baring Square West,

Ashburton, on Thursday 13 September, 2007, commgrati1.10 pm.

PRESENT: Councillors K Holmes (Chair), J Burgess, D GlasgiRvorth, K Lowe, P Reveley,
B Tasker, M Urquhart, N Brown and D Nelson.

Also in attendance the Administration Officer
APOLOGIES: His Worship the Mayor, B O'MalleyCouncillors J Leadley and R Beav&ustained

School Holiday Programmes

Four applications were received with $3000 avadalibr distribution. The Working Party
recommended that the following school holiday paogme grants allocated for the 2007/2008 financial
year.

No | Name of Applicant Amount Granted
1 | Ashburton Museum 750
2 | Sport Mid Canterbury 1,000
3 | Methven New Life Church 250
4 St David’s Union Church 1,000

Schedule of Council Grant Applications

Twenty one applications were received with $35,@08@ilable for distribution. The Working Party
recommended that the following Council grants becalted for the 2007/2008 financial year.

No | Name of Applicant Amount Requested Amount Granted
Methven Croquet Club 1,000 1,000

2 Royal New Zealand Plunket Society Methven Sup 17,000 4,000
Branch

3 | Rakaia War Memorial Community Centre 3,500 3,000

4 | Hinds Bowling Club 5,000 2.000

5 | Ashburton Resource Centre 2,000 1,000

6 Rakaia Pony Club 5,000 3,000
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Methven & Districts Tramping Club Inc 1,158 1,000
Methven Public Library 4,000 4,000
Tinwald War Memorial Hall Society 1,300 1,000
10 | Ashburton Art Gallery 10,000 3,000
11 | Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society 5,995 Referred
12 | Ashburton YATA Group 3,271 3,000
13 | Ashburton Resource Centre on behalf of Ashburton 2,000 Declined
Ethnic & Migrant Research Project
14 | Hinds Reserve Board 3,600 1,800
15 | Ashburton Learning Centre 3,000 2,200
16 | Royal New Zealand Foundation of the Blind 3,000 Declined
17 | Mid Canterbury Canine Obedience Club 953 Declined
18 | Wakanui Hall Society 4,300 3,000
19 | Ashburton Methodist Parish 17,360 Declined
20 | Attitude — Youth Division of Parenting with 750 Declined
Confidence Inc
21 | Rakaia Anglican Parish — Dorie District 2,373 2,000

Funding Conditions

The Working Party agreed that funding for the orgation and projects listed below comply with
the specified conditions.

No

Name of Applicant

Condition

5

Ashburton Resource Centre

Funding is for TV andadnly

Declined Applications

Funding for the following organisation and projeatinot be provided through this scheme however
the Working Party agreed that:

No

Name of Applicant Comment

11

Royal Forest

Society

Manager.

& Bird ProtectionThat the funding application be referred to theperty

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

grants listed confirmed.”

“That the report of the Working Party meeting heid13 September, 2007, be received and

The meeting concluded at 2.25 pm.

Council Meeting

27 September 2007

he



FILE N

ASHBURTON DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT
O: 6/9/44

DATE: 27 September 2007

REPORT TO: Council Meeting

FROM: Heritage Subcommittee

SUBJECT: Council Grant Scheme 2007/2008
4.14 HERITAGE GRANT SCHEME 2007/2008
4.14.1 SUMMARY

4.14.2

4.14.3

To allocate Heritage grants for the current finahgiear. The funding set aside in the
budget was $20,000 plus $24,197 carried over fragh year making a total of $44,197 for
allocation.

CORRESPONDENCE

A letter of thanks for the Heritage Grants allodaite2006 has been received from Mayfield
Mt Somers Anglican Parish for the $4,177 heritagengfor the interior woodwork of St
Aidans Church, Hoods Road, Mt Somers.

An accountability form in respect of the 2006 Hagié Grants has been received from Peter
and Julie Luxton, 21 Philip Street, Ashburton, tee $834 heritage grant for the new barge
board etc.

RECOMMENDATION

“1. That the Heritage grant application by A R Tayand P W Wilson be declined as it
does not meet the criteria for specialised maimeea

4.14.4

2. That the Heritage grant for the current yeaallmcated as follows:
St Marks Church, Elizabeth Avenue, Rakaia ,086.00
Methven Public Library, Main Street, Methven $1,@1p
Ashburton College Menorlue Community Learning Centr $1,500.00
Methven Historical Society, Bank Street, Methven 1,888.00
3. That Longbeach Estate Ltd application be kephad until further information has
been provided in respect to the Flourmill and Wakezel restoration
4. That the balance of the unallocated funding3#, %97 be carried over.”
BACKGROUND

On Thursday 13 September 2007 the Council’s HexitSgbcommittee met to consider
applications made for Heritage Grants. Presenewer Kilworth (Chair) and Tasker,
Administration Officer, V Prendergast, and Assist®mnner C Yates. An apology was
recorded for Cr Beavan.

The Subcommittee was mindful of the Council’s pplier Heritage grants, and in particular
the following:
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“That the maximum individual grant be no more th&0%6 of the approved project or no
more than $5,000.”

Projects must relate to items scheduled in AppeBdikthe District Plan as Category A
Projects must provide for specialised maintenance”

Six (6) applications were received:

St Marks Church, Elizabeth Avenue, Rakaia

Methven Public Library, Main Street, Methven

House at 50 Bridge Street, Ashburton

Menorlue Ashburton College, Walnut Avenue, Ashbarto
Methven Museum Bank Street, Methven

Longbeach Station Flourmill & Water Wheel

oahkwnhE

1. St Marks Church — District Plan Category A No. 2 internal and external protection.
It is listed on the NZ Historic Places Trust Regisr

The Subcommittee, on reading the documentatiorepted with this application, accepted
that the proposal to re-roof the Church met théega for a heritage grant. A resource
consent for this proposal had been granted by gtdirton District Council supported by a
letter from the Canterbury Region of the New ZedlHlistoric Places Trust.

The very nature of this work will make a signifitaontribution to the conservation of the
building.

“That Council approves a grant of $5000 allocatednfi the District Council’'s Heritage
Reserve Fund to the Rakaia Anglican Parish c/o Tié#d, 40 Mackie Street, Rakaia.”

Cr Tasker / Cr Kilworth Carried

2. Methven Public Library - District Plan Category A No. 46 internal and external
protection. It is listed on the NZ Historic PlacesTrust Register.

The Methven Public Library applied for a heritagarg to repair the front door of the
Library. The Library proposes to fit a temporarywneoor whilst the original door is
receiving specialist attention. There may be sadditional work done to windows sills at
the same time.
The property is owned by the Methven Library ConteatTrust.

The Subcommittee, on reading the documentatiorepted with this application, accepted
that the proposal met the criteria for a heritagengand that it would make a significant
contribution to the conservation of the buildingflhe Subcommittee noted that the project
total cost was estimated at $1,800 and that thieajergrant request was for the full amount
of the project cost (ie $1,800). The Policy alldwvs Subcommittee to allocate up to 50% of
the project. Planning Staff confirmed with Mar@iCollins by telephone that the project
figure of $1,800 was correct but it was exclusifeGST and Marjorie asked if the total
amount of the project could be considered by thbcB8mmittee as being $2,025. The
Subcommittee accepted the project total amouneasyt$2,025 and that the grant would be
50% of $2,025 making the amount $1,012.

The Subcommittee requested that an advice noteviea ¢o the Methven Public Library

Committee to contact New Zealand Historic PlacessfTin Christchurch to confirm that the
products being used in the restoration work aréaklé and recommended by the New
Zealand Historic Places Trust advisors.
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“That Council approves a grant of $1,012 be madéhMethven Public Library, allocated
from the District Council’'s Heritage Reserve Fund.”
Cr Tasker / Cr Kilworth Carried

3. House at 50 Bridge Street - District Plan Catory A No. 40
External protection only.

A R Taylor and P W Wilson, 50 Bridge Street, Ashlibor have made an application to
uncover two small leadlighted windows that are blesifrom outside the house but have
been covered with board on the inside. Moulding$ tven need to be replaced in the
lounge and the bedroom.

The Subcommittee considered this application bwiew of the fact that the house is listed
as having external protection only and the propagerk appears to be for internal work it
was generally considered that application did neenthe criteria for a Heritage Grant for
specialised maintenance.

“That Council declines the application for 50 Brigl@gtreet, Ashburton, on the grounds that
it does not meet the criteria for Heritage Grants.”

Tasker/Kilworth Carried

4. Ashburton College “Menorlue Community Learning Centre 27 Walnut Avenue
Ashburton - District Plan Category A No. 25 intenal and external protection.

Ashburton College Menorlue Community Learning Centt/o Jeff Williamson, School
Manager, 50 Taits Road, RD 2, Ashburton, has agtie a Heritage Grant to uplift carpet
in main office and MacMillan room at Menorlue areplace tongue and groove flooring
with like timber (rimu). The floor is to be boreeated.

The Subcommittee, on reading the documentatiorepted with this application, accepted
that the proposal met the criteria for a heritaggngand that it would make a significant
contribution to the conservation of the building.

“That Council approves a grant of $1500 for the Bstton College Menorlue Community
Learning Centre allocated from the District CourgiHeritage Reserve Fund.”

Cr Tasker / Cr Kilworth Carried
5. Methven Historical Building (Museum) Bank Street Methven - District Plan Category
A No. 48 internal and external protection. It is isted on the NZ Historic Places Trust

Register.

The Methven Historical Building (Museum) c/o Mrs McKendry, 17 Lochhead Crescent,
Methven, applied for a heritage grant to do watasfing to - fibre reinforced membrane to
Parapet East side and top brick exterior, moss #édep clean, light water blast and Nuplex
Damit 800 water proofing clear penetrating sealer.

The Subcommittee, on reading the documentatiorepted with this application, accepted that
the proposal met the criteria for a heritage grant that it would make a significant
contribution to the conservation of the building.

The Subcommittee requested that an advice notévba tp the Methven Historical Society to

contact New Zealand Historic Places Trust in Cbhistch to confirm that the products being
used in the restoration work are suitable and recentded by the New Zealand Historic Places
Trust advisors and that the work should be cawigtdoy a suitably qualified person.
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4.14.5

4.14.6

“That Council approves a grant of $1500 for the kketn Museum, allocated from the
District Council’s Heritage Reserve Fund.”
Cr Tasker / Cr Kilworth Carried

Longbeach Station Flourmill/Waterwheel - Distrct Plan Category A No. 7 internal
and external protection. Itis listed on the NZ Hstoric Places Trust Register.

The Longbeach Estate Ltd c/o Bill Thomas Longbdaohd R D 4 Ashburton applied for a
heritage grant to seek assistance for the presemvatf the Flourmill and waterwheel.
The building is constructed with concrete blockataband battens, corrugated iron and has a
timber second floor. The corrugated iron roof éintber floor are in a poor state of repair.
Longbeach Estate are seeking help with the presemvand restoration of the Flourmill and
the waterwheel. The building is on the site ofialfe road.

The Subcommittee, on reading the documentatiorepted with this application, accepted
that the proposal meets the criteria for a herigrgat and that it would make a significant
contribution to the conservation of the building.

The Subcommittee requested that the owners of LeagfbEstate be contacted and asked to
supply more detail as to the proposed restoratiomgramme for the Flourmill and
waterwheel. It was further suggested that the NEmmland Historic Places Trust in
Christchurch should be approached by LongbeacheEsiaee if they would give assistance
in formulating such a programme. In the meantiheeapplication will remain on hold.

“That Council request Longbeach Estate Ltd to pdevfurther information, including the
staging of the project and costings in respect e testoration of the Flourmill and

waterwheel. In the meantime, the Council will pé application to the Heritage
Subcommittee during the 2007/2008 funding periotald.”
Cr Tasker / Cr Kilworth Carried

To Summarise

Having regard to the particular policy matters dabove the Subcommittee considered that
the following application was not eligible:

House at 50 Bridge Street Ashburton — Cat. A Nlb.(éxternal protection only)

The Subcommittee considered the requests fromvaesfigible applicants and allocated the
funds having regard to the cost of the project,ithportance of the Heritage item and its
accessibility by the public.

OPTIONS

The Council has the option to reallocate the funds different manner. The Subcommittee
considers that its recommendation is soundly basddair.

STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS

There are no known statutory implications. Theddtions of the funds are at the Council’s
discretion and subject to Council policy.
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4.14.7 CONSULTATION

Every owner of a Category A Heritage Building reeei a letter from this Council inviting
them to apply for a grant. An advertisement waacgdl in the newspaper inviting
applications for a heritage grants.

4.14.8 STRATEGIC LINKS

The Council’s District Community Plan 2006/2016 yides as follows:
Page 160 Environmental Services District Planning -

Community Outcomes Strategic Objective Hopw  District Planning
contributes

A community with a strong A community which As part of its district planning

sense of identity and heritage | recognises and preserves the | and resource consent

which welcomes new cultural and social heritage of | activities, the Council has

residents and encourages our district regard to issues relating to

diversity the preservation of heritage
sites and features as required
by Resource Management
Act and the Local
Government Act

A Policy for Heritage Items scheduled in the Digti?lan of the Ashburton District Council was
made in February 2001.

Within the document was the appointment of a Hget&SubCommittee from the Council to
advise the Council on heritage matters affectingr@d policy and to implement the Policy.
This Subcommittee has the power to co-opt wherecmpiate.

Further, at a meeting on 15 August 2002, the Fieamd Corporate Services Committee of the
Ashburton District Council set out guidelines famsidering heritage grants and these are as
outlined below:

4.14.9 HERITAGE GRANTS

Council makes provision in its annual budget fonds for the disbursement of heritage
grants which shall be allocated annually in or abdugust of each year. The maximum
individual grant from this source shall be no geeahan 50% of the cost of the approved
project and in any event shall be no more than 85@ouncil holds in reserve an amount to
be determined from time to time to address requestemergency funding made at other
times of the year.

The criteria under which the Council makes the gram respect to application for heritage
have to comply with the following:

1. Projects which relate to heritage items that aheduled in Category A of the District
Plan

2. Projects which provide for specialised maintenasceh as replacing matching
cladding or replacing matching windows or othetirfds in order to retain the heritage
state of the item.

3. Projects which have provided a full project andafioe plan (including copies of work
schedule and quotes).
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Considerations
When considering applications the Council haveotasaer the following:

1. The relative heritage value of the scheduled hggittem in the District Plan

2. The contribution that the proposed work will maketie conservation of the scheduled
heritage item.

The urgency of the work

The availability of Council funds

Other sources of funding available to the applicant
The amount of any previous assistance

Voluntary input

Accessibility of the heritage item to the genenatbl

© ©o N o g &~ W

Such other matters Council considers relevant.

When considering applications the Council will furid:

1. Retrospective works

2. Application that have not returned their accourdiigifiorm from previous funding
3. Applicants that have not provided appropriate faiahinformation

4. General maintenance such as re-painting

General
Council requires applicants to provide formal daxdition/receipt of work completed.
Council recognises there may be occasions wherpplication would appear not to fit the

above criteria; however this would not necessapilgclude it from consideration on its
merit.

4.14.10 FINANCIAL

The Council has $20,000 plus $24,197 carried awenflast year making a total of $44,197
for allocation.

It has allocated $10,188.00 and recommended tlab#tance money of $34,797.00 be
carried over.

C C YATES
Assistant Planner
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