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Background and Objectives
Background

With the construction of the new library in Gosford, the existing library 

building is set to be either demolished or repurposed. Central Coast 

Council, in collaboration with Micromex Research, conducted multi-

modal community engagement regarding the proposed plans for the 

current library building. 

Objectives

• Understand the community’s awareness of the new library building 

and the frequency of visits to the existing library building and Kibble 

Park

• Inform the community about the pros and cons of each option for 

the existing building (demolition or repurposing), and obtain 

community preferences

• Explore the reasons for community’s preferences and their 

suggestions for the existing building
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Methodology and Sample

Sample Sources

• Structured questionnaire: A total of 1,233 responses were collected from three different 

sources:

o 930 online surveys hosted by Council

o 280 face-to-face surveys conducted by Micromex Research at Kibble Park 

(N=139) and elsewhere in Gosford CBD (N=141), and

o 23 hardcopy surveys distributed by Micromex interviewers/ available at Gosford 

Library.

This questionnaire was designed to assess community awareness of the new library 

building plan, gather opinions on the existing library building, and collect suggestions 

for its future use.

• Objection pro-formas: A total of 245 responses were received by Council through semi-

structured pro-formas. These forms included respondents’ views on the existing library 

building and their suggestions regarding its future.

• Email submissions: A total of 28 emails were received by Council outlining community 

opinions and suggestions concerning the existing library building.

• Petitions: A total of 3,824 signatures were submitted by community members, including 

1,192 paper petitions and 2,632 online petitions. These petitions expressed opposition to 

the demolition of the existing library building.

Where possible, duplications (i.e.: same person providing multiple responses) have been 

consolidated/treated as one response. However, particularly in the case of the petitions, 

they were not deduplicated as it was not possible to do so.)

Interviewing

Interviewing was conducted in accordance with The Research Society Code of 

Professional Behaviour.

Sample selection and margin of error

Including responses from all three questionnaire sources (online, face-to-face, and hardcopy), 

a total of 1,233 structured questionnaire surveys were collected. 

A sample size of 1,233 questionnaire respondents notionally provides a maximum sampling error 

of plus or minus 2.8% at 95% confidence (i.e.: if the survey was replicated with a new universe of 

N=1,233 respondents, 19 times out of 20 we would expect to see the same results, i.e. +/- 2.8%. 

For example, that an answer such as ‘yes’ (50%) to a question could vary from 47% to 53%).  

However, we stress ‘notionally’ because other than the face-to-face surveys, the others (online 

and hardcopy) were obtained via an ‘opt-in’ sample approach, so significance testing does 

not truly apply.  Thus, any references to significant differences should be treated with caution.

Data analysis

The data within this report was analysed using Q Professional.

As the survey sample is largely unmanaged/opt-in, the data has not been weighted to reflect 

population statistics such as age and gender.

Within the report, blue and red font colours are used to identify statistically significant 

differences between groups, i.e., gender, age, etc – although as noted above, for this survey, 

results of significance testing should be treated with caution.

Significance difference testing is a statistical test performed to evaluate the difference 

between two measurements. To identify the statistically significant differences between the 

groups of means, ‘One-Way Anova tests’ and  ‘Independent Samples T-tests’ were used. ‘Z 

Tests’ were also used to determine statistically significant differences between column 

percentages.

Note: All percentages are calculated to the nearest whole number and therefore the total 

may not exactly equal 100%.
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Summary Findings

*Awareness and Visitation:

*Note: structured questionnaire results only (N=1,233)

76% of survey responses (including online, face-to-face and hardcopy) believe that 

Council should retain and repurpose the existing library building:

• Online and face-to-face respondents were more likely to support retaining the 

building, whereas the majority of those who submitted hardcopy surveys (65%) 

believed that Council should demolish it.

• Whilst the 930 online and 28 hardcopy surveys were unmanaged/opt-in samples, the 

280 face-to-face interviews were more of a controlled random sample.  This may 

explain why the face-to-face respondents were less aware of expected population 

growth in Gosford CBD / the new library / the features of the new library – they were 

arguably less engaged in the topic.  Nevertheless, when asked about the options for 

the library, 70% of this sample indicated they wanted the building retained.

All 245 responses received through the demolition objection pro-formas  supported 

retaining the building.

Of the 28 emails received, 26 (93%) supported retaining the building, while only 2 (7%) 

expressed support for its demolition.

All 3,824 petitions received expressed objection to the demolition of the library.

Nearly 1 in 3 respondents said they visit the current 

Gosford Library at least once a month.

More than half of the respondents stated that they visit 

or walk through Kibble Park at least once a month when 

they are not going to the library.

64%

64% of respondents were aware that the 

population in the Gosford city area is 

expected to increase by approximately 67% 

over the next 21 years.

82% of respondents were aware that a new Gosford 

Regional Library is currently being built in the Gosford CBD.

Among those who were aware of the new library building plan, 

71% knew that the new library would include additional 

services and facilities.
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Summary Findings

Why did they object to the demolition of the building?

• Historical/Heritage and architectural significance

• Repurpose/Reuse as a valuable infrastructure

• Social/cultural/emotional significance

• Lack of communication (e.g., no published costing for the demolition and no cost benefit 

analysis for the two options)

What did they suggest if the building is retained?

The most common reason for objecting to the demolition is that the current library building holds historical and 

heritage significance for the entire Central Coast.

Many respondents believe that the current building would be suitable for a range of community uses if 

retained, and that demolishing such valuable infrastructure would be a waste.

Some respondents (particularly older residents) also mentioned that the current building holds emotional 

significance for them, and they do not want it to be demolished.

In the petition, participants emphasised that no cost–benefit analysis had been publicly released for the two 

options. Some participants from other sources (e.g., survey, pro-forma) were also uninformed about the costs 

(such as 'refurbishing and repurposing the old library building would cost less’).

Potential community use Potential commercial use

Community 

event hub/centre

Art/cultural 

activities

Youth and 

children centre

Education and 

training

Hospitality: 

Café, restaurant

Art gallery/ 

exhibition/ museum

Why did they support the demolition of 

the building?

•  Good for public space enhancement

•  The building is old/ugly/functionally obsolete

•  Waste of money/costs too much to 
refurbish/retain

Most supporters believe that as the city grows and 

new high-rise developments increase, the need 

for more open space becomes essential. They also 

think that removing the building will help increase 

public space in the area.

Some respondents stated that the old building is 

too outdated, with certain functionalities not 

having been updated for a long time, and it 

needs to be demolished.

Considering the high cost of refurbishing the old 

building, many respondents believe it would place 

a significant financial burden on ratepayers.
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This chapter presents findings based solely on the total of 1,233 structured 

questionnaires, comparing the 280 face-to-face (opt-out) responses with the 

combined 930 online and 23 hardcopy (opt-in) responses.

Survey Findings

Chapter One
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Yes

30%

No

70%

Are you the parent or guardian of any 
children under the age of 18 years?

Gender

Male 35%Female 62%

Age

Resident of the 

Central Coast 

Region

 91%

Work at a business 

in the Central 

Coast Region

31%

Owner of a business 

in the Central 

Coast Region

10%

Attend school/ 

university/ TAFE in 

the Central Coast 

region 3%

I am a visitor  to the 

Central Coast

6%

None of the above

1%

Involvement with Central Coast

Sample Profile

Base: N = 1,233

Non-binary 1%

Not applicable 1%

Prefer not to say 1%

Prefer to self-describe <1%

Sample source

Online 75% 

(N=930)

Face-to-face 23%

(N=280)

Hardcopy 2%

(N=23)

4%

4%

6%

8%

8%

9%

10%

8%

11%

10%

10%

6%

3%

1%

0% 10% 20%

18 – 24

25 – 29

30 – 34

35 – 39

40 – 44

45 – 49

50 – 54

55 – 59

60 – 64

65 – 69

70 – 74

75 – 79

80 – 84

85 +

Please see Appendix 1 for suburbs

Base: N = 1,233

Base: N = 1,225

Base: N = 1,233 Base: N = 1,233
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Q1. Before today, were you aware that with all the rebuilding happening in Gosford, the population living in the Gosford city area is expected to 

increase by 67% over the next 21 years or so?

Awareness of Population Growth

64% of respondents were aware that the population in the Gosford city area is expected to increase by approximately 67% over the next 21 years. 

Online participants were more likely to be aware of this compared to those who took part in the face-to-face interviews, which may reflect the 

difference in the opt-out face-to-face versus the opt-in online/hardcopy methodologies.

Across demographic groups, older respondents were more likely to be aware than younger respondents. Those who live or work in the Central Coast 

LGA were also more likely to be aware, while visitors were less likely to know about the projected population growth.

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

*Caution: low base size

Yes

64%

No

36%

Awareness of the potential population growth in 
Gosford over the next 21 years

Base: N=1,232 

Awareness Overall

Sample source Gender Age

Online
Face-to-

face
Hardcopy Woman Man

Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 

35
35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Yes % 64% 71% 39% 45% 64% 64% 56% 47% 63% 66% 70%

Base 1,232 930 280 22 764 429 39 184 314 480 246

Awareness Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of 

children under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Yes % 64% 65% 73% 63% 64% 51% 56% 65% 63%

Base 1,232 1,127 119 383 33 71 9* 372 860
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D4a. How often, if at all, do you visit the current Gosford Library at Kibble Park?
D4b. And how often, if at all, do you visit or walk through Kibble Park when you are not going to the library?

Visits to the Library and Kibble Park

When asked about their current visits to the library and Kibble Park, nearly 1 in 3 respondents said they visit the current Gosford Library at least once 

a month, with 9% visiting at least once a week. 

More than half of the respondents stated that they visit or walk through Kibble Park at least once a month when they are not going to the library, 

and 28% stated that they go to or walk through Kibble Park at least once a week.

24%

9%

30%

22%

16%

15%

12%

12%

9%

14%

9%

28%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Frequency of visiting the current

library (N=1,232)

Frequency of visiting or walking

through Kibble Park when not going

to the library (N=1,232)

Never Less often Once every two to three months Once a month Once every two to three weeks At least once a week

At least once a 

month

30%

54%
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D4a. How often, if at all, do you visit the current Gosford Library at Kibble Park?
D4b. And how often, if at all, do you visit or walk through Kibble Park when you are not going to the library?

Visits to the Library and Kibble Park

Respondents who participated in this survey through face-to-face 

interviews visit the current library less often than other residents. However, 

they are more likely to visit or walk through Kibble Park when not going to 

the library (which reflects that a number of the face-to-face respondents 

were recruited within Kibble Park).

In terms of demographics:

• Women and residents of the LGA are more frequent visitors to the 

Gosford Library

• While those aged under 35, residents and workers of the area have a 

higher frequency of visiting Kibble Park.

At least once a month 

%
Overall

Gender Age Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian 

of children under 18

Woman Man
Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 

35
35 – 49 50 – 69 70 + Resident

Owner of 

a business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of 

the above
Yes No

Frequency of visiting the 

current library
30% 33% 25% 44% 29% 32% 31% 28% 32% 29% 33% 42% 13% 0% 33% 29%

Frequency of visiting or 

walking through Kibble 

Park when not going 

to the library

54% 52% 57% 64% 64% 53% 55% 46% 56% 50% 62% 64% 21% 0% 55% 54%

Base 1,232 764 429 39 184 314 480 246 1,127 119 383 33 71 9* 372 860

At least once a month % Overall Online Face-to-face Hardcopy

Frequency of visiting the 

current library
30% 32% 23% 55%

Frequency of visiting or 

walking through Kibble 

Park when not going to the 

library

54% 47% 79% 50%

Base 1,232 930 280 22

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

*Caution: low base size
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Q2. A new Gosford Regional Library is currently being built in the Gosford CBD, across the road from the existing Gosford Library. Before today, were 
you aware that a new library was being built within the Gosford CBD?

Awareness of New Library Building Plan

82% of respondents were aware that a new Gosford Regional Library is 

currently being built in the Gosford CBD. Face-to-face respondents were 

less likely to be aware of this.

Older respondents and those who visit the library or Kibble Park more often 

were more likely to be aware that a new library was being built.

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

*Caution: low base size

Yes

82%

No

18%

Awareness of the new library building plan

Base: N=1,232 

Awareness Overall

Sample source Gender Age

Online
Face-to-

face
Hardcopy Woman Man

Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 

35
35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Yes % 82% 87% 63% 100% 81% 81% 90% 67% 77% 86% 89%

Base 1,232 930 280 22 764 429 39 184 314 480 246

Awareness Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of 

children under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Yes % 82% 83% 92% 86% 79% 58% 56% 77% 84%

Base 1,232 1,127 119 383 33 71 9* 372 860

Awareness Overall

Frequency of visiting the 

current library

Frequency of visiting or 

walking through Kibble Park

At least once 

a month

Less than once 

a month

At least once 

a month

Less than once 

a month

Yes % 82% 89% 78% 85% 77%

Base 1,232 375 857 667 565
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Q3. [If Yes on Q2, ask]  The new library will have four levels, and in addition to all the expected library facilities, it will also have: a space for kids to explore  
literacy through interaction and play; Flexible function space, for special occasions and larger audiences; Breakout spaces on every level for 
private and collaborative learning; A smart work hub for those who want a place to work without the commute and dedicated meeting rooms, 
recording studios and exhibition space. Before today, were you aware that the new library would have these additional services and facilities?

Awareness of Additional Services and Facilities in the New Library

Yes

71%

No

29%

Awareness of the additional services and 
facilities in the new library

Base: N=1,005

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

*Caution: low base size

Awareness

Overall 

Aware 

of New 

Library

Sample source Gender Age

Online
Face-to-

face
Hardcopy Woman Man

Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 

35
35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Yes % 71% 80% 28% 73% 73% 68% 66% 62% 68% 73% 75%

Base 1,005 807 176 22 622 348 35 123 242 414 218

Awareness

Overall 

Aware 

of New 

Library

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of 

children under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Yes % 71% 71% 77% 73% 85% 71% 80% 68% 72%

Base 1,005 938 110 331 26 41 5* 285 720

Awareness

Overall 

Aware 

of New 

Library

Frequency of visiting the 

current library

Frequency of visiting or 

walking through Kibble Park

At least once 

a month

Less than once 

a month

At least once 

a month

Less than once 

a month

Yes % 71% 81% 66% 70% 72%

Base 1,005 335 670 569 436

Among those who were aware of the new library building plan, 71% (or 

58% of the total sample) knew that the new library would include 

additional services and facilities. Similar to overall awareness of the new 

library, face-to-face respondents were less likely to be aware of this.

Younger respondents and those who visit the library less frequently were 

also less likely to be aware of the planned additional services in the new 

library.
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Opinions on the Existing Library Building

Before asking questions about opinions on the existing library building, respondents were 

provided with background information about the new library building plan and two potential 

options for dealing with the existing library:

Option 1: Demolishing the Building 

With significant residential and commercial development occurring in the area, the need for 

accessible open space has become increasingly important to our local community. Removing 

the existing structure would provide the opportunity to create public open space that meets 

the recreational and social needs of a growing population. Potential uses for this space could 

include a green parkland, walking paths or outdoor community facilities designed to enhance 

liveability and provide much needed gathering spaces. This approach ensures that as the 

community grows, residents have access to well-designed outdoor areas that support a healthy 

and connected community and improve safety and security in the heart of the Gosford CBD.  

The estimated cost to demolish is approximately $485,000.

Option 2: Repurposing the Building 

Community feedback has highlighted the historical significance of the current library building 

and its value as a space for local activities. This option would adapt the building for alternative 

uses that align with community needs. Potential uses could include co-working spaces, 

commercial opportunities for local business, arts and cultural facilities or multi-purpose 

community hubs. Retaining and modernising the building would allow it to continue serving as a 

focal point while adapting it to better meet community needs.  It is estimated that remediation 

and compliance works required to restore the building, along with specialist advice, would cost 

approximately $4.2 million.



16Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? 

Opinions on the Existing Library Building

24%

76%

Council should demolish the

building and redevelop the

site to increase open space

and public amenity within

the CBD

Council should retain and

repurpose the building

0% 50% 100%

Opinions on the Existing Library Building

Base: N=1,233

Overall

Frequency of visiting the current library
Frequency of visiting or walking through 

Kibble Park

At least once a 

month

Less than once a 

month

At least once a 

month

Less than once a 

month

Council should 

retain the 

building
76% 83% 72% 79% 71%

Council should 

demolish the 

building
24% 17% 28% 21% 29%

Base 1,233 375 857 667 565

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

Overall
Sample source

Awareness of the new library 

building plan

Online Face-to-face Hardcopy Yes No

Council should retain 

the building
76% 78% 70% 35% 77% 72%

Council should 

demolish the building
24% 22% 30% 65% 23% 28%

Base 1,233 930 280 23 1,005 227

Overall, 76% of respondents believe that Council should retain and repurpose the existing library building, while 24% suggested that Council should 

demolish the building and redevelop the site to increase open space and public amenity within the CBD. Both online and face-to-face respondents 

were more likely to support retaining the building, whereas the majority of those who submitted hardcopy surveys (65%) believed that Council should 

demolish it.

Respondents who visit the current library more frequently were more likely to support retaining the building, as were those who regularly visit or walk 

through Kibble Park, even when not visiting the library.
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Opinions on the Existing Library Building

Overall

Gender Age

Woman Man Other/ Undisclosed Under 35 35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Council should retain the building 76% 80% 67% 82% 65% 69% 78% 87%

Council should demolish the 

building
24% 20% 33% 18% 35% 31% 22% 13%

Base 1,233 765 429 39 184 314 480 247

Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of 

children under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Council should retain the 

building
76% 76% 71% 68% 88% 83% 100% 71% 78%

Council should demolish the 

building
24% 24% 29% 32% 12% 17% 0% 29% 22%

Base 1,233 1,128 119 383 33 71 9* 372 861

Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

*Caution: low base size

Across demographic groups, women, older respondents and those who are not currently the parent or guardian of any children under 18 were 

more likely to support retaining the library building. Respondents working at a business in the LGA, males and those aged under 50 were more likely 

to suggest demolishing the building.  Note however that despite these demographic differences,  all demographic cohorts favoured retaining the 

building.
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Reasons for Supporting Retaining the Existing Library Building

Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? Why do you say that?

Among those who support retaining the existing library 

building, two main themes emerged:

• Its potential for other uses (community space/its value 

as existing infrastructure/arts-cultural activities, etc) – a 

nett subtotal of 41% of survey respondents mentioned 

one or more of the highlighted uses in the table at left

• The unique architecture and historical significance of 

the building to Gosford and the Central Coast area

Other reasons included:

• Its social, cultural, and emotional significance

• The belief that it is a waste to demolish.

Some example verbatims for the main themes are 

provided on next slide…

Reasons for supporting retaining and repurposing the building (76%) N=1,233

Unique architecture/historical/National Trust/iconic 36%

**Use for community space/community groups/youth groups 23%

**It should be repurposed/it is a useful/valuable infrastructure 17%

Social/cultural/emotional significance - please do not demolish 14%

A waste to demolish such a good building 10%

It is a community/public asset 7%

**Use for arts/cultural activities/exhibitions/museum 6%

Kibble Park doesn't need more space/wouldn't make much difference if 

demolished
6%

It is central/it has a good location 5%

Support future population 5%

**Use for community services/outreach/homeless 4%

**Use for a cafe/restaurant 2%

Community consultations/Architects recommended to keep it 2%

**Use for office or commercial space 2%

Cost less to refurbish 1%

Keep the toilets/already has toilets/don't want unisex toilets 1%

Bring people to the area 1%

**Use for health services 1%

Good access for elderly/disabled <1%

Other 3%

Don't know/nothing <1%

**NETT: 

Reuse/ 

Repurpose

41%
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Reasons for Supporting Retaining the Existing Library Building

Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? Why do you say that?

Example Verbatims for top 4 mentions

Unique architecture/ historical/ 

National Trust/ iconic

It should be repurposed/ it is a 

useful/valuable infrastructure

Social/ cultural/ emotional 

significance

36% 17% 14%

“The existing building is identified as 

a significant building within NSW, by 

the Australian Institute of Architects. 

This building has a heritage 

significance.”

“The existing Gosford library building 

has superior architectural merit and 

stands alone as a heritage asset in 

its own right.”

“The Gosford library is a landmark 

example of mid-20th-century public 

architecture.”

“The Gosford library has heritage 

value which will truly be 

appreciated in the years to come.”

“Good for the youth community to 

have spaces close to public 

transport.”

“Bring community value to the 

building so that it could be used for 

children and young people.”

“It can be used as a senior citizens 

centre, or a community hall, or a 

youth center.”

“Gosford city centre desperately 

needs accessible creative and 

educational community spaces”

“An excellent community asset that 

should be retained for community 

use.”

“A perfectly good building should 

be retained and used for the 

community.”

“A useful and attractive building 

forming an integral part of the 

Gosford town centre.”

“We have plenty of open spaces, 

there are many uses for the 

building, depending on costs of 

renovation.”

“It is a useful building and resource 

that will enhance community 

access for cultural activities and 

events.”

“I like the building.”

“I used to bring my kids here, don’t 

take it down.”

“It has been a feature of the city 

and the park since it was built.”

“It is one of the few remaining 

buildings for Gosford that people 

remember”

“It contributes to the beauty of the 

area”

“It is a really cool building and could 

be used for something great.”

23%

Use for community space/ 

community groups/ youth groups
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Reasons for Supporting Demolishing the Existing Library Building

Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? Why do you say that?

Most frequently mentioned reasons for supporting the 

demolition of the building include ‘it is a waste of money to 

refurbish it’ and ‘Gosford/Kibble Park needs more space’.

Other frequently mentioned reasons include the building is too 

old or unattractive, Kibble Park would be better or larger if the 

old building were demolished, it would help make the area 

and park safer, and it would encourage residents and tourists 

to visit Gosford.

See example verbatims next slide…

Reasons for supporting demolishing the building and redeveloping the site (24%) N=1,233

Waste of money/costs too much to refurbish/retain 8%

Gosford needs the open space 8%

It's ugly/old/agree with demolition 5%

Kibble Park will be better/larger 5%

Make park/area safer/more surveillance possible 3%

Revitalise Gosford/encourage residents and visitors 3%

New library will meet community needs 2%

Repurpose the space as something other than parkland 2%

Support future population 1%

Not historically/architecturally significant 1%

Empty building could be vandalised/derelict 1%

More space could be used for exhibitions/entertainment, etc. 1%

Want better toilets/amenities/disabled 1%

Need better access for the disabled/elderly 1%

Not beneficial to community to keep it/demolishing it will benefit community <1%

Other 1%

Don't know/nothing <1%
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Reasons for Supporting Demolishing the Existing Library Building

Q4. What do you think should happen with the existing library building (located across the road from the new library), once the new Library is open? Why do you say that?

Example Verbatims for top 4 mentions

Waste of money/ costs too 

much to refurbish/ retain

It's ugly/ old/ agree with 

demolition
Kibble Park will be better/larger

8% 5% 5%

“The lower floor facilities and rooms 

are in great need of reconstruction 

and refurbishment, and this will 

mean an enormous cost to the 

ratepayers.”

“Spending $4.2 million just to bring it 

up to code is a huge waste of 

ratepayers' money.”

“A lot of money to spend to 

rebuild.”

“It may cost more to retain an 

existing building.”

“Gosford needs more open space.”

“Additional greenspace in a very 

‘grey’ city is important.”

“As a parent with young children, I 

would much rather open spaces for 

them to run around in and to enjoy 

being outside than to go from one 

building to another old building.”

“As the city grows, with all the new 

high-rise developments, the need 

for more open space is essential.”

“Having open park space directly 

across the road from the regional 

library is more appealing.”

“The building is too old and not 

needed.”

“The current building is old and 

ugly.”

“The current Gosford Library is too 

old, too small, and lacks a modern 

appearance, making it unable to 

meet the community’s needs.”

“The building is so old that it would 

need substantial upgrades to get 

it up to standard.”

“A larger park provides more 

opportunities for increased 

development surrounding it.”

“A larger park would be much more 

vibrant for Gosford.”

“The demolition of the old library will 

allow for kibble park to be opened 

up and for the green space to 

meet the needs of new residents.”

“Better kids playground”

“The CBD park needs to expand”

“It’s old and unnecessary.”

8%

Gosford needs the open space

“The money could be better spent 

elsewhere.”
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Potential Usage of the Existing Library Building if Retained

Q5. If the building were to be retained, how do you think it should be used?

Q6. [If ‘community’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask]  What type of community uses would you like to see in the existing library building?

Q7. [If selected “Commercial use” or ‘both’ on Q5, ask], What type of business or services would you like to see in the exist ing library building? 

If the building is retained, 96% of respondents want it to offer community use – although nearly one in two are happy to see it also have some commercial use.

Arts and cultural activities are the most preferred type of use the community would like to see if the building is retained for community purposes, followed by 

community event space. For commercial use, the most preferred options are hospitality (such as a café or restaurant) and an art gallery or exhibition space.

Potential Usage of the Existing Library 
Building if Retained

Base: N=1,020

49%

47%

4%

0% 25% 50%

Community use

A mix of both

community and

commercial use

Commercial use

81%

78%

66%

54%

37%

16%

0% 30% 60% 90%

Arts and cultural activities

Community event space

Educational programs or training

Health and wellbeing services

Community service facility (singular

operator)

Other

Base: N=983

What type of community uses would you like to see 
in the existing library building?

80%

77%

26%

24%

16%

0% 30% 60% 90%

Hospitality: Café or restaurant

Art gallery or exhibition space

Retail shops

Office spaces for businesses

Other

Base: N=444*

What type of commercial uses would you like to see 
in the existing library building?

Please see Appendix 1 for ‘other specified’.

*Note: Due to a programming error on the online survey, 71 respondents did not answer this question
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Potential Usage of the Existing Library Building if Retained

Q5, If the building were to be retained, how do you think it should be used?

Q6. [If ‘community’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask]  What type of community uses would you like to see in the existing library building?

Q7. [If selected “Commercial use” or ‘both’ on Q5, ask], What type of business or services would you like to see in the exist ing library building? 

This slide explores usage preferences by 

source of responses and demographic 

segments.

Whilst there are differences by subsamples, 

all cohorts still primarily want community 

use, either only community use, or a mix of 

community and business use.  Even 

amongst the 87 respondents who preferred 

the building is demolished, when asked 

about future usage if it is retained, the 

majority want some form of community use 

in the repurposed building.

See next two slides for results by 

demographic for Q6 and Q7…

A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

Overall

Sample source Gender Age

Online
Face-to-

face
Hardcopy Woman Man

Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 

35
35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Community 49% 48% 54% 40% 51% 46% 58% 54% 46% 47% 54%

Mix 47% 51% 35% 60% 47% 46% 42% 41% 51% 48% 45%

Commercial 4% 1% 11% 0% 2% 8% 0% 5% 3% 5% 1%

Base 1,020 730 280 10* 651 336 33 146 239 398 231

Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of 

children under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend 

school/ 

university/ 

TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Community 49% 51% 37% 49% 40% 31% 44% 49% 50%

Mix 47% 46% 60% 47% 60% 63% 56% 48% 47%

Commercial 4% 3% 3% 4% 0% 6% 0% 3% 4%

Base 1,020 927 87 280 30 68 9* 287 733

Overall

Frequency of visiting the current 

library

Frequency of visiting or walking 

through Kibble Park

Opinions on the existing library 

building

At least once a 

month

Less than once a 

month

At least once a 

month

Less than once a 

month
Retain Demolish

Community 49% 48% 50% 49% 49% 49% 52%

Mix 47% 51% 45% 46% 48% 49% 26%

Commercial 4% 1% 5% 4% 3% 2% 22%

Base 1,020 326 693 586 433 933 87

*Caution: low base size
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Potential Usage of the Existing Library Building if Retained

Q6. [If ‘community’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask] What type of community uses would you like to see in the existing library building? A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

Overall

Sample source Gender Age

Online Face-to-face Hardcopy Woman Man
Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 35 35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Arts and cultural activities 81% 82% 77% 80% 83% 76% 85% 82% 78% 83% 78%

Community event space 78% 80% 73% 90% 78% 79% 73% 71% 77% 81% 79%

Educational programs or 

training
66% 65% 67% 70% 67% 62% 73% 69% 64% 66% 65%

Health and wellbeing 

services
54% 49% 67% 70% 56% 50% 45% 68% 54% 51% 51%

Community service facility 

(singular operator)
37% 29% 59% 20% 36% 38% 45% 60% 38% 31% 32%

Other 16% 17% 13% 40% 15% 18% 21% 15% 16% 18% 15%

Base 983 725 248 10* 641 309 33 139 232 378 229

Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of children 

under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend school/ 

university/ TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Arts and cultural activities 81% 81% 85% 81% 90% 78% 67% 81% 80%

Community event space 78% 79% 85% 79% 80% 73% 78% 78% 78%

Educational programs or 

training
66% 66% 76% 70% 60% 61% 78% 69% 65%

Health and wellbeing 

services
54% 54% 54% 57% 40% 58% 56% 56% 53%

Community service facility 

(singular operator)
37% 36% 32% 43% 40% 47% 22% 38% 36%

Other 16% 16% 23% 19% 27% 13% 11% 14% 17%

Base 983 899 84 268 30 64 9* 277 706

*Caution: low base size
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Potential Usage of the Existing Library Building if Retained

Q7. [If selected “Commercial use” or ‘both’ on Q5, ask], What type of business or services would you like to see in the exist ing library building? A significantly higher/lower percentage (by group)

Overall

Sample source Gender Age

Online Face-to-face Hardcopy Woman Man
Other/ 

Undisclosed
Under 35 35 – 49 50 – 69 70 +

Hospitality: Café or 

restaurant
80% 81% 78% 75% 79% 82% 75% 81% 86% 79% 74%

Art gallery or exhibition 

space
77% 82% 65% 75% 80% 70% 100% 69% 79% 76% 80%

Retail shops 26% 19% 41% 25% 24% 29% 17% 39% 32% 21% 17%

Office spaces for 

businesses
24% 19% 36% 50% 20% 32% 25% 45% 22% 22% 18%

Other 16% 19% 8% 25% 18% 12% 33% 5% 12% 18% 27%

Base 444 311 129 4* 271 161 12 62 115 182 82

Overall

Involvement in the Central Coast Local Government Area
Parent or guardian of children 

under 18

Resident
Owner of a 

business

Work at a 

business

Attend school/ 

university/ TAFE

I am a 

visitor

None of the 

above
Yes No

Hospitality: Café or 

restaurant
80% 80% 83% 85% 93% 76% 100% 83% 79%

Art gallery or exhibition 

space
77% 77% 77% 78% 79% 76% 80% 79% 76%

Retail shops 26% 24% 26% 30% 21% 33% 20% 29% 24%

Office spaces for 

businesses
24% 24% 32% 23% 7% 21% 60% 21% 26%

Other 16% 17% 15% 13% 14% 7% 0% 7% 20%

Base 444 389 47 130 14 42 5* 131 313

*Caution: low base size
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Other Thoughts and Suggestions Regard the Future of the Site

Q. Please share any other thoughts or suggestions regard the future of the site:

Other thoughts and suggestions N=905 Other thoughts and suggestions N=905

It should be kept according to NSW Architect/National Trust/community consultation 15% Health services/community wellbeing 2%

Community centre/community use in general 14% Heritage/history/museum 1%

Waste of money to demolish/do not demolish 12% Children's services/childcare/play space 1%

There should be more green space/park area/outdoor seats with shade 10% Seniors' centre/services 1%

Repurpose/refurbish building 9% Nightlife/evening entertainment 1%

It should be used for art gallery/arts and crafts/cultural activities 7% Demolish a different building instead 1%

Community services/outreach/support/homelessness support 5% Tourist information/visitors' centre 1%

Youth centre/services 5% Council-use building 1%

Events and exhibitions 4% Tourist attraction 1%

Cafe/restaurant 4% Venue hire space 1%

Revitalise Gosford/bring people to the area 4% Waterpark/splash park 1%

Carpark 3% Add art/murals to the building 1%

Performing arts/theatre/singing 3% Indigenous services/centre <1%

Toilets need upgrade 3% Need more information/further consultation <1%

It should be utilised for its central location 3% Turn into sporting area <1%

Commercial use 2% Locally made retail <1%

Support growing population 2% Profit-making ventures to cover costs <1%

Waste of money to keep/demolish it 2% Use as sheltered area within park <1%

Education 2% Other 7%

Kibble Park does not need more space/won't make much difference 2% Don't know/nothing 17%

Make Kibble Park/the area safer 2%

Other suggestions regarding the future of the site still revolve around whether to retain or demolish the current library, and how to utilise the site depending on 

that decision. 14% of respondents suggested using it as a community centre, while 10% recommended incorporating more green space, park areas, and 

outdoor seating with shade.
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A total of 245 responses were received by Council through semi-structured pro-formas 

that opposed the demolition of the current library. These forms included:

• A general pre-printed objection statement (see at right)

• Respondent details (name. email, phone, whether a resident of the Central Coast)

• Opportunity to provide an ‘Objection statement’ (open-ended response)

• Opportunity to provide ‘Suggestions for alternative use’ (open-ended response).

Demolition Objection Pro-formas

Chapter Two
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Reasons for Objection to Demolition

The 245 Pro-forma participants were provided 

the opportunity to record more detail around 

their reasons for objecting to the demolition.  

232 of the 245 provided a written response, with 

the main themes coded – see table at left.

Main reasons for objecting to the demolition 

were similar to the findings from the surveys (see 

the first chapter),with the most commonly 

mentioned reasons being that the building is 

useful or valuable/should be repurposed (nett 

subtotal of 42% of respondents mentioned one 

or more of the highlighted reuse codes at left), 

has unique architecture or historical/ heritage 

value, and holds social, cultural, or emotional 

significance.

See example verbatims next slide…

Reasons for Objection to Demolition N=232

**It should be repurposed/it is a useful/valuable infrastructure 29%

Unique architecture/historical/National Trust/iconic 26%

Social/cultural/emotional significance - please do not demolish 15%

**Use for community space/community groups/youth groups 12%

General Objections to the Demolition 10%

A waste to demolish such a good building 6%

It is a community/public asset 2%

**Use for community services/outreach/homeless 2%

It is still in good condition 2%

It is central/it has a good location 1%

**Use for arts/cultural activities/exhibitions/museum 1%

Bring people to the area <1%

Keep the toilets/already has toilets/don't want unisex toilets <1%

Kibble Park doesn't need more space/wouldn't make much difference if demolished <1%

Support future population <1%

Other 1%

**NETT: 

Reuse/ 

Repurpose

42%
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Reasons for Objection to Demolition

Example Verbatims for top 4 mentions

It should be repurposed/ it is a 

useful/ valuable infrastructure

Social/ cultural/ emotional 

significance 

Use for community space/ 

community groups/ youth groups

29% 15% 12%

“Let’s invest in the Gosford library as 

lovely old building, and use it for 

something special.”

“We should not destroy all our old 

buildings with character and 

charm, they can be used for other 

purposes.”

“The building doesn’t need to be 

pulled down, it can be resurrected.”

“The building needs to be 

preserved and repurposed.”

“Heritage buildings need to be kept.”

“It is part of our history and should 

not be removed.”

“The Gosford library building serves 

a unique purpose to the community 

and should stay as an infrastructure 

for the community.”

“The Gosford library should be 

preserved as a heritage building.”

“The building has historical history 

for Gosford and must be used for 

the community.”

“Please don't knock down 

important heritage listed buildings 

which give so much to our 

community.”

“Don’t tear down our library.”

“I don't want the Gosford library 

demolished.”

“A great building that I love and 

should be used for the 

community.”

“The building should be used for 

residents, groups etc. to use for 

other activities.”

“We need more exhibition space 

and areas for groups to meet.”

“Community space is essential for 

community growth and space.”

“The lovely historic building and 

should be converted to a 

community centre.”

“Repurpose for a community 

centre.”

“Save the building please.”

26%

Unique architecture/ historical/ 

National Trust/ iconic

“The library is a great facility that 

should stay.”
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Suggestions for the Current Building

The 245 Pro-forma participants were also encouraged to 

suggest alternative uses for the current library building.  184 

of the 245 provided a written response, with the main 

themes coded – see table at left

The top three suggestions for repurposing the building were:

• Community event space (41%)

• Arts and cultural activities (32%)

• Childcare/youth centre (16%).

Further, 16% stated more generally that the library building 

should be kept for the community to use.

A sample of verbatim comments for these four main 

themes is provided overleaf.

Suggestions for the Current Building N=184

NETT: Repurpose 80%

Community event space 41%

Arts and cultural activities 32%

Childcare centre/youth centre 16%

Hospitality: cafe or restaurant 9%

Senior services/facilities 8%

Educational programs or training 4%

Community service facilities 4%

Sports and entertainment 3%

Town hall 2%

Casual seating/tearoom 2%

Health and wellbeing services 1%

Office space for businesses 1%

Retail shops/local market 1%

Services and facilities for residents with disability 1%

Information centre 1%

Function area/centre 1%

Multiple uses 2%

Keep the building for the community to use 16%

Historical buildings need to be preserved 2%

Other 6%
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Suggestions for the Current Building

Example Verbatims for top 4 mentions

Repurpose: Community event 

space

Repurpose: Childcare centre/ 

youth centre

Keep the building for the 

community to use

41% 16% 16%

“Community meetings in Kibble 

Park.”

“Discussion groups/connection.”

“A venue for social events.”

“Allow community social groups to 

rent the premises.”

“Art and music.”

“A place for local artists and 

cultural events.”

“A cultural tourism hub.”

“That building can get used as an 

art gallery.”

“Arts and crafts activities and 

recreational activities in the 

building.”

“A childcare centre.”

“A gathering place for seniors, or 

youth for that matter. The site is 

central for gatherings.”

“A child play centre.”

“Youth services.”

“Don’t take our library. Keep for the 

community to use.”

“Let us all keep our library as a 

place for all to come and use.”

“It should be used for community 

always.”

“That building is community asset 

for community use.”

“Use it for something special. Build 

around it with structure.”

“Young kids hub. More opportunities 

for students.”

32%

Repurpose: Arts and cultural 

activities

“Event space for local 

communities.”

“A community hub to be used by 

local community groups.”

“Craft rooms.”

“Community centre: with services 

for the young and elderly.”
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A total of 28 emails were received by Council outlining community opinions 

and suggestions concerning the existing library building. 

This chapter reports on themes that emerge for both demolish and retain 

options based on these 28 email submissions. Please note that they were 

unstructured and results are presented in themes.

Email Submissions

Chapter Three
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Opinions on the Existing Library Building
Of all 28 email submissions we received, the majority (26, or 93%) expressed support for retaining the building. The two main reasons for opposing the 

demolition were the potential for reuse or repurposing as a community asset, and the heritage or architectural significance. In contrast, the two 

emails supporting demolition stated that it would benefit urban renewal and public space enhancement and argued that the building should be 

demolished due to its structural issues and obsolete functionality.

26 emails expressed opinions in favour of retaining the building (93%) Only 2 supported demolition of the building (7%)

“This structure has stood as a proud landmark in Kibble Park for fifty-five years. It remains an iconic 

example of its era and is the last of its kind in the area - a heritage that deserves preservation”

“Please keep the Gosford Library building. It is an old building in need of library extension but perhaps 

it could be used for other purposes beneficial to the community”

“I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed demolition of the former Gosford Library 

building. This building holds significant cultural and historical value for the Central Coast community, 

and its destruction would be a mistake.”

“I am writing to object to the proposed demolition of Gosford Library. As a Central Coast resident 

and ratepayer, I value the local heritage and the services this building offers”

“Please do not destroy the Gosford Library building in Kibble Park. It will have many community uses”

“After the closure of their highly successful 'Parkside' Youth Service Centre, RYSS have been searching 

for a suitable site to develop a new Youth Centre serving youth on the Central Coast, and they have 

identified that the current Gosford Library building would be suitable to convert into a youth centre”

 Potential for Reuse/Repurpose as a Community Asset

 Heritage and Architectural Significance

“The demolition of the old Gosford Library to facilitate the 

expansion of Kibble Park aligns with the NSW Government’s 

Greener Places strategy and addresses the pressing need 

for accessible, high-quality open spaces in the face of rapid 

urban development”

 Urban Renewal and Public Space Enhancement

“The building has never been properly maintained. It’s 

overcrowded, ill-suited for purpose long ago, a blight on 

Kibble Park”

 The Building is Functionally Obsolete or Structurally 
Problematic

“Its removal will unlock far greater long-term benefit for the 

broader community by expanding Kibble Park into a vibrant, 

multifunctional public space”

See also other comments for retaining the building overleaf.
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Opinions on the Existing Library Building

Apart from the frequently mentioned reasons listed in the previous slide, some respondents who support retaining the building also mentioned their 

emotional connection to it (e.g., some older residents even consider it a companion in their retired lives). Additionally, some respondents expressed 

a desire for the existing toilets to be retained for the park.

26 emails expressed opinions in favour of retaining the building (93%)

“The toilet facility is also vital for many members of the community who struggle with bladder and bowel issues, and limit their time away from home because of the 

need for a nearby toilet. ”

“In addition, the proposed demolition of the current library building would result in the loss of four women's toilets, two men's toilets, and a urinal, to be replaced by 

only one unisex toilet — clearly inadequate during major events held in the park.”

“I am a rate payer and have been a resident of the Central Coast since 1966. I recall as a school child the excitement and pride at the opening of the then new 

Gosford Library in a modern state of the art building.”

“I have used Gosford Library since 1992 as a Gosford and Narara primary teacher. I borrowed mountains of books for class research over the years as well as visiting the 

library with my grandchildren. I still use it and value it in my retired life. ”

Emotional Significance

 Keep the Toilets/Toilets are Vital for the Park

“When we moved to the Central Coast in 1972, it was a car park with an open drain running through it and then we were blessed with the development of the 

current library.”

Keep the old library and connect the new one with it: “Suggest to put in a walkway bridge over the road to connect both the old library and the new library”

 Other Mentions

Council may have overestimated the cost for the refurbishment: “Council has overstated the costs of the repair and restoration”
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Suggestions for the Current Building If Retained

Among the 26 emails supporting retaining the building, most of 

them suggested keeping it as a heritage site for its historical and 

emotional significance. Other suggested usages include 

community hub/centre, art and cultural centre, youth centre, and 

mixed or commercial use.

Suggestions for 

the building if 

retained

Community 

hub/centre

Mixed or 

commercial 

use

Youth centre

Art and 

cultural centre

Text

Heritage site

%

%

“Could be used for other purposes beneficial to the community 

– language classes, art groups, gardening groups”

“The building could serve as an art gallery, performing arts 

space, or exhibition venue”

“Reconsider the decision to demolish the library building & 

supports RYSS's case to transform the library into a new vibrant, 

supportive Youth Hub that meets the needs of at-risk youth on 

the Central Coast”

“Include a local history gallery to celebrate the entirety of 

Central Coast’s history”

“Public art space, meeting/workspace, restaurant, tourism 

centre, digital study hub”

Example Verbatims
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In addition to the online, F2F and hardcopy surveys, the email submissions 

and objection pro-formas, a petition was also circulated amongst the 

community. Including both online and paper petitions, a total of 3,824 

signatures were received from the community members.

Petitions

Chapter Four
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Objection to Demolition

Including both online and paper petitions, a total of 

3,824 signatures were received from the community 

members, including 1,192 paper petitions and 2,632 

online petitions.

In June 2025, Central Coast Council received a formal submission comprising the 

Change.org online petition and accompanying paper petitions, expressing objection to the 

proposed demolition of the Gosford Library building in Kibble Park.

Both the online and paper petitions contained the following statement:

STOP THE DEMOLITION OF THE GOSFORD LIBRARY BUILDING

We, the undersigned, petition Central Coast Council not to demolish the Gosford library building 

which is situated in Kibble Park and on COMMUNITY CLASSIFIED land for the following reasons:

1. The building is a civic building with historic significance and historical association

2. The building has aesthetic, creative and technical achievement

3. The building is of architectural importance to the area and is listed by the Australian 

Institute of Architects on a Register of Significant Buildings in NSW

4. The building is perfect for ‘adaptive re-use’

5. There is a shortage of public buildings in the area available for community use

6. After adaptive reuse the building could be used as an income stream

7. The building is an iconic Modernist (or mid-century) style to the Gosford area and has 

strong heritage value

8. There has been no published costing for the demolition and no cost benefit analysis for the 

two options
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Additional Analyses – SURVEY Data Only

Appendix 1
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Suburb – Residents of the Area

D1b. [If resident of Central Coast]  In which suburb do you live? 

Suburb of residence N=1,088 Suburb of residence N=1,088 Suburb of residence N=1,088

Gosford 8% Glenning Valley 1% Matcham <1%

Wyoming 6% Gorokan 1% Mooney Mooney <1%

East Gosford 5% Hamlyn Terrace 1% Mount Elliot <1%

Narara 5% Killcare Heights 1% Mount White <1%

Umina Beach 4% Long Jetty 1% Palm Grove <1%

Bateau Bay 3% MacMasters Beach 1% Palmdale <1%

Kariong 3% Niagara Park 1% Pearl Beach <1%

Point Clare 3% North Avoca 1% Peats Ridge <1%

Point Frederick 3% Somersby 1% Phegans Bay <1%

Terrigal 3% Tascott 1% Picketts Valley <1%

Woy Woy 3% Toukley 1% Point Wolstoncroft <1%

Copacabana 2% Woongarrah 1% Pretty Beach <1%

Green Point 2% Wyong 1% Ravensdale <1%

Killarney Vale 2% Blue Bay <1% Rocky Point <1%

Kincumber 2% Budgewoi <1% Shelly Beach <1%

Lisarow 2% Buff Point <1% Spencer <1%

North Gosford 2% Central Mangrove <1% St Huberts Island <1%

Ourimbah 2% Charmhaven <1% Summerland Point <1%

Saratoga 2% Chittaway Point <1% Tacoma South <1%

Springfield 2% Colongra <1% The Entrance <1%

Wamberal 2% Doyalson <1% The Entrance North <1%

West Gosford 2% Erina Heights <1% Toowoon Bay <1%

Avoca Beach 1% Fountaindale <1% Tuggerah <1%

Bensville 1% Gwandalan <1% Tuggerawong <1%

Berkeley Vale 1% Holgate <1% Tumbi Umbi <1%

Blackwall 1% Horsfield Bay <1% Wadalba <1%

Blue Haven 1% Jilliby <1% Wagstaffe <1%

Booker Bay 1% Killcare <1% Warnervale <1%

Chittaway Bay 1% Kincumber South <1% Watanobbi <1%

Davistown 1% Koolewong <1% Woy Woy Bay <1%

Empire Bay 1% Kulnura <1% Wyong Creek <1%

Erina 1% Lake Haven <1% Wyongah <1%

Ettalong Beach 1% Lake Munmorah <1% Yattalunga <1%

Forresters Beach 1% Mardi <1%
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Suburb – Business Owner/Work/Study in the Area

D1c. [If owner of business and/or work in Central Coast]  In which suburb do you (own a business) / (work)?

D1d. [If study in Central Coast]  In which suburb do you attend school/university/TAFE? 

 

Suburb of business/work N=330 Suburb of business/work N=330

Gosford 36% Pretty Beach 1%

Erina 7% Saratoga 1%

Terrigal 5% The Entrance 1%

Tuggerah 5% Avoca Beach <1%

East Gosford 4% Blue Haven <1%

Woy Woy 4% Bouddi <1%

Wyong 4% Calga <1%

Somersby 3% Davistown <1%

Wyoming 3% Ettalong Beach <1%

Kincumber 2% Fountaindale <1%

Lisarow 2% Glenning Valley <1%

North Gosford 2% Green Point <1%

Umina Beach 2% Horsfield Bay <1%

West Gosford 2% Jilliby <1%

Bateau Bay 1% Killcare <1%

Bensville 1% Koolewong <1%

Berkeley Vale 1% Kulnura <1%

Blackwall 1% Lake Haven <1%

Charmhaven 1% Lake Munmorah <1%

Copacabana 1% Long Jetty <1%

Forresters Beach 1% Matcham <1%

Hamlyn Terrace 1% Ourimbah <1%

Kariong 1% Toowoon Bay <1%

Killarney Vale 1% Tumbi Umbi <1%

MacMasters Beach 1% Wamberal <1%

Mangrove Mountain 1% Wyongah <1%

Narara 1% Yattalunga <1%

Point Clare 1% I own a business in more than one suburb <1%

Point Frederick 1%

Suburb of study Count

Gosford 11

Wyoming 8

East Gosford 3

Narara 1

Umina Beach 1

Bateau Bay 1

Kariong 1

Forresters Beach 1
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Potential Usage of the Existing Library Building if Retained

Q6. [If ‘community’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask] What type of community uses would you like to see in the existing library building?

Q7. [If selected ‘Commercial use’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask] What type of business or services would you like to see in the existing library building? 

Q6. [If ‘community’ or ‘both’ on Q5, ask] What type of community uses 

would you like to see in the existing library building? – Other specified
Count

Youth hub/youth services 37

Historical/museum/heritage space 32

Cafe/restaurant/food court 24

Charity/outreach/homelessness 20

Childcare/children's services/children's indoor play 14

Events/exhibitions/markets 14

Tourist information 11

Commercial use/apartments/retail 7

Recreation/relaxation 6

Indigenous services/culture 5

Performance space/choirs/singing/theatre 5

Seniors centre/elderly space 5

Domestic violence/women's safety/courthouse separation room for 

testifying survivors
4

Club/bar/night entertainment 4

Venue for hire 4

Environmental/gardening 2

Writers' space/Words on the Waves 2

Other 15

Don't know/nothing 4

Q7. [If selected “Commercial use” or ‘both’ on Q5, ask] What type of 

business or services would you like to see in the existing library building? 

– Other specified

Count

Community meeting space/community support groups 12

Performance space/theatre or cinema/singing 10

Tourist information 10

History/heritage/museum 9

Community service/charities 8

Education 8

Childcare/children's services 6

Youth space/youth activities 6

Health/mental health services 4

Indigenous services 4

Locally made retail 4

Events/exhibitions 3

Seniors' centre 3

Any profit-making venture 2

Other 9



42

Questionnaire

Appendix 2
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The information contained herein is believed to be reliable and accurate, however, no guarantee is given as to its accuracy and reliability, and no responsibility or 

liability for any information, opinions or commentary contained herein, or for any consequences of its use, will be accepted by Micromex Research, or by any 

person involved in the preparation of this report.



Telephone: (02) 4352 2388

Web: www.micromex.com.au 

Email: mark@micromex.com.au     
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