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DRAFT MO RESIDENT SURVEY 

PREPARED BY P URDON A SSOCIA TES FOR THE DEPT. OF PLANNING 

A CRITIQUE FOR THE PAN COMMUNITY COUNCIL 
BY PETER HAMILTON 

January 1994 

SURVEY QUESTION 

"appropriately" presumably means "approximate"!! What a start I! 

These are inappropriate categories. It would be a Jaughing matter, 
if it wasn't sad!! 

The use of the term "rural residential" is misleading in view of this 
term being defined to have a specific meaning in various planning 
instruments. It is a poor choice of words and in poor taste. Why 
not use for example "communal lifestyle "! 

The inference that somehow MO is a de facto "rural residential" 
development in planning terms, is entirely out of place and confusing 
to the public. The use of this term is not justified in this Survey 
notwithstanding its use in the consultant's brief. 

Isn't this question simply a total of the data sought in Q4 and if so 
why can't it be obtained by summing the data in Q4? 

What useful conclusions or evaluation can be drawn by knowing the 
differences between those in the 0-3 and 4-5 etc. age groups? This 
level of breakdown is meaningless and pointless in this survey 
notwithstanding that it might have been used in other surveys. 

What does "separate family/household units" mean? What relationship 
does this term have with an "expanded house" if any? 

The question should make clear that "dwelling" doe.. not include any 
separate units in an "expanded dwelling", if this is the intention. 

What constitutes "dispersed" or "clustered" will vary with the 
individual. Whether a plan is dispersed or clustered, will in 
part,, relate to the land characteristics, and the area of the land 
used, as the point of reference.'! Given this what meaningful 
conclusions can be deduced from the responses to this question? 

I find this question to be degrading and insulting. Notwithstanding 
the data sought in Q6, why are "dwelling houses" not recognised as 
valid structures on an MO? If "communal house" is valid then why not 
a "dwelling house"? Is the author of this survey so bereft of MO 
experience that this list is seen to encompass the wealth of building 
achievements on MO's? 

These are laughable options. Such options trivialise the MO 
experience. A relevant question would be one that related to the 
"move-in -stage ". Appropriate periods are more of the order1 (5, 5-
10, 10-15, lifetime. 

To imply that those children on an MO could or should, be working (on 
a full time employment basis) at age 15, is a discriminatory 
assumption. 
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To suggest that people are employed on a full time basis in 
"parent/child raising" is a fanciful idea. 

How can one be "employed full time" on "unpaid housework"? 

What is the basis for assuming there is a goal of "self sufficiency"? 

The pension age for women is 60 not 65. Why is this not recognised? 

As one individual may qualify equally for two or more of these 
categories, care will need to be taken as to the conclusions drawn 
from these results. 

Is this before or after tax? ie gross or nett income? 

Averaging this data reduces it to a meaningless statistic. There 
seems to be no appreciation of the distinction between "resident 
members" and "visitors" or the concept that for many the lifestyle is 
a lifelong commitment? Why then stop at 10 years? 

The question does not make clear whether the facilities have on some 
occasion been used by others, or if such facilities are used on an 
ongoing basis. If the question was phrased "Have any of these 
facilities been used by other than the MO residents"?, the answer 
could be quite different. 

There is no question 6.1 ???, presumably reference is intended to Q15, 
and if so, is it reasonable to expect questionees to respond to this? 

18-19. For whose benefit is this question? Is there evidence that an MO 
developer has been refused development because of this provision? No 
such case is known to me. Bob Smith (Dept of Ag.) has stated that he 
sees a case that perhaps MO's have a place in providing a long term 
stable labour force to work prime agricultural land. This has I 
suggest, a realistic potential! • 

The process for determining what constitutes "prime crop and pasture 
land" is spelt out in the Policy. It will be appreciated on close 
reading that the use of Class I, II and III Ag. land is NOT 
necessarily the only way to define "prime crop and pasture" land. 
The present policy has well served the oblective to protect prime ag. 
land while enabling MO dwellings provided they are not on "prime crop 
and pasture" land. 

It is unlikely that a public company will ever be an attractive form 
of MO ownership. This is a poor set of options. Why not simply 
leave to "specify"? 

What is the difference between option (b) and (c)? Should not the 
word "individual" be deleted from the question to make sense of the 
options? 

:'2--23-24. Q22 implies that an MO may be managed by a NON COMMUNITY 
organisation. What such organisation is being alluded too? Why is 
it not stated as such, to make it clear-  what is in mind? 

27-28. Why not include other realistic options? 
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29. Having a separate category for "Bank/commercial loan" finance, 
reflects an ignorance of the MO experience! 

30-31. What does "consultation" mean in this context? What do "plans and 
study" mean in the context of "maintained for the MO"? Is oral 
documentation acceptable and if not, why not? 

SEPP-15 and s.90 require details of community plans and land 
management plans. Is it to be inferred that there are some who are 
exempt from supplying such data? 

A perusal of the MO DA's held by the DOP should provide the answer to 
this question. Is it to be assumed that no such examination of these 
DA's has taken place? 

The question indicates an ignorance of the quality of many DA's, many 
of which are now prepared by professional consultants. 

A preparatory question ought to test if indeed houses are 
individually "owned". It is an assumption to assume otherwise! 

What 96 of dwellings have changed ownership would be a more 
interesting and useful question. A variation would be "How many 
times has a dwelling changed hands?" 

To imply that all the given options are a "problem" is a loaded 
situation. Is it implied that other forms of development "do not 
find these to be a problem"? Such options are a "concern ", as may be 
experienced by a farm development, rural residential development, or 
for that matter, an urban development.' 

35-36. If the options given were identified as of "concern" at the DA 
stage, why would they not remain a 'concern " following DA approval? 

What does "land capability" mean and how is it determined? 

The question is poorly worded as it may be read as to imply that each 
and every sub aim of the Policy must be met. This of course is not 
the case, as meeting just one aim is sufficient to qualify for 
consideration. 

The preamble to the question should explicitly convey that the Policy 
does not require all aims to be met. 

The terms "Not successful" and "Very successful" could better be 
replaced with "Not relevant" and "Very relevant". 

1 am adamant that the wording of this question should leave no 
possible room for ambiguity that the several aims, are to be read, or 
may be read, as 	joined. 

This surely implies that there may be some MO communities which do 
not meet the objectives of SEPP'-15. If this is the case, the 
question may be asked (a) "Why do they retain their MO status"? and 
(b) "Why should council not present them with a 'show cause' why they 
are not in breach of the approved DA ? ". If the reply is considered 
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NOT TO BE INCLUDED? 

Individuals and community's sources of fi iance 

Conditions relating to becoming a member 

Conditions relating to sale of shares (if any) and houses 

Assistance given to the community by government bodies 
(CALM. Dept Ag, Water Resources, Forestry etc) 
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32. 

Previous Copying 

Each School wishing to become a Participating School upon 
satisfying ANCOS that it has paid the remuneration to 
ANCOS for all copies made pursuant to the provisions of 
Section 53B of the Act at the rate of two (2) cents for 
each copy page made by the School or upon making 
appropriate payment to ANCOS in a sum determined by the 
parties to this Agreement shall be given an indemnity by 
ANCOS in the form set out in the Schedule to this 
Agreement. 

Warranty 

ANCOS warrants to the State Association and the 
Participating Schools: 

that it is authorised and empowered to enter into 
this Agreement to grant the licence set out herein, 
to enter into the covenants and to give the 
undertakings and indemnities contained herein; 

that forthwith UOfl receiving information from an 
Owner that the Owner will not join ANCOS or 
otherwise authoriSe ANCOS to act on its behalf that 
ANCOS will advise the State Association of the name 
of such Owner to enable the Station Association to 
issue directions to advise Schools that they should 
not copy Works of the Owner except pursuant to the 
Statutory Licensing Scheme. 

Schools havinG SubsistinG Agreements with ANCOS 

Where there is a current agreement between ANCOS and a 
School wishing to become a Participating School whereby, 
inter alia, the said School has agreed to provide Records 
to ANCOS or Copyright Agency Limited and whereby ANCOS 
agreed to provide certain extended rights to copy, such 
agreement shall upon the acceptance of such School as a 
Participating School, have no further effect, provided 
always that any indemnities and warranties provided by 
AMCOS pursuant to such agreement shall continue to have 
full force and effect in respect of copying performed and 
payments made pursuant to such agreement. 

Limitation of Liability 

Nothing in this agreement shall be construed as making the 
State Association directly or indirectly liable for any 
act or default of a Participating School. 

12 	Term 

This Agreement shall take effect from 1 January, 1988 and 
continue from year to year until either party gives not 
less than 30 days notice of termination of the Agreement 
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