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ORDER OF BUSINESS

PAGE

MEETING OPENING

APOLOGIES

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Notification from elected members of:

3.1 Any interests that may create a conflict with their role as an elected
member relating to the items of business for this meeting; and

3.2 Any interests in items in which they have a direct or indirect
pecuniary interest as provided for in the Local Authorities (Members’
Interests) Act 1968

CONSIDERATION OF SUBMISSIONS — DRAFT LONG TERM PLAN 2018-28 4

Report of the General Manager — Community and Strategy dated 17 May
2018 seeking consideration of submissions made on the Draft Long Term Plan
2018-28.

MEETING CLOSURE
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Consideration of submissions on the draft Long Term Plan 2018-28

Purpose

To consider submissions made on the draft Long Term Plan 2018-28.

Significance of Decision

The Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy was triggered by matters discussed in this report.
There is a legal requirement to engage on the Long Term Plan.

Recommendations
1. That the following submissions received late be accepted:

Terry and Sue Payne — Key Issue 1 — Rating Differentials

Liz Brook - Key Issue 1 — Rating Differentials

Adele Gibb - Key Issue 1 — Rating Differentials, Key Issue 2 — Protecting people and
property from flooding, other topics included Councillor meeting attendance, Camellia
Walk in Kowhai Park, compulsory rainwater tanks for new houses.

2. That the Council considers and makes decisions on the matters raised in submissions on the
draft Long Term Plan 2018-28.

Report prepared by:
Tracey Hunt
Acting Strategy Manager

Approved for submission by:
Brent Limmer
General Manager - Community and Strategy
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2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4
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3.1

3.2

Contribution to the Council Vision and Council Outcomes

Relationship to the Council Outcomes that underpin the Council’s Vision:

Connected, vibrant and thriving Manawati — the best rural lifestyle in New Zealand

Manawatt District will | The Manawati Manawatt district | Manawatl and its | Manawatd’s built | Manawatd District
improve the natural will attract and develops a broad | people are environment is Council is an agile
environment, retain residents. economic base connected via safe, reliable and | and efficient
stewarding the district from its solid quality attractive. organisation.
in a practice aligned to foundation in the | infrastructure and
the concept of primary sector. technology.
kaitiakitanga.

v v v v v v
Background

Council is required by legislation to adopt a Long Term Plan and review it every three years.
The process to develop the Long Term Plan 2018-28 began in October 2017. Development of
the Long Term Plan progressed through numerous Council Workshops, Committee and Council
meetings, with the draft Long Term Plan being adopted for consultation by Council at its
meeting held 29 March 2018.

The Local Government Act 2002 was amended in 2014 setting new requirements for
consultation. The new requirements aimed to ensure that both the consultation material and
process provided a more effective basis for the public to participate in local authority decision-
making processes.

Local authorities are required to develop a Consultation Document for the purpose of
consulting with the community as well as a range of supporting information - the draft Long
Term Plan 2018-28.

This is the second Long Term Plan developed by the Council under the amended legislation.

Auditing of the Long Term Plan material was undertaken prior to the draft Long Term Plan
being released for public consultation, with a number of minor changes made as a result of the
audit process.

Discussion and Options considered

The draft Long Term Plan 2018-28 includes policies, strategies and information defined by
section 93 of the Local Government Act 2002. The supporting information reflects the
decisions and guidance provided by elected members and forms the basis for the Consultation
Document.

Manawat District Council’s Long Term Plan Consultation Document outlined two key issues:

Changes to the Rating System — Council proposed to adjust the rating differentials and
introduce the changes over a three-year period; and

Protecting people and property from flooding — Council proposed to use a harmonised
targeted rate to fund stormwater system improvements.



33 The document also outlines projects that are included, the ongoing commitments and also the
projects that Council proposed to leave out of the Long Term Plan.

3.4 During the consultation period the Council received 358 submissions, with three additional
submissions being received later. Two of the late submissions were made available to Council
during the Hearing, and one late submission received after the completion of the Hearing.
Through this report Council approval is sought to formally receive these three late submissions.

35 Following are two graphs that provide analysis of the methods used by the public to make
submissions, and the topics raised by submitters:

How the submission was received

\\“
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166

® Public @ m Submissions @ = Paper based = HYS Web site

Figure 1 Submission methods



Submissions by Subject

other I 21

Growth Projects . 12
District Development [ 21
Earthquake Stengthening [ 10
Libraries [ o
Community Housing I 4
Parks, Reserves & Sports grounds [ 31
Community Facilities [l 19
Bus Service | 2
Roading _ 52
Footpaths . 13
policies [ 34
pedestrian / Cycleway [
Water Supply | 4
waste Water [l 16
Solid Waste [l
Flooding Protection [N /1
Roting System

Figure 2 Submission topics
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4.1

51

5.2

6.1

Operational Implications

Operational implications have been considered during the preparation of the Long Term Plan
documents.

Financial implications

Budgets prepared for the draft Long Term Plan 2018-28 forecast an average rate increase of
4.7 per cent for the 2018/19 year. In addition is another 0.2 per cent collected for costs
associated with increased services (stormwater improvements), and 1.6 per cent due to the
increased number of ratepayers (growth). The total rates proposed to be collected would
therefore be 6.5 per cent more than for the 2017/18 year.

Any decisions that require additional funding will require budget adjustments to the Long Term
Plan 2018-28.

Statutory Requirements

All documentation and processes are in accordance with the Local Government Act 2002,
Sections 82, 83 and 93.

28?’:
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8.1
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10.1

10.2

10.3
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Delegations

The Council has the responsibility for setting the Council’s strategic direction, which includes
adoption of the Long Term Plan.

Under Schedule 7, Clause 32 (d) of the Local Government Act 2002, the Council is not able to
delegate the power to adopt a Long Term Plan.

Consultation

Following adoption of the draft Long Term Plan 2018-28 Consultation Document and Long
Term Plan, formal consultation with the community took place from 3 April to 3 May 2018. A
range of communication and engagement methods and tools were used with the aim of
engaging a wide range of residents. This included, meetings, a live chat session and attendance
at the Feilding Farmers Market. The consultation was complemented by numerous media
articles in Our District News, Facebook and promotion of the “Have Your Say” website. The
website incorporated functions to encourage residents to make comments and submissions.

Cultural Considerations

There are no specific cultural considerations associated with this matter. A Long Term Plan
presentation was made at the Nga Manu Taiko meeting on 10 April 2018.

Conclusion

A total of 358 submissions were received on the draft Long Term Plan, and hearings on
submissions were held from 14 to 16 May 2018 for those submitters that wished to speak to
their submission.

The Council is now asked to consider the matters raised in submissions and make decisions on
those matters raised.

The final version of the Long Term Plan 2018-28 will be prepared incorporating any changes
decided by Council following consideration of the matters raised by submitters. A secondary
audit will also be conducted on the Long Term Plan by Audit New Zealand representatives. The
final Long Term Plan will be brought to Council for adoption at an extraordinary meeting
scheduled for 28 June 2018. Audit New Zealand representatives will be in attendance at this
meeting to present the Audit Opinion.

Attachments
Late submissions

Advice from officers on topics raised by submitters



Late

Allie Dunn

From: MDC Public Enquiries

Sent: Thursday, 10 May 2018 2:18 p.m.
To: ‘Terrence Payne'

Cc: MDC Submissions

Subject: RE: Rates Rise

Thank you for emailing us your concerns. | have forwarded this on to the relevant area.

Kind regards, Trena

| TRENA HOKIANGA | Business Support Officer | Manawatu District Council
| | Private Bag 10001 | Feilding 4743 |
| P: 06 323 0000 | F: 06 323 0822 | www.mdc.govt.nz |

"Our people delivering great service to our community."

From: Terrence Payne [mailto:sueterrypaynel960@icloud.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 9 May 2018 6:29 PM

To: MDC Public Enquiries <public@mdc.govt.nz>

Subject: Rates Rise

Dear councillors,

My am writing to you to complain about the rise of 23.5% increase in our rates! | would like to ask you why you are
increasing our rates by that much when we have only three acres. We do not have trucks or milk tankers coming
into our place, as was stated as a reason in an article on stuff as to why you are increasing our rates. What do we get
as rate payers for this increase? The rates are high as it is. We feel that it will be now to expensive to live in the
Manawatu DC area. Palmerston North DC or Horowhenua DC is looking a lot better option. Also do you councillors
expect to get re-allected after this? | don’t think so.

Regards

Terry and Sue Payne
Rongotea Road.
Sent from my iPad


Allie
Typewritten text
Late


Late

Submission to Manawtu District Council.

Proposed long term plan — 2018,

1. T'would like to be heard in support of this submission. I am a member of Federated
Farmers and support them of course. As a rural rate payer of the Manawatu District T would
be happy to speak after their submission.

2. Under the proposed Long Term Plan our rural rates will increase substantially, even
though our rural districts are already quite heavily rated. Little action is provided for rural
landholders by the Manawatu District Council.

3. An increase in rates is not the way to bring the farming community into line for
supporting the local Council. The proposed and quite substantial charges will simply increase
the animosity between the two sections. Both sides (Council and Rural) need to work
together to find the right solution. Rates need to be in line with current needs, and not at the
expense of bankrupting the land owners

4. Also take into account the lack of services provided for rural people. The annual rural
rates bill is already significant but will vary little in the way of service provided to rural
people.

5. It would be in Council’s interest to help the rural community and amend the rural
differentials for roads and also for the general rate.

Name: Liz Brook.

Address: 766 Beaconsfield Valley Rd, RD9, Feilding, 4779.
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Late

Allie Dunn

From: Carol Dickson <Carol.Dickson@rangitikei.govt.nz>
Sent: Thursday, 17 May 2018 11:28 a.m.

To: MDC Submissions

Subject: MDC LTP Submission

Attachments: MDC.pdf

Hi MDC

This was received in our mail today . | have put the hard copy in tonight's post bag to come to you .

Regards

| Carol Dickson | Records Officer |

| 46 High Street, Private Bag 1102, Marton 4741 | www.rangitikei.govt.nz

I
| P 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522

If you have received this email and any attachments to it in error, please take no action based on it, copy it or show
it to anyone. Please advise the sender and delete your copy. Thank you.

11
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Long Term Plan Submission Form

Closing date for submissions: Postal:

4pm Thursday 3 May, 2018 Manawatu District Council
Freepost Authority No. 508 Feilding

Email: submissions@mdc.govt.nz Website: www.haveyoursay.kiwi.nz

Hearing dates: 14-16 May 2018

Is your feedback on behalf of an organisation (if yes, this confirms you have authority to submit
on the organisation’s behalf)? [:I Yes E}la\lo

Organisation (if any): ‘ .

I )
Name or Contact Person: ﬁ&a@ L 6[(% Q$~ W\/
Email or Postal Address: é W %»%?*k&

3= !Q P Postcode 4’7@ v

Do you want to make your submission in person? [ |ves gNo

Please note: as required by the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987, all
submissions will be regarded as being publicly available, and may be made available on the Council's
website. However, you may request your contact details (but not your name) be treated as confidential. If
you want your contact details withheld, please let us know by ticking this box. l:'

Please tick preferred dates and times.

[ ] 14 May 8:30-11:30am [ ] 14 May 1:00-4:30pm [ ] 14 May 6:30-8:00pm
[ ] 15 May 8:30-11:30am [ ] 15 May 1:00-4:30pm
D 16 May 8:30-11:30am [:l 16 May 1:00-4:30pm

12



Key Issue Questions
ONE: Changes to the Rating System

What is the fairest way to distribute the cost of services?

» Our preferred option is to adjust the Rating Differentials as proposed in the tables on pages
9-11. The changes will be introduced from July 2018, with the exception of the rating
differential for General Rates, which for Rural ratepayers, will be phased in over a three-year
period.

» The other option is to adjust the rating differentials as proposed in the tables on pages 9-11
and introduce all changes from July 2018.

What do you think?

TWO: Protecting people and property from flooding
What is the best way to pay for stormwater improvements?
e Our preferred option is to introduce a harmonised targeted rate.

» The other option is to retain a targeted rate for each scheme.

What do you think?

(DM{@/\ 52

What do you think about the other proposed policies and strategies included in the
Long Term Plan? For example the Revenue and Financing Policy and Development
Contributions Policy?

46 Manawati District Council DRAFT LONG TERM PLAN 2018-28 CONSULTATION DOCUMENT
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Apart from the Key Issues what other decision(s) would you like Council to make?
/,/LN?.J?/E(_Q

What questions would you like Council to answer?

ko 1 1 Comaldlia [SoblR o Kordoi. Bk M
é\i—gmsuj%t P ko Stomdouol: vzé"/d/,ww /4 /ywvv&& 2
,?WW O/Z/—(/IOOJJ,\'”) Zg&;@(l —0QD, WW%W
ﬁmafzﬁa,w, ‘/ﬁm&,,&d@yy\j ﬁ%ﬁwuoﬂfwu“ @M/‘% ?

Any other comments? If you want to just share information and do not require a
specific response to your comment then please indicate this in your submission.

//\//Z!vv»/vu /gwaaya ~eotine. ool

Supporting documents
If you have any additional information you wish to add to your submission, please attach it

to your written submission, email submission sent to submissions@mdc.govt.nz, or your
submission via the website www.haveyoursay.kiwi.nz

zﬁ:@’“@w g -daryca Ao

ég 77/%‘( mﬁaw%/
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Please clearly identify in your submission what question you would like Council
to answer or what action you would like Council to take.

If you want to just share information and do not require a specific response then please indicate
this in your submission.

Where Council has provided options please indicate which option you support.
Council welcomes submissions about other issues not presented in the Long Term Plan 2018-28.

Submissions come in different forms: written, spoken, drawn, filmed and from individuals,
groups, businesses. All types of submissions are welcome. Council aims to make the process of
making a submission as easy as possible. If you need some assistance making your submission
please contact one of your friendly Elected Members. Contact details can be found at
www.mdc.govt.nz

Frequently asked questions

Can | come and talk to Council about my submission?

Q Yes! You are welcome to come to a meeting and present your submission in person. There
are several options available over 3 days during May 14-16 including day and evening
sessions.

(@1 What can | expect on the day | come to make my submission?

Q A greeter will meet you and show you to the Council Chambers. You will be welcomed by
the Mayor and then asked to present your submission. You will have 15 minutes to make
your submission. The Councillors may ask you some questions to help understand your
views. A decision will not be made on the day. This happens at a later stage.

@1 How soon can | expect a response to my submission?

An email will be sent to you following deliberations by 28 May. This will be followed by a
letter sent to you following adoption of the plan by 13 July.

» What form of response will | receive?

e You will receive an email and then a follow up letter notifying you of Council's decision.
The email will be brief, and will include the official decision relating to your submission
as recorded in council minutes. For example “Council has agreed to provide $20,000 for
the construction of a walkway at Mt Washington in 2018/19". A more detailed letter, signed
by Her Worship the Mayor will follow.

J Can | submit on other matters not included in the Long Term Plan 2018-28?

Yes, you can. The most important thing is to clearly identify what action you would like
Council to take about your submission.

WE LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING FROM YOU

Manawatt District Council DRAFT LONG TERM PLAN 2018-28 CONSULTATION DOCUMENT
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Long Term Plan Submissions 2018-28

Topic Deliberations

Topic 1. Key Issue — Change to Rating System

Submission Numbers

Submissions #003, #005, #006, #007, #008, #010, #011, #012, #013, #014, #015, #017, #018, #019,
#021, #022, #023, #025, #027, #029, #034, #035, #036, #037, #038, #039 #040, #041, #042, #043, #044
#045, #048, #049, 050, #051, #053, #054, #055, #056, #057, #058, #059, #060, #061, #062. #063, #064,
#065, #066, #067, #069, #070, #071, #072, #073, #074, #075, #076, #078, #079, #80, #081, #082, #083,
#084, #085, #086, #087, #088, #089, #090, #091, #092, #093, #094, #095, #097, #098, #099, #100,
#101, #102, #103, #105, #106, #107, #108, #109, #110, #111, #112, #114, #115, #116, #117, #119,
#121, #122, #123, #124, #125, #126, #128, #129, #130, #131, #132, #134, #135, #136, #137, #138,
#1390, #140, #141, #143, #145, #146, #147, #148, #150, #151, #153, #154, #155, #156, #157, #158,
#161, #162, #163, #164, #165, #166, #167, #168, #169, #170, #171, #173, #174, #175, #176, #177,
#178, #179, #180, #181, #182, #183, #184, #185, #186, #187, #188, #189, #190, #191, #192, #193,
#194, #195, #197, #198, #199, #200, #201, #202, #203, #204, #206, #208, #209, #210, #211, #212,
#213, #214, #215, #216, #217, #219, #220, #221, #225, #226, #227, #228, #229, #230, #231, #232,
#233, #234, #235, #236, #237, #238, #240, #241, #242, #243, #244, #245, #246, #247, #249, #250,
#251, #253, #254, #255, #256, #257, #258, #259, #260, #261, #262, #264, #265, #266, #268, #271,
#272, #273, #274, #276, #277, #278, #280, #281, #282, #283, #284, #285, #286, #288, #290, #294,
#296, #297, #298, #300, #301, #302, #303, #304, #305, #306, #307, #308, #310, #312, #313, #315,
#316, #317, #318, #321, #322, #324, #325, #327, #329, #330, #331, #332, #334, #335, #336, #338,
#3309, #340, #342, #346, #347, #348, #349, #350, #351, #353, #357, #358

Summary of submissions

Submissions #003, #006, #007, #008, #010, #011, #012, #014, #015, #018, #019, #021, #022, #023,
#027, #034, #035, #037, #038, #040, #041, #042, #043, #045, #048, #049, #050, #051, #054, #056,
#057, #058, #059, #060, #061, #062. #063, #064, #065, #066, #067, #069, #070, #072, #073, #074,
#075, #080, #081, #08, #083, #084, #085, #086, #087, #088, #089, #090, #091, #092, #093, #094, #095,
#097, #098, #100, #101, #102, #103, #105, #106, #107, #108, #109, #110, #111, #114, #115, #116,
#117, #119, #122, #123, #124, #125, #126, #128, #129, #130, #131, #132, #134, #135, #136, #137,
#138, #139, #140, #141, #143, #145, #146, #147, #148, #150, #153, #154, #155, #156, #157, #158,
#161, #162, #163, #164, #165, #166, #167, #168, #169, #170, #171, #173, #174, #175, #176, #177,
#178, #179, #180, #181, #182, #183, #184, #185, #186, #187, #188, #189, #190, #191, #192, #193,
#195, #197, #198, #199, #200, #201, #202, #203, #206, #208, #210, #212, #214, #215, #216, #217,
#219, #220, #221, #222, #226, #227, #228, #229, #230, #231, #232, #233, #234, #235, #236, #237,
#238, #240, #241, #242, #243, #244, #245, #246, #247, #249, #250, #251, #254, #255, #256, #257,
#258, #259, #260, #261, #262, #264, #265, #266, #268, #270, #271, #272, #273, #274, #276, #277,
#280, #281, #282, #283, #284, #286, #288 #290, #295, #296, #297, #298, #301, #302, #303, #304, #305,
#306, #307, #308, #310, #312, #313, #316, #317, #321, #322, #324, #325, #327, #329, #330, #331,
#332, #334, #335, #336, #338, #339, #340, #346, #347, #348 #350, #351, #353, #357, #358 submit
against Council’s proposed change to the rating system,

Submissions #005, #053, #071, #078, #151, #194 supports changes to the rating system to ensure no
one is subsidising anyone else

Submission #017, #121 supports the proposed changes to the rating system
Submission #013 would like a portion of rates to be used specifically for the community

Submission #017, #278 support introducing the changes over a 3-year-period.
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Long Term Plan Submissions 2018-28

Topic Deliberations

Submission #025 agrees with the principle but believes there is no justification for charging parcels of
land that have no dwelling for services provided only to parcels of land that do have a dwelling in place.

Submission #029, #083, #140, #300 want the general rate be funded from a Uniform Annual General
charge.

Submission #029 (supported by #300) wants the roading differential and parks reserves playground
differential to remain unchanged, water and wastewater differentials be changed to 40% and 20%
respectively.

Submission #036, #105, #126, #136, #198, #215, #216, #222, #225, #237, #240, #257, #261, #262, #266,
#282, #307, #310, #329, #331, #332, #339 think there needs to be more consideration, consultation,
and expresses concern at the data and information being used to try and justify the changes.

Submission #059, #079, #217, #321 wants all ratepayers charged equally. Submission #318 wants
council to strike a rate that is fair.

Submission #080 thinks the community committee meeting should have been on a weekend so
residents could attend and that MDC has failed to communicate with ratepayers.

Submission #80, #143, #313 think that Himatangi Beach ratepayers receive a lower level of service
than Feilding ratepayers and should not be grouped with rural ratepayers. Submission #312 is appalled
with Council services in Himatangi and does not want to pay for services they do not need or get.
Submission #313 wants rates to be for Himatangi Beach alone.

Submission #083, #094, #237, #280 are opposed to the changes to the parks and reserves component
due to lower LOS than Feilding (no footpaths in Mt Taylor).

Submission #083 and #140 are opposed to the changes to the roading differentials as LOS in Mt Taylor
lower than Feilding. Opposed to contributing to depreciation and maintenance of facilities it does not
have that are typical in Feilding.

Submission #085, #221, #261, #277 think not everyone benefits equally from roading.
Submission #085 & #210 think that rural communities do not represent all of the rural area.

Submission #088, #192, #290, #340, #348 think that Council has been deceitful/sneaky in not showing
what rural rates will be by Year 3. Submissions #148, #163, #187, #188, #203, #212, #219, #226, #227,
#229, #233, #238, #241, #243, #244, #245, #247, #249, #250, #254, #258, #260, #268, #270, #271,
#317, #330, #357 note they are unable to understand the full extent of the change as the estimates
only have regard to the first year of the plan.

Submission #089 thinks that the rate rises are to pay for wastewater services and CBD earthquake
redevelopment and that Council has not been honest with ratepayers.

Submission #094 is opposed to changes they have already paid for own systems (Mt Taylor) and do
not want to subsidise old urban systems. Beneficiaries should pay a targeted rate. Mt Taylor does not
have an option of a fibre network.

Submission #094, #211, #327 think the changes are a targeted attack on those who are assessed as
most able to afford such increases.

Submission #095 wants harmonised rates.

Submission #095, #103, #222, #255, #280, #321, #322, #329 want Council to focus on core services to
keep rates affordable.

Submission #280, #321, #329 suggest that council do a further review of their expenditure.
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Submission #280 would like any resulting decisions voted on by ratepayers via referendum at next
year’s local body elections.

Submission #340 wants Council to focus on affordable rates for all ratepayers.

Submission #085, #097, #208, #220, #222, #256, #268, #282, #316, #322, #324, #325 think the
statistical data to support increasing rural rates is flawed.

Submission #099, #212, #219, #226, #227, #229, #233, #241, #243, #244, #245, #247, #249, #250, #253,
#254, #288, #305, #316, #330, #357 submitted in support of the Federated Farmers Submission.

Submission #105 wants rates rises to be based on sound data and to be fair to all residents. Wants a
general rate per property.

Submission #105, #143, #157, #183, #202, #261, #283, #284, #313, #316, #334, #349, #351 believe the
proposed rises are unaffordable, especially for those on fixed incomes and farmers. Submission #306
thinks rates rises are unaffordable for farmers as they cannot increase their income but are governed
by dairy boards etc.

Submission #109 thinks an increase should be on those building new houses as it is the new houses
that are putting a strain on this.

Submission #111, #126, #203, #204, #209, #210, #211, #212, #216, #219, #226, #227, #229, #232, #233,
#238, #241, #243, #244, #245, #247, #249, #250, #254, #258, #260, #265, #271, #272, #273 #276, #281,
#286, #290, #295, #305, #317, #321, #330, #336, #340, #347, #357 think any increase should be related
to increased services.

Submission #118, #240, #282 express that rate payers should pay for what they use, and that it is unfair
for rural ratepayers to subsidise the CBD

Submission #119 believes there should be a targeted rates increase for properties with a high risk of
flooding.

Submission #112 wants clarification/evidence regarding the principles to guide the change in
differentials. They have received concern from rural ratepayers on the impact of changes and
transparency in consultation.

Submissions #112, #126 & #270 are concerned about the speed of the change in rural differentials.
Submission #270 asked why Council had not considered phasing in the change to rural differentials for
roading and the general rate over the life of the plan (10 years).

Submission #122 thinks this LTP has an unfair bias between rural and urban ratepayers and wants
evidence to support how Council got to this draft plan. Considers that CBD development has not
benefit to rural people. Urban and business ratepayers should pay more for urban development such
as the Makino Pool.

Submission #122, #240, #302, #307, #310, #313 think rates rises are unaffordable and too high given
current LOS, and this breaks election promises.

Submission #123 thinks the current targeted rating system is fair for the services provided to rural
ratepayers and thinks the changes will increase out of all proportion what rural ratepayers would pay
for targeted services. Thinks that Council is increasing the overall rates take for the District and
requiring rural ratepayers to pay more for no additional services.

Submission #125 &#126 think that the presumptions of use of rural roads are incorrect, and that urban
residents use them for employment (e.g. Ohakea, Whanganui) and social events etc.
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Submissions #128, #136, #146, #153, #167, #183, #215, #272, #282, #290, #307, #310 think there
should have been an option to keep the current system. Submitters #128 and #270 thinks the decision
has been pre-determined

Submission #103, #119, #135, #139, #140, #142, #215, #228, #285, #307, #310 think services/benefits
for Feilding rural are not the same as Feilding Urban. In addition, #103, #119 and #142 note that they
have to pay for core services such as stormwater, effluent disposal, water collection and storage on
top of rates. #140 and #142 note they only get a trickle water feed in Mt Taylor.

Submission #135 thinks a more minor change to perhaps 0.7 would be warranted but not 0.5 to 1.0.

Submission #135, #140, #225 think a reduction in CBD rates is unwarranted as businesses recover costs
in pricing of goods and services. Submission #202, #230 & #231, #234, #281, #283, #284, #330, #339,
#349 stress that farmers cannot pass on any rates increases like CBD and industrial can. Submission
#316 expresses that it is impossible for all rural residents to pass on any increases in rates to others by
way or price or contract.

Submission #138, #197, #206, #268, #282, #325, #339 oppose rates increases as see no benefits or
very few amount of upcoming rural projects from the rural rate paid — no improvements in rural
community or roading and self-serviced.

Submission #139 suggested an increase on parks and reserves costs for all properties within a 15-25km
radius of Feilding Residential, but not to the level of Feilding Residential. Rural properties outside of
this to have a small increase. Reasons for change — use of sportsgrounds not necessarily related to
accessibility — many rural properties are closer to playgrounds than Feilding Rural properties and no
footpaths for Feilding rural residents, therefore not ‘accessible.’

Submission #140, #204 & #285 suggested changes in Feilding Rural be phased over a few years —e.g.
$200 in first year, then gradually increased. Alarmed by sudden increase.

Submission #140 & #285 wants the parks, reserves and sportsgrounds differential for Mt Taylor kept
at 30% as it has a lower standard of provision than Feilding. Submission #285 thinks this differential
could go up if a walkway was completed to increase accessibility, also supports submission #029.

Submission #143 thinks Himatangi Beach residents are being disadvantaged — subject to high personal
expenditure for connection to Council sewerage.

Submission #148 people, not land, use the towns facilities like parks and reserves.

Submission #148 — only 3 out of 26 new projects in the LTP are in rural areas and no improvements to
roading are indicated.

Submission #150 considers the table on page 29 of the consultation document to be a deceptive way
to show percentage change as it includes user pays services.

Submission #150 thinks rural ratepayers already pay for roading costs due to heavy transport by way
of road taxes and therefore Council lacks understanding of why the differentials were set and will cause
a disconnect between rural and urban.

Submission #153 opposes the increase in the general rate and the roading targeted rate for the rural
Hiwinui Community. The submitter thinks changes to the general rate in Hiwinui would be more
palatable if road safety issues were addressed and the change was more gradual.

Submission #156, #268, #282, #290 think rural ratepayers get very little benefit from Economic
Development. Submissions #156, #268, #325 also think that rural ratepayers get very little benefit from
the public component of CBD redevelopment and security. #290 thinks only Feilding and the CBD
benefit from Economic Development.
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Submission #157, #191, #192, #201, #255, #277, #306, #315, #339 think their rates are already too
high for the services they receive.

Submission #164, #170, #184, #225, #237, #255, #264, #296, #302, #358 — should be user pays —those
who benefit from services should pay. Submission #348 says that many rural people do not use the
pool or library.

Submission #165 & #228 think that the $100 flat roading rate built into the Uniform Targeted Rate
could be increased if there are adjustments needed to benefit all.

Submission #167 states that the rating revision analyses need to be reworked on the basis of fairness
and equity across the sectors along with properly and robustly taking into account relative “benefits”
of the application of the general and roading rate funds across the District as a whole and not just
proportioning ‘general’ and ‘roading’ rating levels on equalised differentials according to Capital Value.

Submission #168, #201, #203 & #206, #212, #226, #227, #229, #233, #238, #241, #243, #244, #245,
#247, #249, #250, #254, #258, #260, #265, #268, #271, #276, #281, #303, #317, #324, #330, #357 do
not support the proposal to amend the rural differentials for roading and the general rate.

Submission #175 would not oppose a fair rate increase if Hiwinui was provided with the same services
as Feilding urban.

Submission #178, #324 & #329 think everyone benefits equally from roads.

Submission #182 — can’t justify increases when they are self sufficient for water, sewerage, recycling
(no collection) and have no footpaths and have received none of the things they asked for (improved
roads, rubbish collection etc).

Submission #183 — increases will discourage people from moving to Cheltenham.

Submission #183 — increases could mean the difference between success and failure for some farms.
Lowering rates for CBD businesses is a negative step.

Submission #184 opposed to rates increases for services like pool and library on a vacant section.

Submission #185 considers current social/community assets have already been paid for and
maintained successfully under the old 0.4 unit general rating system.

Submission #186 — does not want to be charged twice for services or facilities. Council should work
within its current budget.

Submission #189 thinks information to inform rating differentials was not presented to the public or
Councillors in a transparent manner. Issue is highlighted when considering rating units. Use of CV does
not reflect the economic circumstance of a ratepayer.

Submission #192, #222, #256, #257, #261, #272, #290, #296, #339, #340 — the proposed LTP has/will
cause(d) a divide/disparity between rural and urban. Submission #281 would give their business to
Palmerston North if proposed rural rates go ahead.

Submission #194 believes that amenities in town are freely available to those with lifestyle properties
and these residents still require expensive road access. It is their choice whether they shun these
services or not.

Submission #197, #221, #228, #264, #321, #325, #350 think that as rates are calculated against capital
value of properties they are not fair and equitable. Submission #290 & #350 say that the capital value
of farms is not a reflection of their ability to pay.
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Submission #056, #206, #228, #282, #316, #317, #329, #331 think that the differentials that have been
used for many years have not been largely objected to or submitted to for change, so they should be
kept the same. These differentials have a history of being fair for the entire district.

Submission #206 - The removal of the differential from the general rates for rural ratepayers does not
better reflect the actual distribution of benefits. Clearly a 150% increase (.4 to 1%) over three years
with no benefit for our rural community, will therefore no longer benefit the rural and residential
ratepayer equally. Believes that the urban population is being favoured by the council, when it is the
rural residents who provide the backbone of the district.

Submission #2009, #230, #231, #234, #283, #284, #340, #349 believe that an increase in rates will mean
that local spending by rural residents will decrease.

Submission #210, #282, #325 think that using the Tax Payers Union Ratepayers Report as a basis for
rates calculation is not robust as it uses numbers only, ignoring the context.

Submission #215 notes Mayor Helen’s quote re: growth leading to larger population to spread the
rating burden, and questions the validity as surely large developments have to be adding increased
contributions to council revenue.

Submission #225 suggests that increasing rural rates is a bad thing to do in the current climate in light
of the Contamination of water in the Ohakea area — what will happen to the value of land in the
surrounding area?

Submission #226, #227, #229, #241, #243, #244, #245, #247, #249, #250, #253, #254 support the
submission made by the Apiti Community Committee.

Submission #235 submits that Lower Kiwitea Scheme ratepayers consider the LTP unfair and
inequitable considering that flood control work undertaken by the Scheme benefits not only the
individual land owners, but everyone downstream — including the Feilding township. Raises concern
that Regional Council and District Council rates puts the Scheme members in the top rating tier on a
national basis.

Submission #235, #257, #282, #327 think that it’s not reasonable to compare rates of other councils as
they have different geographic and socio-economic units — different context

Submission #213, #253, #257, #259, #288, #305, #307, #310, #321, #328 support the Halcombe
Community Committee Submission.

Submission #253, #256 thinks any increases in rates should be shouldered by all rate payers at the
same percentage level, not just by rural.

Submission #257 thinks there should be no differentials for roading as they are used by everyone,
targeted rates for those communities where the effect is only for their benefit (eg kerbing storm
drainage) and general rate for improvements where regional flooding whether rural or urban is an
issue.

Submission #259 & #268 proposed that the current Rural rating differentials remain unchanged to
ensure the principles set out in the LTP are adhered with.

Submission #268, #325, #339 expresses their main concern is the trend in rating group contributions
over the three years of the plan, considering with the proposed amendments, there will be millions
more from rural ratepayers than urban ratepayers, despite there being 441 more urban rating units.

Submission #272 thinks that this proposal gives a disproportionate disadvantage for lifestyle blocks
over other rural properties due to the rating scheme based on capital value and the inability of most
lifestyle block holders to offset the rates with tax and GST refunds.
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Submission #274 says no change to the “definitions” (possibly means differentials)

Submission #278 thinks that if the rates for local businesses remain the same but the rural rates are
increased there should be scope for a noticeable reduction in residential rates.

Submission #280 questions if the water differential that Mount Taylor residents currently pay is fair
given they only have a trickle feed system, and only get water when their tanks are low.

Submission #282 believes that the current differentials balance both property (high value properties
should contribute more) and benefit (you should pay more if you use) principles, and the proposed
differentials do not. Submission #348 thinks the current differentials address anomalies to some extent
but could still be debated.

Submission #290 — Rural sector contributions over the next three years compared to the urban sector
(in § terms) are unfair, with no obvious benefit to rural ratepayers.

Submission #290 thinks the current rural roading differential is designed to ensure that rural and urban
contribute fairly. The proposal will shift to rural ratepayers despite low use of the roads themselves.
Thinks the urban differentials change is to fulfil and urban business demand. Have never heard of an
urban ratepayer complaining about their roading differential.

Submission #290 thinks rural ratepayers pay a disproportionate amount towards Parks and Reserves
(39% of the rates pool) but only 2.9% of the budget will be spent in the rural sector.

Submission #296, #298— Council has no mandate for such large constitutional changes. #298 believes
voters were misled at last election.

Submission #300 supports submission #029.

Submission #301 thinks rural ratepayers are already paying for services they do not benefit from and
rates rises add insult to injury.

Submission #307 & #310 thinks Council is using rural ratepayers to subsidise CBD building owners.
State or rural roads and near complete lack of safe and useable pathways is an indicator of the low
regard the current council has for its rural people.

Submission #308 thinks those that receive a direct benefit should pay 100% and those that receive an
indirect benefit should pay a %. Suggest Class A 100%, Class B 75%, Class C 50%, Class D 25%, Class E
nil (no benefit at all).

Submission #308 thinks Council should not require ratepayers to fund social requirements. Asks how
we can prepare targeted rates without providing plans and specifications for any such scheme.

Submission #316 submitted in favour of all other community committee submissions.

Submission #317 thinks that if councillors elected in rural wards had disclosed their position prior to
elections, they would not be in council now.

Submission #321 is concerned that rates are continuing to increase at a higher rate than inflation,
despite the Feilding population growing and there being more properties to which the Council can
charge rates.

Submission #329, #334, #353 believe that this proposal fails to recognise the net contributions rural
Manawatu makes to Feilding in the real world and to the viability of Manawatu district and its council.
#329 concludes that is simply a scheme to extract money from rural and give a holiday to urban
interests. Believes that with common differentials established, the next move will be to amalgamate
areas, losing the control over direction of rating expenditure.
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Submission #334 concerned that although Hiwinui is being frequently subdivided and funds brought
into the council from this, but no money being put back into the area.

Submission #339 believes the LTP and information within has been purposefully held back from the
community to hide the facts, and this may be paramount to criminal negligence on the part of the
council and its employees.

Submission #340 noted the rates decrease that Feilding’s two supermarkets will get, yet generate
hundreds more vehicle movements and receive additional Council services.

Submission #342 agrees that rates are proportional to the capital value of a property but states that
there is an argument that rural and residential ratepayers do not benefit equally from the general rate.
Asked what evidence based research Council has done on the assumptions applied to decision-making
on the differentials.

Submission #342 agrees that commercial properties benefit more than residential and rural from
economic development activities and that the CBD benefits most.

Submission #342 agrees to an extent that everyone benefits equally from roading. However, as rates
are proportional to the capital value of a property, they think rural ratepayers are shouldering an
increased burden of the cost of the roading network and that some reallocation is necessary in view
of the principles.

Submission #342 wants research to support proposition that industrial/commercial and utility
ratepayers place greater demand on the roading network than other ratepayer groups and therefore
should pay more towards maintenance.

Submission #342 thinks the parks, reserves and sportsgrounds component of the rates is focussed
more on a vibrant and attractive town centre than facilities available for all District residents to use.
Suggested we all ought to pay a bit more given the state of some of these facilities.

Submission #342 questions the last principle and whether all ratepayers benefit equally from services
funded by ratepayers and wants clarification on the basis for this assumption. No longer a mobile
library in the Villages except Bunnythorpe.

Submission #350 thinks that if differentials are changes to a greater proportion of general rates coming
from outside the semi-rural/urban Feilding block, the direct accountability for spending will be
reduced.

Submission #351 believes that any rural rate rise will cause the CBD to suffer, and overseas investors
will buy all of the land.

Submission #346 thinks that rates rises are due to excessive and overpaid bureaucracy and inadequate
accountability to ratepayers.

Submission #348 thinks that a consequence of not maintaining current differentials will be a concerted
effort to merge Manawatu District with Palmerston North City Council and disestablish the Manawatu
District.

Submission #358 thinks that the guiding principles relating to Roading Targeted rates and General rates
are not fair and reasonable, as well as their effects on the proposed rating differentials. Believes that
it is not fair that some ratepayer groups, e.g. CBD, should receive a substantial reduction in rates at
the expense of Rural ratepayers who will experience an unexpected and sudden increase.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing
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Rates Submissions Responses

Council received 284 submissions in relation to the rating submission. Given the volume and common
themes, summarised responses are provided below.

What are rates

Rates are a tax. Taxes are designed to get financial contributions from the community to provide for
public purposes. The collection of tax is commonly based on income, property, production costs or
sales of goods and services.

The only mechanism available to Council is a charge against property, which is based on property
ownership, not occupancy.

Affordability of rates

The affordability of rates was a common theme and is an issue that effects both rural and urban
ratepayers alike. There are many property owners both rural and urban within our district on fixed
incomes.

There is a difference between residential property and business property (urban and farms) in that
business property has the ability to deduct rates as a business expense from income tax and to claim
the GST back from IRD, which lessens the impact on businesses.

Some submitters suggested that individual circumstance should be taken into account when setting
rates, including economic conditions affecting businesses, or those of vulnerable communities. We do
not have the mechanisms or the legislative mandate to look into ratepayer financial situation. As a
result income and non-property assets cannot be taken into account.

Use of capital value rating

The Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 makes the following mechanisms available to council: land
use, permitted activities, area, available services, situation of land, annual value, capital value and land
value.

Council currently uses capital value, land value (for drainage schemes) and the availability of services.

Land use, permitted activities and annual value are very costly to administer and requires a lot
information to be provided by the ratepayer. They are not mechanisms to be used efficiently for
district wide rating.

Land value was historically used across the country and is still used by many councils today. This
mechanism does not take into account the use of the land and a bare section will pay the same rates
as the equivalent neighbouring land with a dwelling on. Capital value is considered the most
appropriate rate to use for district wide rates.

Capital value is a basic tool that works on the principle that the higher the capital value, the more you
can afford to pay. For businesses (both urban and rural), it uses the assumption of the higher the value
of the property, the more income it is able to generate.
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The district wide three yearly revaluation takes into account the highest and best use of a property
and does use income potential as one element of the valuation.

Rating principles applied

A number of submitters had alternative interpretations of the principles agreed by Council and the
application in the rural areas. This resulted in disagreement with the principles when applied to various
ratepayers.

When considering the three core rates based on capital value (general, roading and parks) Council is
looking at the district as a whole, and the services the rate funds are available for all ratepayers. When
the equal benefit principle is applied it is at individual property level. For example, a $300,000
residential property in Feilding would pay the same amount as a $300,000 residential property
elsewhere in the district, and $5m business in Feilding would pay the same as a $5m rural business
(e.g. farm).

There was some division about the application of equal benefit.
e Some rural ratepayers agreed with the principle that there is equal benefit to urban and rural

ratepayers.

e Some calculated equality in terms of dollars, dividing the district into urban and rural by the
number of ratepayers and based equality by sector and considering that rural areas paid more
than the urban area by population.

o There were a number of submissions that showed a lack of understanding of what was residential
rateable property and what was business property. It is difficult conceptually to separate a home
and business property ( for example on a farm), from a residential dwelling in an urban area which
generates no income

Officer comment:

That Council discuss its application of the principles.

The impact of change in rates

Many comments were raised about the significant increase in rates in year one.

e This includes the full impact for the roading rate and the general rate for Feilding Rural and Rural.
They considered it does not allow ratepayers the opportunity to plan for the changes.

e Unequal phasing where the bad news was phased in over three years, but not phasing in the good
news which also as an impact on other differential category rates.

e In the proposal Council have phased the rural general rate in over three years. It is possible to
phase other differential rate changes over the same period.

Officer comment:

All differential rate changes, across all areas, could be phased in over three years.
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General rate

A vast majority of the comments indicated that they did not agree that there is equal benefit from
services funded by the general rate.

In particular the benefits of economic development was the area most submissions commented on,
with many suggesting that the rural area received very little in the way of economic development and
that the significant benefit went to Feilding.

In the principles Council recognises the importance of the rural sector to the Manawatd District
economy and invests accordingly in economic development to support the sector. At the same time,
the reverse also applies and the rural sector benefits considerably from a prosperous urban economy
with the capacity to provide important goods and services, alongside social infrastructure such as pools
and libraries.

Hence, Council considers rural and urban areas as interdependent and therefore inseparable in terms
of being beneficiaries of the services provided by the General Rate.

Officer comment:
Reassess the benefits of the general rate.
Roading rate

The redistribution of the roading rate is based on the benefit to all ratepayers of having a district wide
roading network available.

A $300,000 Feilding property (usually one average dwelling) has the same benefit as a $300,000
property in Kimbolton (they are both likely to have one or two cars that travel around the town/village
and may also travel to and from work). A farm is considered a commercial business and the principle
means they should pay the same as similar valued business in town.

It was suggested that urban areas had better roads, footpaths and lighting. While there are streetlights
and footpaths in urban areas (not just Feilding) rural roads incur other costs such as vegetation control,
drain maintenance etc that are not incurred in the urban area in addition to higher storm damage
costs.

There was an argument made that heavy vehicles should pay for the use of roads through road user
charges and Council should get the funds. Road user charges are road taxes for diesel powered vehicles
and is collected using this method as there are many machines using diesel that do not drive on the
roading network. Petrol powered vehicles pay petrol tax at the pump. This method assumes that most
petrol vehicles are driven on the road and it is possible to claim this tax back if the petrol is used in
vehicles/machinery that is not used on the road. Council receives a portion of petrol tax based on sales
in the region and the balance of petrol tax and all road user charges go to central government and we
receive a portion of this through our NZTA subsidy.

A number of submissions referred to principles agreed on during the 1989 amalgamation process.

e Prior to 2009, roading rates were set using a urban/rural split with no fixed fee component.
Following a rating review in 1996 this was set at 31/69.
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e The removal of this urban/rural split for the calculation of rates has seen the rate move to
approximately to the current split of 39/61 (capital value based rates only).

e The proposed rate will result in a 29/71 split (capital value only). The impact of the $100 flat fee
has seen approximately 19% of the roading rate move to a fixed charge with approximately a 50/50
split.

Overall, following introduction of the new differentials the urban/rural (including utilities) is 33/67. It
is recognised that Feilding roads have increased at a greater rate than the rural area and will continue
to do so as Feilding grows.

Officer comment:

Agreed that all residents benefit equally from the roading network but that some businesses receive
additional benefit.

Parks, reserves and sports ground rate

The benefit of parks is not limited to parks you can walk to. Urban people often drive to rural parks
and rural people use sports grounds within Feilding. If someone went to Raumai Reserve in the
weekend they would find many urban people there. There are also many rural schools represented at
Saturday morning rugby at Victoria Park. It is not possible to determine who utilises what parks and
apply an individual charge.

Mt Taylor 80% charges for water and stormwater

Mt Taylor residents have restricted supplies for water and wastewater and pay 80% of the current
rates. Water is based on a trickle feed into their tanks and only grey water flows into Council’s
wastewater system. Residents are required to remove solids from their own wastewater systems.
This development was processed as a rural development that started in 2004. The level of service was
part of the agreement with the developer, and known to property owners when the purchased the

property.

The cost of providing water and wastewater services is the cost of the reticulation systems and
treatment plants, including depreciation. The volume processed is a minor portion of the cost.

Officer Comment
We have asked for an engineering assessment of costs associated with these services.
Feilding rural ratepayers being charged for stormwater

A few Feilding rural submissions made reference to paying for stormwater, but do not have any
stormwater services.

Currently all rating units within the Feilding Differential Rating Area (FDRA) are charged a stormwater
rate.

Following discussions with infrastructure team it was confirmed that a number of properties do not
receive any benefit from the Feilding urban stormwater system, either directly (connection to
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stormwater pipes or drains) or indirectly (water from the property eventually flows into a stormwater
pipe or drain).

Officer comment:

Amend the wording for the stormwater targeted rate

The Stormwater Targeted Rate is assessed on all rating units within the Feilding Differential Rating
Area AND all rating units zoned as “village” in the district plan located in Rongotea, Sanson, Himatangi
Beach, Tangimoana, Halcombe and Cheltenham that are connected directly or indirectly to a
stormwater network.

Rural ratepayer paying for urban services

Many submissions incorrectly made comment about rural ratepayers paying for urban services. Water,
wastewater, kerbside recycling rates are only charged to people that have the service available to
them.

Water (excluding rural schemes) and wastewater are charged based on the following:

- restricted connected to a Council network but do not receive full service. For example
water with low pressure and a trickle feed into a tank, wastewater is grey
water only.

- connected rating unit is connected to a Council network

- serviceable a property is within 10 meters of a Council network but is not connected

The Revenue and Financing Policy has water and wastewater a 100% private benefit. This is funded by
water and wastewater rates or through volumetric (metered) charging. There is no public good
component for these activities.

The Revenue and Financing Policy has the public/private split for stormwater as 20/80. This split also
took into account work done in areas where there was no formal stormwater network. As a result the
general rate included $178k for urban stormwater.

The proposal to increase the stormwater network to include the villages will change the part of the
activity that has historically been funded by the general rate.

Officer comment

To be considered as part of the differential discussion

Tools used by Council during their rates review

e Over a number of years rates staff have informally received many comments from Feilding
ratepayers about the level of Feilding residential, CBD and industrial/commercial rates. They are

often compared with rural rates and our neighbours. Not all comments have been received by
through a formal submission process.
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One of the tools used is a comparison with other similar Councils to determine if our rates were in
line with other Councils. For this comparison MDC’s immediate neighbours and other similar
councils (similar in size and make up of the district) were selected. The majority of the councils
reviewed no longer have differential rates when it comes to General (which includes parks and
reserves) and Roading rates. This review indicated that our rates and our rating method was
inconsistent with others.

This lead Council into looking at the principles that should be applied to the rating system. It is
acknowledged that these principles are very subjective.

e Council utilised the Taxpayer Union’s 2017 Ratepayer report to consider our average urban
residential rate in relation to other Council’s in the country.

The Taxpayer Union requested each Council to provide the rates charged to an average residential
property within their main urban area. Councils were also asked to provide the number of urban
residential rating units.

A common value was not requested as our average property is approximately $330,000. This is
similar to Palmerston North whereas Auckland’s value would be closer to S1m. It should be noted
that urban rates cover different things. Some councils do not provide solid waste services and
others fund water solely through water by meter charges. Knowing how the data is collected and
the limitations of such comparisons, the average urban residential rate was used for indicative
purposes only.

The Taxpayer Union collects their remaining data directly from Annual Reports published on
Council websites. Information collected includes such things as personnel cost, remuneration,
revenue, operating costs. Each Council is given the opportunity to confirm the data. What the
Taxpayer Union does with the data is beyond Council’s control. In determining the revenue/costs
per ratepayer for Manawatu District Council, they have used the number of urban residential
ratepayers not the total number of ratepayers.

Council acknowledges that Feilding is New Zealand’s “most beautiful town” and is a great place to live.
Officer comment:

The Taxpayers Union data on average residential rates is a statistically valid comparison. Some other
data in the survey, because of its reliance on ratios and estimates, is not so robust.

Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme

In the 2017/18 year there was a reduction in planned operating costs for the Stanway-Halcombe Rural
Water Scheme. As a result rates were significantly reduced for that year. Planned expenditure for the
2018/19 increased to a similar level as the 2016/17 year. Historic rates have been

2015/16 $218
2016/17 $253
2017/18 $196
2018/19 $275 (draft)
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$240 (proposed by the Scheme Committee)
A recent meeting with the Scheme Committee indicated their wish to smooth the increase over two
or three years and fund the shortfall from the scheme funds. The scheme has adequate funds to

facilitate this.

In future processes will be put in place to approve budgets (and resulting rates) with the Scheme
Committee prior to consultation in future years.

Officer comment:

Change the rate to $240 as recommended by the Stanway/Halcombe Rural Water Scheme Committee
and fund the shortfall from the separate fund.

Additional rates generated through development

A number of submitters indicated that Council benefits from additional rating revenue as a result of
increasing the number of rating units as a result of developments in the district.

Rates are based on the revenue required to fund the planned levels of service within the district. As
more properties are developed the rates revenue does not increase. The revenue required is divided
by more rateable properties and therefore each property in the district pays a little less as more

rateable properties become available.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 2. Key Issue - Protection from Flooding

Submission Numbers

Submissions #005, #016, #017, #034, #038, #051 #052, #053, #046, #078, #079, #089, #103, #111,
#112, #114, #122, #123, #126, #135, #136, #137, #138, #143, #144, #145, #148, #150, #153, #161,
#166, #168, #170, #171, #172, #179, #183, #184, #186, #189, #194, #204, #209, #215, #220, #232,
#235, #240, #246, #262, #264, #272, #275, #278, #280, #282, #287, #306, #308, #312, #313, #318,
#325, #328, #329, #333, #342, #346, #350, #351

Summary of submissions

Submissions #005, #046, #189, #209, #242, #246, #282, #350, #351 support targeted rates for
protecting people and property from flooding.

#016 stormwater drain in Sanson needs attention

Submissions #017, #034, #038, #071, #112, #114, #123 , #126, #135, #136, #137, #138, #144, #150,
#166, #170, #171, #183, #194, #204, #215, #220, #272, #278, #325 support a harmonised targeted rate
to fund stormwater improvements

Submission #051 is concerned about developing greenfield sites into commercial/industrials zones and
the impact that rainwater run off from these sites has on the stormwater network. Would like
developers to make a financial contribution towards regional flood defences and reservoirs built.

Submission #052 is concerned about the storm water management of the Makino Stream. They have
summarised 5 key questions at the end of their submission.

Submission #078, #329 don’t support a harmonised rate

Submission #079 has an issue regarding stormwater on his property and references the Kimbolton
Road Drain.

Submission #089 thinks Council has been disjointed and haphazard in its response to flooding and that
if most of the water that was not meant to be in the system was excluded the system would not need
much upgrading/funding.

Submission #103 thinks Feilding residents should be levied. Stormwater improvements are designed
to save the town.

Submission #111 believes that the cost of stormwater improvements should be spread over ratepayers
as a fixed fee for the year the costs are incurred.

Submission #122 thinks the plans for stormwater benefit everyone equally.

Submission #138 & #209 thinks Council should use development contributions and additional rates
from development to help fund stormwater improvements.

Submission #143, #313 question the need for stormwater works in Himatangi Beach. Submission #143
wants more information on timeframes and costs — where the $5.6m over 8 years comes from.
Submission #312 also has no issue with flooding in Himatangi Beach. Submission #313 suggests
lowering the banks on both sides of Rangitane Street to drain the water away.

Submission #144 supports the harmonised rate but requests more investigations into the flooding
problem in Tangimoana before planning stormwater management system improvements due to
potential for ‘money down the drain.’
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Submission #145 supports harmonised rates but only if the money is distributed fairly amongst the
stormwater improvements in each area.

Submission #148 thinks this should be a targeted rate so paid for by those that benefit.
Submission #153 thinks everyone that has a stormwater system should contribute to the cost.

Submission #161 & #280 — stop developing in areas that flood. #161 thinks council should charge
developers and properties that use this service.

Submission #168 — Questions whether Council has a good handle on the flooding needs of all
communities or only those that have made a submission in the past. Would like this work done before
supporting a harmonised rate.

Submission #174 does not support stormwater activities in Himatangi Beach without further
consultation on what Council intends to do as he does not think works are required. Does not want his
rates to increase for this.

Submission #179 asks if Council knows the effect of increased subdivisions washing clay down
waterways which then gets blamed on farmers in the region.

Submission #183 thanks Council for accepting there is a problem in Cheltenham but seeks assurance
that the LOS will increase significantly compared with the current situation.

Submission #184 suggests new subdivisions that potentially place extra strain on the existing system
pay a subsidy towards improvements or requirements such as slow release stormwater tanks be placed
on new subdivision properties to reduce strain at peak times.

Submission #186 doesn’t believe that stormwater at Himatangi Beach needs so much spent on it.
Affected areas need to be worked on to reduce the likelihood of flooding. Suggested scraping grass
verges and lowering them to the level of the road to allow rain water to drain away.

Submission #189 supports targeted option as during the lifetime of a loan the benefactors pay off this
directly and at the end of the loan period payments cease. This is more transparent and allows for
simpler tracking and understanding for ratepayers. Need identified tenure, definitive ratepayer area,
and acknowledgement of any changes to the loan structure or additional investment during the course
of its life.

Submission #220 thinks that maintenance of current drainage systems in rural areas needs to be
increased. Questions whether the harmonised targeted rate will be reversed when works are
completed end of 2028.

Submission #232 highlights that rural areas also need protection of people and property from flooding,
e.g. drainage so that landline phones and internet work in wet weather.

Submission #235 — it is beyond the Lower Kiwitea Scheme ratepayers to fund the flood protection of
the Kiwitea stream, and flooding would cause implications for Feilding as there would be a strong
possibility of overflow into the Makino Stream. Until the Reid Line Spillway has been further upgraded
by Horizons, Feilding will remain at some risk.
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Submission #240 supports the harmonised rate, but questions the long term viability of this funding
option. Submission #262 supports the harmonised rate as a temporary measure until schemes are
improved and maintenance programmes in place.

Submission #262 thinks that those who build on known flood plains should pay a targeted rate.
Submission #264 believes that council should better maintain the roadside overflow drains.

Submission #275 noted that any flood control work should focus, where possible and appropriate on
the use of natural systems to attenuate flood risk. Quality of stormwater should also be considered in
the construction of any stormwater infrastructure and its discharge into waterways.

Submission #287 Supports recognition of effects of climate change on stormwater management and
flooding. Keen to work collaboratively on these projects. Support moves to ensuring that
environmental effects of stormwater discharges are being addressed, as well as flood management
aspects.

Submission #306 is concerned about the maintenance of Maire Drain that runs through their property
and causes flooding in winter and wet periods in summer. Wants Council to spend money in rural areas
instead of towns, especially Feilding.

Submission #308 thinks that engaging consultants has meant that once a project is completed there is
no ongoing responsibility. Maintenance must be an ongoing responsibility.

Submission #318 would like to further understand the conceptual and ethical boundaries limiting this
harmonising process for future projects, i.e. will decision makers become less rigorous if the costs are
spread, therefore appearing less burdensome. Submission #325 wonders what the next targeted rate
will be enforced for funding underinvestment.

Submission #328 thinks that stormwater waterways in Halcombe, especially along Willoughby Street
need work.

Submission #328 & #351 think Council needs to clear debris and silt from drains, not just spray them
for weeds.

Submission #333 submit in favour of land use management as a better option than building extensive
stormwater systems in urban areas.

Submission #342 expressed concern that the proposed harmonised rate may contradict the principle
used for the rating differentials that states that rural and residential ratepayers benefit equally from
services funded by the general rate. Concerned that the principles need to stand up to scrutiny.

Submission #350 believes council should be confining excess water protection to the maintenance of
the roadside drains. Believes that any other flood protection work is regional council responsibility.

Submission #346 states that Manawatu streets and roads flood due to combined effects of road

camber higher than the berms and Manawatu heavy clay soils. Suggests Council supplies gypsum at
wholesale rates to both urban and rural ratepayers to relieve ponding on their properties.
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Submission #348 — was not told at the Rangiotu Hall consultation that the rural rates on land
transferred from Kairanga to the Palmerston North City Council are thousands of dollars cheaper than
in the Manawatu District.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

The Makino Stream and the associated flood protection measures are the responsibility of Horizons.
As part of their LTP Horizons have been consulting on changes to the Reids Line Spillway to optimise
flood protection in Feilding.

The potential effects of the Precinct 4 development on the Makino Stream is being addressed in the
Precinct 4 rezoning/planning work that is being undertaken by MDC. As part of this work, MDC have
an infrastructure plan for Precinct 4 to manage stormwater. This includes appropriate pipe
infrastructure and the lowering of roads to provide secondary overland flow paths.

Submission 220 - The stormwater targeted rate does not fund rural drainage. These drains are roading
drains and are funded from the roading rate. The stormwater rate will continute beyond 2028 to

provide ongoing scheme improvemnets and maintenance.

Submission 318 — The costs of harmonised versus non-harmonised were expressed numerically in the
Long Term Plan.

Submission 342 — Harmonisation is not the same as subsidisation in that discrete projects are funded
and are paid in their entirety for by each community over a long period.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 3. Solid Waste

Submission Numbers
Submissions #001, #016, #143, #144, #150, #183, #207, #210, #267, #278, #318

Summary of submissions

Submission# 001 seeks change of schedules for blue bag and recycling bin pickup, #016 would like
kerbside recycling for Sanson.

Submission #143 is concerned about costs for recycling in Himatangi Beach. Thinks that the proposal
to introduce kerbside recycling instead of the mobile recycling centre was just so Council could
increase income and reduce the LOS to Himatangi Beach residents. Does not know where the recycling
centre will be moved. Thinks business and weekend residents use may be adding to recycling centre
capacity issues.

Submission #144 wants a larger site for the Himatangi Beach village recycling centre as the present site
is already too small and there will be in influx of residents from two planned subdivisions.

Submission #150 wants Council to use local authority systems to make those responsible for
generating packaging responsible for considering its disposal.

Submission #183 does not think a recycling service would work in Cheltenham due to high winds.
Would welcome a recycling centre but cannot find a location that meets all of Council’s criteria. Will
pursue if a location becomes available.

Submission #207 supports council spending of $3.5 million for a new transfer station purposefully built
within the Feilding area. Thinks that education surrounding recycling and waste reduction should be
pushed by council beyond primary school. Bins at small recycling centres in villages should be emptied
more frequently.

Submission #210 questions the need for a resource recovery centre when there is a facility in
Palmerston North with capacity.

Submission #267 notes their support for (and statutory involvement in) a waste assessment to inform
the review of the Waste Minimisation Management Plan.

Submission #278 objects to paying higher fees as well as higher rates to replace the existing resource
recovery centre. Cannot see where additional revenue will come from as increasing charges will only
encourage more fly tipping, and competition from other solid waste providers. Does not support use
of any land around the WWTP for anything other than farming or WWTP related uses.

Submission #318 would like to know what waste reduction initiatives are in place, and what moves are
being made to encourage composting.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing
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Implications

Council officers have considered the possibility of various rubbish and recyclables collection
methodologies. Savings would be made by having a fortnightly rubbish collection.

Officer comment

Submission #001 - To reduce the rubbish bag collection frequency to fortnightly the organic
component of the rubbish waste would need to be removed. This would require the implementation
of a special weekly organic kitchen kerbside collection. To leave kitchen waste purifying for a fortnight
would be unacceptable to many in the community and may create public health issues.

Submission #016, #143, #207, — Having consulted on the Waste Minimisation Strategy last year,
Council has no plans to increase the levels of service in this activity.

Submission #144 — Council intends to find a better site for Himatangi Beach recycling in consultation
with residents.

Submission #150 — This would require a change in legislation and is best led by central government
rather than local government.

Submission #183, #267 — Noted

Submission #210 and #278 — Manawatu will need a resource collection centre even if the recycling
were conducted offsite. Discussions will be held with PNCC to determine the best option for recycling.

Submission #318 - Currently Council supports the Enviro Schools Programme which encourages waste
reduction and composting initiatives.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 4. Wastewater

Submission Numbers

#054, #122, #134, #211, #251, #278, #282, #287, #307, #310, #318, #324, #329, #342, #351

Summary of submissions

Submission #054 raises their concern regarding using the waste water treatment long term capacity
to fix small town systems

Submission #122 & #278 is opposed to the piping of wastewater from the villages. #112 thinks they
should have septic tanks, and #278 believes that council should press for the renewal of existing
consents for Cheltenham and Kimbolton.

Submission #134 supports the piping of wastewater from the villages and requests that Council bring
forward Feilding WWTP upgrades so it is best practice and fully compliant.

Submission #211 — no general rate contribution to the Wastewater Centralisation Project as those who
benefit should pay.

Submission #251 is concerned about wastewater treatment and disposal.

Submission #278 is concerns the wastewater centralisation project will use up some of the spare
capacity at Feilding WWTP and it will therefore be able to accommodate future district growth. Also
concerned that the mains are very long so intermediate pumps are required and each length will
require careful design to optimise energy costs and reduce septicity issues. Concerned that the
estimates do not appear to cover the costs of constructing the pipelines let alone any ancillary work.

Submission #282 is opposed to the level of spend related to the Feilding Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Submission #287 supports in principle the wastewater centralisation project as a long-term solution to
managing wastewater in the District’s smaller communities. Urges MDC to have an implement a clear
consenting strategy. Has noted national focus on improving water quality and planning for
reconsenting well in advance of expiry without resorting to use of existing use rights. Suggests that
MDC continue to explore all practical options, including combining treatment with RDC.

Submissions #307 and #310 request more information on the wastewater centralisation project.
Concerned about impact on the resilience built into the Feilding WWTP. Thinks this should require
extensive and separate consultation.

Submission #318 thinks it makes sense to utilise spare capacity in existing facilities.

Submission #324 questions how the Wastewater Treatment Plant is funded, and #324, #329 would like
to know where the project is at considering it is significantly over initial budget.

Submission #329 thinks the governance team should conduct their own audit and inquiry of the

Feilding Wastewater Plant based on the dissatisfaction the Environment Court expressed with the
plant in its 2015/16 decision.
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Submission #342 is concerned about the deferral of water and wastewater renewals. Wants MDC to
ensure that it is not deferring essential maintenance or upgrades and is giving adequate consideration
to technological developments.

Submission #351 opposes the Wastewater Centralisation Project until it has been assured that any run
off into the river is uncontaminated water.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

Submission #054, #251, #278, #307, #310, #318 — The FWWTP receives approximately 4,500 cubic
metres average dry weather inflow per day with a peak of approximately 7,000 cubic metres.
Wastewater centralisation is likely to increase this by approximately 700 cubic metres. The resource
consent for the plant is more than 10,000 cubic metres per day.

Submission #122, #278 — Engineering estimates suggest that centralisation of wastewater as opposed
to upgrading individual village wastewater plants will save MDC up to $20million over the next 20
years.

Submission #134 — The FWWTP is expected to be fully compliant once wastewater discharge to land
commences at the end of this calendar year.

Submission #211, #251 — Noted

Submission #282, #324, #329 — In order to comply with the Horizons One Plan, the FWWTP has been
extensively upgraded and changed, at significant cost. Note that the initial budget was developed prior
to consenting. Post consenting the plant expenditure is tracking in line with the revised budget.

Submission #287 — Noted and as MDC provides the infrastructure and wasterwater services for RDC,
options for combined treatment have been considered.

Submission #329 — On a quarterly basis the Audit and Risk Sub Committee and the Council is briefed
and discusses the FWWTP.

Submission #342 - Deferral of the renewals is based on a critical response program. The network on
the whole is generally in sound condition. Deferral is a managed risk approach to balancing financial
reality with no loss in level of service.

Submission #351 — The FWWTP will comply with its resource consent conditions.

Council decision -
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Topic 5. Water Supply

Submission Numbers
#255, #267, #278

Summary of submissions

Submission #255 thinks that council has constantly failed to strengthen its drinking water testing
methods, even after the issues in Havelock North, and the result is water that is graded by government
standards as posing an unacceptable health risk.

Submission #267 supports the planned upgrades to water supply infrastructure over the next 10 years,
and suggests that council consider budgeting for and implementing improved continuous monitoring
for fluoride for Feilding plants

Submission #278 supports the re-location of water supply, storage and treatment from the existing
treatment plant at Almadale to a location or locations nearer to Feilding but would need to know how
Council propose to maintain treated water supplies to properties north of Feilding that are currently
supplied by the Almadale plant and whether they will continue to maintain the Barrows Road intake
for farms that are currently supplied by raw water.

Submission #278 questions whether council has considered laying a water main from Feilding to
Halcombe down Halcombe Road.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

Submission #255 - At no time has the community been at risk from contaminated water. The testing
regime has identified some technical non-compliances over the past year and these have been
addressed.

Submission #278 — Feilding’s proposed water strategy consists of an additional bore on the town side
of the Oroua and removal of reliance on the Almadale Treatment facility. Consideration for potable
water supply for Halcombe town is included in the LTP. Rural supply from the Barrows Road intake will
be considered as part of the Feilding Water Strategy.

Submission #267 — Noted and fluoride is monitored as part of our testing regime.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 6. Pedestrian / cycleway

Submission Numbers

Submissions #002, #005, #014, #020, #026, #029, #030, #040, #046, #077, #114, #142, #144, #160,
#180, #182, #183, #207, #239, #267, #280, #282, #285, #287, #291, #293, #299, #300, #313, #334 #341,
#365, #366

Summary of submissions

Submissions #002 seeks funding for a pedestrian/cycleway from 112 Mt Stewart-Halcombe Road to
Mt Biggs Primary School,

Submissions #005, #026, #318 support keeping the Feilding-Palmerston North Cycleway,
Submission #014 seeks funding for a cycleway from Mt Taylor to Feilding.

Submission #020 proposes cycle lanes along the Makino Stream be included in the Precinct 4
development.

Submissions #029, #030, #237, #114, #259, #280, #282, #285, #300 would like the Quail Ave to
Homelands pedestrian/cycleway constructed. Submission #237 believes that funding should be taken
from the Kowhai Park Aviary redevelopment to fund the walkway. Submission #114 highlights that it
was an election promise. Submission #259 would like the budget to be $100,000.

Submission #046 would like more walkways free of dogs and bikes
Submission #077 notes the need for appropriate footpaths for people with disabilities.
Submission #142 requests a walkway to town or a park in the Mt Taylor region.

Submission #144 supports the City to Sea pathway project going ahead with continued assistance from
MDC.

Submission #160 and #182 request for footpaths/walkway to Hiwinui School to improve safety for
children. Submission #180 is also concerned about safety to children walking to school, wants physical
change.

Submission #182 requests a walkway to Hiwinui School.

Submission #183 requests a cycle/bridleway when reinstating the ground following installation of the
pipeline from Cheltenham to Feilding.

Submission #239 supports the Hiwinui School and Community in wanting the Reid Line East and
Watershed Roads made safer to enable children to walk or bike safely to school before tragedy
happens, or before the situation worsens with the new subdivision of Reid Line East in progress.

Submission #207 agrees that $1.2 million is too costly for the Palmerston North to Feilding Cycleway,

however encourages the council to continue to apply for government funding. Supports the provision
of the Sanson to Mt Lees walkway if council is able to secure government tourism funding. Disagrees
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with the proposal to cancel the Quail Ave to Homelands Ave walkway as it would provide a safe route
to and from Mt Taylor for pedestrians; DC’s should help to fund this project.

Submission #267 recommends that the council increase its emphasis on active transport — cycling and
walking.

Submission #287 supports acquisition of park land in Precinct 4 alongside the Makino Stream for a
walkway.

Submission #287 strongly recommends that MDC includes the Palmerston North to Feilding Cycleway
in the LTP. Recommends that MDC be aspirational with planning and developing opportunities for
active transport infrastructure.

Submission #291 requests the inclusion of the City to Sea Rail Trail shared pathway. It is consistent
with the Draft GPS. They request that any funding available for this shared pathway is considered as a
priority.

Submission #293 requests more low cost connecting walkways in our community (Feilding). Keen to
see a Makino Stream Walkway continued for northern residents.

Submission #299 is deeply concerned that funds for the Feilding to Bunnythorpe section have been
deleted. The Te Araroa Trust has a very strong interest in improving off road access between Feilding
and Palmerston North. They request that MDC ask NZTA to relook at making funds available earlier,
since it is already over 11 years since the idea for a shared pathway was first mooted.

Submission #313 is concerned about narrow streets in Himatangi Beach. As a result, cars have to pass
on grass verges which is very dangerous for pedestrians walking along areas where there are no
footpaths.

Submission #334 is anxious regarding the little verge on most of Reids Line between Dixons Rd and
Watershed Rd in Hiwinui where the speed limit is unreasonably high, especially as some drivers do not
have very clear distant views to merge out into traffic. Safety concerns for older people and young
people walking to school.

Submission #341 notes Council’s continued commitment to developing a business case for the
Palmerston North to Feilding Cycleway. Asked that we provide funding in anticipation of a successful
business case.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

The distance between 112 Mt Stewart Halcombe Road to Mt Biggs Primary School is 3.6 km. A basic
shellrock pedestrian/cycleway would cost approximately $360,000.

The Manawatu District Council section of the Feilding to Palmerston North cycleway would likely follow

Campbell Rd from opposite the Feilding Golf Course to approximately 200m beyond Nannestads Line.
The initial estimate for the MDC section is $1.15 m.

31

47



Long Term Plan Submissions 2018-28

Topic Deliberations

To accommodate a cycleway from Mt Taylor to Feilding would require the introduction of a 50kmph
speed limit and the removal of the passing lane to provide sufficient space for cycleway pavement
markings. This would necessitate a review of the passing lanes on Halcombe Road. The costs have not
been estimated at this stage.

MDC staff are currently liaising with Horizons regarding the feasibility of constructing a cycleway along
the stop bank of the Makino Stream in Precinct 4.

Quail Ave to Homelands pedestrian/cycleway is approximately 630 metres long and is estimated to
cost $270,000.

The above gives some indication of the costs involved in providing pedestrian / cycleways.

Council has not allocated any funding for any of the projects described in the above submissions. These
suggested projects should form the basis of a Walking and Cycling Strategy.

Officer comment

Feilding to Palmerston North cycleway is a “Pending Project” in the 2018-21 National Land Transport
Programme (NLTP).

The Strategic Case is complete. Based on the available evidence, investment in walking and cycling in
the region has a strong alignment with local, regional and national aims and objectives. Modal shift is
likely to be encouraged for commuter trips, but the total number of these trips may be small based on
current commuter flows by car. Likely recreational use is currently unquantified, and may be difficult
to quantify as the current environment does not lend itself well to walking and cycling. Therefore the
scale of recreational usage is unlikely to become apparent until any facility is provided.

There are a range of facilities which could be considered, from shoulder widening, through to full off-
road shared path infrastructure. There are obvious cost implications for this which will need to be
weighed up against the likely demand and therefore the benefits which the route may achieve.

An application will be made to NZTA for a Single Stage Business Case (SSBC) with the following tasks to
be completed:

e Further investigation of likely demand and usage for both commuting and recreational walking
and cycling using an appropriate methodology to support the strategic case.

e Agreement with the stakeholder panel on the best route.
e |nvestigation into treatment options, i.e. shoulder widening and off-road options.

e Quantification of the costs and benefits of the options using the NZ Transport Agency’s
Economic Evaluation Manual (SP11) procedures.

Before offering a subsidy for other cycleway projects NZTA usually require a “Walking and Cycling
Strategy” to identify and prioritise possible Pedestrian/Cycleways. The strategy would inform a
Programme Business Case of possible projects that could be submitted as a variation to the 2018-21
National Land Transport Programme (NLTP) or included in subsequent NLTPs. NZTA only approve
projects for implementation when the submitted Business Cases demonstrate robust “value for
money” cases for investment.
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As a first step in the process a Walking and Cycling Strategy should be undertaken and budget provision
made in the LTP for some of the proposed cycle and walkways.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 7. Policies e.g. Revenue and Financing, Development Contributions

Submission Numbers

Submissions #027, #038, #051, #054, #046, #068, #071, #077, #078, #083, #089, #104, #114, #115,
#134, #138, #144, #146, #147, #148, #152, #153, #156, #164, #178, #181, #183, #196, #215, #211,
#252, #253, #255, #259, #267, #269, #278, #282, #307, #308, #309, #310, #321, #323, #342, #356

Summary of submissions

Submissions #027 submits that Development Policy does not contribute to the areas where
contributions are raised

Submission #038 is concerned about current debt levels and thinks roading should be funded out of
income rather than borrowing

Submission #046 submits that wastewater, flood protection, future parks, footpaths and children’s
play grounds are sorted in advance of a subdivision

Submission #051 believes the costs of development are being shouldered by ratepayers and not
businesses/industries.

Submission #054, #211, #282 raise their concern regarding the ratepayer funding of Kawakawa
Road/Turners Road. Submission #211 & #282 believe that Turners Road is for private benefit and
should not be paid by general/roading rate money.

Submission #068 requests Council to develop Sun Smart and Smoke free policies

Submission #071 in reference to the Revenue and Financing Policy thinks there are too many Courtesy
Crossings in Feilding.

Submission #077 requests Council develop a smoke free outdoor area policy

Submission #078 believes that local government should not be paying for any development costs of
private or potential private development. Developers should pay on a user pay regime.

Submission #083 thinks the proposed policies and strategies in the Long Term Plan, especially the
Revenue and Financing Policy to be unfair and unequitable.

Submission #089 wants genuine costings on these policies and strategies as funding costs seem
extraordinary.

Submission #104 wants MDC to develop an Arts Policy that might include funding over and above the
grants administered by Creative New Zealand, to better support large arts events being held in the
Manawatu.

Submission #114 questions why Turners Road is more important than other roads.

Submission #115 comments on the Development Contributions Policy and the haphazard rural
subdivision. Urges that only certain areas should be considered for infill, and class 2 soils provide the
best land for farming.
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Submission #134 requests a strategy in LTP to address the Maori equity gap. Requests Council support
Ngati Kauwhata’s 10 year plan.

Submission #138 is concerned that Council has allowed a large number of developments along their
road in the past 10 years but despite collecting DC’s there has been no improvement to the road which
is narrow and dangerous.

Submission #144 is opposed to Himatangi Beach residents paying a roading targeted rate — rural as
well as a Roading Uniform Targeted Rate. This nearly doubles the rate paid towards roading and most
roads in the village are sub-standard.

Submission #146 agrees with building up reserves but not fair for rural ratepayers to pay an
unequitable load through the general rate to enable this to happen.

Submission #147 thinks not enough information was provided on this and that Councillors should not
drive Council cars on the weekend or have free access to the Makino pool.

Submission #148 — No improvements for roading are indicated yet ratepayers face significant increases
over the next 3 years. Former rural Councils spent 80% of rates revenue on roading, today you are
allocating 30% or less.

Submission #152 opposes increases in Development Contributions. Understands the rationale for
wanting up-front contributions to help fund the infrastructure required to facilitate development but
is concerned that the policy will damped growth and will raise the cost of building. Development
increases the rating base and rates venue is a long term gain for the community.

Submission #153 thinks it is difficult to see where DC’s have been applied in terms of the spend in the
community (Hiwinui) in the past and the contribution required is significantly high. Submitter #168
also thinks that Hiwinui has not benefitted from past DC takes.

Submission #156 thinks it is unfair that the rural ratepayers face rates rises when only $295k out of
S11m worth of projects scheduled for the next 20 years using Development contributions are in the
rural area.

Submission #164 — In the Revenue and Financing Policy, the funding split for all regulatory items,
except district planning, should be higher for private. Solid waste, waste water, stormwater and water
supply funding should be weighted towards user pays.

Submission #168 thinks the Hiwinui community has suffered from unplanned growth and so considers
the implementation of these policies to be challenging. Thinks Council has ignored Hiwinui.

Submission #178 and #179 — services in Hiwinui have not kept up with development.

Submission #178 Hiwinui community does not get anything. Would rather contribute to a community
fund where the money can be used to improve the area for the community.

Submission #179 — subdivisions allowed by Council in Hiwinui have exceeded their capacity to maintain
safety and infrastructure.
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Submission #181 — against the revenue policy to increase rural rates until proper services and upgrades
are in place in Hiwinui.

Submission #183 — Turners Rd should be privately financed by the landowners. The developers should
put in the roads etc and take the developers contributions. Submission #259 believes that Turners
Road extension should not go ahead as it is the investment of public money on private land. Submission
#342 thinks the Turners Road project should be mostly funded by Development Contributions. This
also applies to Ranfurly Road. To not do so may be creating an “uneven playing field.”

Submission #196 is concerned that the significant increase in Development Contributions could be a
barrier to people bringing land to the market. Wants to know why they have been raised so severely,
and why they are so much higher than PNCC.

Submission #215 sees that projects appear to be requiring a great deal of revenue with only a small
contribution going into rural projects.

Submission #252 thinks the proposed increase in development contribution will only increase the cost
of housing and make Feilding less affordable.

Submission #253 proposes that council generates additional funds for community projects and urban
developments via Public Private Partnership Models, payments from developers for roading
extensions, or fuel tax.

Submission #255 thinks that money is squandered constantly on ill thought-out projects and in the
employment of new staff whilst providing underperforming services

Submission #267 recommends that the Council develop a Smokefree Outdoor Area Policy, and a Local
Alcohol Policy, although they do acknowledge that council has put a hold on developing its LAP until
there is some clarity around the challenges to other LAPs.

Submission #269 urges council to ensure freedom camping is effectively managed in the region, and
to support the tourism sustainability goal through positive policy and regulatory settings, and funding.

Submission #278 believes that Area B — Feilding Township — should include places like Mt Taylor and
Ranfurly Road. They are connected to Feilding’s wastewater and water so should pay appropriate
development contributions.

Submission #278 supports the reduction in scope of the Turners Road scheme, and supports the
application to NZTA for improvements to the Turners Road/Waughs Road (State Highway 54)

intersection.

Submissions #307 and #310 questions why ratepayers are contributing towards Turners Road to
subsidise very capable private developers.

Submission #308 thinks the Mayor and CEO are controlled by Central Government.

Submission #309 supports the proposed extension to Turners Road which will assist with traffic issues
during large events at Manfeild.
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Submission #321 thinks that Council should lobby central government for a greater proportion of our
local contribution to the national road user fund rather than using a roading differential to distinguish
rural and urban properties.

Submission #348 said that in attending the consultation at the Rangiotu Hall they were not told that
the Government pays 53% of the roading cost to the District Council.

Submission #323 concerned that Council is proposing to reassess unpaid Development Contributions
under the current draft, not the Policy they were charged under. Also conveys that Council seeking to
recover 100% of infrastructure costs through development contributions does not accord with the
Department of Internal Affairs view which states that some of the capital costs are recovered. Believes
that council is ignoring its benefit from development and residential growth. Stresses that if the draft
becomes the policy of council, then additional costs will ultimately be passed onto the house
purchaser- increasing the cost of housing in the district.

Submission  #342 observes that the public/private splits do not address an
urban/rural/industrial/commercial distinction. Therefore not clear how funding splits correspond to
the proposed reallocation of rating differentials.

Submission #342 wants DC’s collected in Precinct 4 to be applied firstly to the development of that
area and not elsewhere within the town and district. Planning for development in that area needs to
be forward looking (e.g. parks, schools, shopping centres etc).

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - As the Rates Remission Policy is
included in the Draft Long Term Plan, it is recommended to remove any reference to the need to
provide a copy of an Income Tax Exemption Certificate for charitable organisations from the policy.
Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Officers to check appropriateness of Parks and Reserves schedule included in the DC Policy as noted in
a submission.

Implications

Policies included in the Long Term Plan are in draft form so Councillors are still able to make changes
to these policies if they wish to. A significant change in policy direction from that signalled in the draft
Long Term Plan may require further consultation.

A range of minor changes to the DC Policy have been flagged by the Infrastructure Group. These
amendments will be actioned during the finalisation of the Long Term Plan document.

The Maori Capacity to Decision Making Policy will need to be amended to reflect the recent decision
regarding Maori Wards.

Officer comment

The proposed DC structure is based on the forecast of works required over the next 10 years to provide
key infrastructure for the growth of Feilding and the programmed forecast recovery of the cost of
these works.
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Comments Re Development Contributions Policy Submissions

#027, 153,156, 252 DCs are collected and used across the district, DCs are not necessarily spent in the
area from where the DC is collected.

#051, 078 The policy is based on the principle that Developers pay for 100% of development costs.

#089 The costings in the Development Contributions Policy are based on project estimates and these
are further refined closer to the time the project is executed.

#138, All roads are constantly monitored to ensure they meet safety requirements. Roads that require
safety works are assessed and prioritised and improvement works are carried out according to priority
and the budget available.

#152, 196, 252 Council has taken into consideration the effect of increasing DCs on the rate
development. However, Council believes that developers should pay 100% of development costs.
Other ratepayers should not meet that development costs.

#168, 178, 179 Council is aware of the development that has occurred in Hiwinui. Future development
of Hiwinui will be considered through the review of the District Plan, Rural Zone.

#046, 278 and 342 - The location of parks, schools and shopping centres are being considered as part
of the Manawatu District Plan review plan change for the Precinct 4 growth area.

Flood protection is administered by Horizons Regional Council and infrastructure services are installed
according to Council’s Land Development Engineering Standards.

#278 - Mt Taylor: Subdivision development that occurs within Mt Taylor is captured by capital
contributions not development contributions. Capital contributions apply to properties that are
located outside an existing water, wastewater, or stormwater scheme rating and. When development
occurs and connections are required developers pay a capital contribution. Development
Contributions are not applied where a Capital Contribution is being levied for the same service.

Ranfurly Road: Having reviewed Appendix A— Map 1 —Development Contributions Service Catchments
an error has been identified. Residentially zoned properties along Ranfurly Road and between the Area
B boundary and Satori Way have been missed from the map. These areas were included in previous
Development Contribution Policies.

This has been rectified with Area B being expanded to cover the existing Residentially zoned land.

Consideration has been given to non-residential ie industrial and commercial development. This is
contained within the Development Contribution Policy.

#342 - Development contributions are collected for growth projects that are listed in Appendix D-
Schedule of Assets for which development contributions will be used. The schedule reflects the
projects that are required for the Precinct 4 growth area of Feilding.

The location of parks, schools, shopping centres are being considered as part of the Manawatu District
Plan review plan change for the Precinct 4 growth area.
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#323 Correct - Development Contributions are levied under a Development Contribution Policy and if
they are not paid are reassessed or adjusted annually on 1 July of each year.

Deferred or postponed DCs will be reassessed under the conditions of the Deferral Agreement.

Also Clause 4.2 Any DCs that have been charged under the previous DCP but no payment has been
made can be reassessed under the current DCP.

The intent is that this applies if you have missed a payment deadline rather than an assessment that
has recently been done and has yet to reach that deadline. Unless stated in a deferral agreement the
new charges will apply to deferred or new stages. Need to clarify that new charges would only apply
to an existing assessment if payments are not made within normal timeframes detailed in 3.1.1.

There is a requirement to clearly show the proportion of funding for each project that is from DCs. Will
amend for the final.

The market will set the final house prices in the short term at least and this will impact on developers
margins, or the value of the land.

Comments Re Revenue And Financing Policy Submissions

#038 Council is seeking to improving its financial resilience by increasing its reserves. Roading has been
funded by loans in the past in emergency situations.

#071 The CBD street network, including courtesy crossings, has been designed to meet safety
requirements. Crossings are monitored for effectiveness and are working well.

#164 Funding splits are determined according to the benefit provided to different groups i.e. public or
private. Council has followed the process for reviewing the Revenue and Financing Policy and
determined that the funding splits are appropriate for the various activities. Council still does have the
ability to change the Revenue and Financing Policy if it wishes to.

#342 - The Revenue and Financing Policy analysis the benefits received at a district wide level and
determines the funding split. It determines the high level mechanism for funding both the public and
private sources of revenue. For example: Water is a 100% private benefit with the benefit only being
received and therefore paid for by those receiving, or are able to receive the benefit. To fund the
private portion Council can charge a targeted rate or invoice based on metered use.

The rating policies and the fees and charges then determine the charges made, (in this case based on
the service provided). Ratepayers that do not have full pressure water pay slightly less through rates
than (restricted supply) than other ratepayers. Properties that have larger pipe and meters pay a
higher annual charge as the infrastructure are based on their individual requirements are more
expensive to install and maintain.

Economic Development is 100% public funded as the whole community benefits. While some private

benefit may accrue to private operators, it is difficult and illogical to recover the costs through direct
recoveries ie invoicing for services received. Again, this is at a high level, activity perspective.
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However, it is acknowledged that some areas of the community benefit more from this activity; such
as the CBD or industry. As we unable to identify individuals who benefit we use the differential
classifications to allocate these costs.

#356 - As IRD no longer gives tax exemption certificate this recommendation is supported. Full tax
exemption is not automatic when an organisation registers with the Charities Commission but this is
the exception rather than the rule.

Comments Re Requests For New Policies

#068, 077, 267 Council has considered requests to develop policies in the past as part of the 2016/17
Annual Plan. Below are extracts from minutes:

Request to develop a Sunsmart Policy:

RESOLVED That the Council supports the Cancer Society’s Sunsmart approach and that
this be included in future parks and recreation planning. In addition the Council will
conduct a shade audit of its current significant facilities.

Request to develop a SmokeFree Policy:

RESOLVED That Manawatu District Council notes the submissions and will increase
proactive signage in Council assets.

#104 - 1. MDC is developing a Community Development Strategy, which will impact its approach to the
Arts. 2. MDC through its administration of CCNZ funds for DIA and its own Community Events funds
supports local arts events that apply and qualify for funding. A good example is the seed funding
provided by Council for the Kimbolton Art Sculpture Festival.

# 269 Council already has a Freedom Camping Policy.

#134 The Council is aware that Maori have specific needs and are currently working with iwi leaders
to identify key projects that will support social, spiritual and cultural developments for iwi and the
wider Maori community. The Ngati Kauwhata Strategic Plan, Kauwhata 2040, is a key piece of
information that is helping to guide these discussions. Council leadership and vision has recently been
enhanced with the introduction of the new role, Principal Advisor — Maori. A key part of this role
recently has been to aid increased understanding of Maori in specific forums.

Comments Re Other Policy/Reporting Submissions
#255 refer to Annual Report for evidence of the Council's performance.

#147 Councillors do not drive Council cars. Only the Mayor has a vehicle as part of her remuneration
package. Councillors do get free access to the Makino Aquatic Centre.

#308 the duties performed by the Mayor and CE are outlined in the Local Government Act.

Council decision -
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Topic 8. Footpaths

Submission Numbers
Submissions #009, #014, #023, #028, #045, #139, #143, #224, #267, #293, #313, #342, #366

Summary of submissions

Submission #009 seeks extension of footpath on Sandon Road past the 50km sign through to Harper
Mews, a length of approximately 260 metres. Submission #014 seeks extension of footpath on
Halcombe Road from 186 West street through to Mt Taylor Drive a length of approximately 1,180
metres, and new footpaths in the Mt Taylor subdivision a length of 3,500 metres.

Submission #023 expresses concern about the footpath issue in Hiwinui.

Submission #028 raises the subject of footpaths and pedestrian crossings in the CBD, but provides no
detail in their written submission — most likely will be expanded on during their verbal presentation of
this submission.

Submission #045 wants footpaths provided and maintained in every street in Rongotea. Submission
#224 supports this idea, and wants Rongotea put to the top of the list for subsidised footpaths,
especially with an ageing community and increasing school roll.

Submission #139 wants to know when Council is going to extend the footpath at the end of Ranfurly
Road around the old dump. This area is noted in plans as a growth area for Feilding. There are now
many residences but no footpaths for kids on a dangerous stretch of road. Also a popular walking track
and entrance to Feilding for the NZ Walking Trail.

Submission #143 mentions a footpath that cost $80,000 and was signed off but never done.

Submission #267 recommends that the council liaise with its community re prioritising improved
accessibility of footpaths, and other public destinations so that the district’s aged can remain in the
district while living as independently as possible.

Submission #293 wants urgent action as a priority to put in place avenues of safe egress for pedestrians
across Aorangi Street. Also wants immediate action for Roots Street West which is in a very poor state
with open drains and collapsing culverts. They are concerned about residents safety (elderly resident
in Mt Taylor falling into a drain and residents on Ranfurly Road being pushed off the road by vehicles)
across the District and recommend bringing urban and rural urban footpaths up to standard.

Submission #313 wants to know what happened to footpaths in Himatangi Beach — never finished.

Submission #342 is concerned that there is no footpath to the Ranfurly Road residential area. Given
Development contributions MDC would have received, this is concerning.

Submission #342 wants Council to identify footpaths adjacent to high traffic areas to be given priority
for development, particularly where funding out of DC’s (e.g. Ranfurly Rd).

Other suggestions arising from Hearing
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Implications

A new concrete footpath 1.5 metres wide (including concrete kerb& channel, vehicle crossings and
pram crossings) costs approximately $230 per linear metre. Submission #9 would cost approximately
$60,000. Submission #14 would cost approximately $1,121,000 in total.

Rongotea has 6.874 kilometres of roads and streets, 5.074 kilometres have a footpath, at least on one
side. To provide a new concrete footpath, on one side, of the remaining streets (1.818 kilometres)
would cost approximately $300,000. Note this figure does not include kerb& channel.

Extending the concrete footpath on Norfolk Crescent by 60 meters through to Reid Line would cost
$10,000. Note this figure does not include kerb& channel.

Extending the concrete footpath from 20 Ranfurly Road to the old dump (a distance of 1,100 meters)
would cost $183,000. Note this figure does not include kerb & channel.

The above gives some indication of the costs involved in providing footpaths.

The Draft Long Term Plan 2018-21 has allowed a budget of $80,000 per annum for new footpaths. This
funding is earmarked for new footpaths associated with the Precinct 4 urban growth development.

Council has not allocated any funding for any of the projects described in the above submissions. These
suggested projects should form the basis of a Walking and Cycling Strategy.

Officer comment

Currently footpaths do not attract a subsidy but this is expected to change when the final Government
Policy Statement on Transport is released.

Before offering a subsidy NZTA would require a “Walking and Cycling Strategy” to identify and prioritise
possible Pedestrian/Cycleways. The strategy would inform a Programme Business Case of possible
projects that could be submitted as a variation to the 2018-21 National Land Transport Programme
(NLTP) or included in subsequent NLTPs. NZTA only approve projects for implementation when the
submitted Business Cases demonstrate robust “value for money” cases for investment.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 9. Roading

Submission Numbers

Submissions #012, #013, #023, #034, #040, #051, 053, #071, #103, #106, #108, #122, #134, #138, #140,
#153, #160, #180, #182, #185, #194, #198, #225, #239, #252, #268, #270, #286, #288, #313, #316,
#320, #321, #325, #334, #337, #342, #345, #348, #351

Summary of submissions

Submission #012 suggests 70km signs / school sign be placed on Kimbolton Road in Kiwitea to slow
traffic. Submissions #013 and #023 would like road safety improvements in Hiwinui,

Submission #034 seeks improvements to the Country Road, including a higher level of service and
better information and safety signage, more rest areas / viewing spot with maintained rubbish bins
and safety barriers on corners. Also seeks change to Roading Activity Management Plan with increased
funding to upgrading of rural roads.

Submission #051 would like consideration given to weight restrictions on Halcombe Rd, North St.,
Lethbridge St., and Church Street, in roads in Feilding.

Submission #053 wants Council to maintain a high level of interest in the Manawatu Gorge and East-
West Link

Submission #071 in reference to the Revenue and Financing Policy thinks there are too many Courtesy
Crossings in Feilding.

Submission #103 expressed that Council does not clean the roadside drain which is overgrown and
causes flooding at Reids Line intersection every year.

Submission #106 says that a lack of Council monitoring of tree planting on road reserves and areas
closely adjacent means much unnecessary work and expense is incurred cleaning debris during times
of storm and high winds.

Submission #108 wants drains cleaned out. They should be dug deeper and paid for by funds already
raised from rates.

Submission #122 questioned Council’s priorities, including when grass verges are cut and the sealing
of the road to Makoura Lodge.

Submission #134 thanked Council for sealing Cole Road.

Submission #138 complained about LOS for roading. Said that their road is dangerous and that Council
does not maintain the drains on the road despite 4 requests.

Submission #140 wants to know how much of the roading operating budget was spent in Mt Taylor (in
last financial year?). Development costs of roads in Mt Taylor were paid by the developer. Maintenance
costs are minimal. Thinks depreciation costs of roading assets in Mt Taylor is significantly less than
assumed in Council’s proposal. How does this compare with Council’s costs in the West St area or
Precinct 4?
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Submission #144 is opposed to Himatangi Beach residents paying a roading targeted rate — rural as
well as a Roading Uniform Targeted Rate. This nearly doubles the rate paid towards roading and most
roads in the village are sub-standard.

Submission #148 — No improvements for roading are indicated yet ratepayers face significant increases
over the next 3 years. Former rural Councils spent 80% of rates revenue on roading, today you are
allocating 30% or less.

Submission #185 thinks roading networks in the area are becoming an increased area of concern and
a weakness of farming operations throughout the District is the ability to effectively transport produce
and receive goods and services via this network.

Submission #185 quotes sections from the Roading AMP and concludes that there is political resistance
for funding rural roads and the proposal to adjust differentials to acquire more funding from rural
residents is offensive.

Submission #185 thinks Council is shifting burden to rural ratepayers to pay for climate change impacts
on roads. Emergency works have been done adequately in many places with the current rating
differential in place.

Submission #194 thinks that urban roading intersections need to be improved to match present and
intended growth in Feilding population. Submission #194 also believes that government funded routes
could re-route heavy vehicles from town routes to ease congestion and reduce road maintenance.

Submission #198 & #282 think that the unsealed part of Kimber Street, Halcombe should be tar sealed.
Submission #198 thinks that it needs to be done especially due to the growth happening in nearby Mt
Biggs/Mt Stewart. Potholes, dust pollution and trenches are just some of the problems experienced
with the unsealed road. If the road is not planned to be sealed in the near future, could there at least
be a speed reduction to 30km until it is done?

Submission #211 thinks that Mangaweka Bridge issues should have been addressed when the weight
restriction first went on, as such restrictions have caused a major decrease in the level of service for
roading for the farming sector of the north. Also thinks that The Rangiwahia to Kimbolton Road it is
not “fit for Service” it needs considered realignment and foundation reconstruction.

Submission #225 advises that Taylor Road in Rongotea is unfinished, the white line in the middle of the
road stops, and urges MDC to finish the job

Submission #268 is disappointed to see Mangaweka Bridge consulted as if it is an asset purely to the
benefit of rural ratepayers.

Submission #270, #337 strongly support the replacement of the Mangaweka Bridge and requests that
the bridge is retained following construction of the new bridge due to cultural and historic significance
(to a minimum standard suitable for cyclists and pedestrians).

Submission #270 requests the tar sealing of Kelpie/Lagoon Road as part of the 2018/19 LTP, with the
works programmed to occur as soon as possible but no later than 2021/2022.
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Submission #270 expressed concerns about the level of service for roading maintenance in the District
and the performance of contractors. They have requested that a performance review of the existing
roading contractor is initiated.

Submission #286 concerned at the amount of heavy vehicle traffic that passes along Halcombe Rd and
continues into Palmerston North, and that any damage the trucks do to the road is not paid for by their
company.

Submission #288 would like to see Kuku Road and No 4 Line sealed when funds are available.

Submission #316 thinks that Council should be lobbying Central Government for extra funding for
roading, linking to tourism. Especially in relation to SH1 to Apiti due to increasing tourism traffic staying
in Apiti and passing through.

Submission #320 concerned at the amount of people trying to cross Aorangi Road every day at the
junction by the railway line and the roundabout by the police station. Recommends that the council
seriously considers installing pedestrian traffic lights at the roundabout. This is an NZTA road, so
council should seriously enter into negotiations with NZTA, KiwiRail etc.

Submission #325 believes that the standard of our roading is deteriorating. Thinks rural repairs are
unnecessarily delayed compared to urban repairs.

Submission #342 wants Council to be careful that it does not deplete reserves by not applying capital
expenditure to development of roads/footpaths on the basis that the network is currently fit for
purpose.

Submission #345 wants a 70km zone through Kiwitea as Kiwitea School is currently within a 100km
zone. Submission also lists a number of safety concerns around the school (refer to #345 submission).

Submission #351 urges council to not roll-over contracts for roading and other maintenance. Ensure
there is a fair vendor system so that jobs are done as economically and expertly as possible.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

The One Network Road Classification (ONRC) is the primary tool developed to enable operational and
culture change in road activity management. It facilitates a customer-focused, business case approach
to budget bids for the National Land Transport Programme (NLTP). NZTA provides a 53% subsidy so
every investment in transportation has to meet the Agency’s specific criteria and there are processes
that must be followed to obtain funding. NZTA has approved Council’s budget bid for the 2018-21
NLTP.

Officer comment

The Customer Levels of Service (CLoS) in Council’s Activity Management Plan are consistent with the
ONRC classification system, which divides New Zealand’s roads into six categories based on how busy
they are: National, Arterial, Regional, Primary collector, Secondary collector, Access.

67% of the Manawatu District Network are Access Roads, and 25% are Secondary collectors.
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Submission #053, As a member of the Regional Land Transport Committee, Council continues to
support the proposed SH3 Manawatl Gorge replacement route.

Submission #320, Council staff will continue to liaise with NZTA regarding pedestrian safety on SH54-
Aorangi Road.

Submission #071, The Courtesy Crossings in Feilding provide a safe environment for pedestrians to
cross the road. Courtesy crossings are safer than pedestrian crossings because pedestrians have to
catch the eye of motorists before crossing. Courtesy Crossings also have the secondary function of
“traffic calming” i.e. they slow traffic down. The Courtesy Crossings are part of the “Friendly Feilding”
culture.

Submissions #051, #194, #286. Halcombe Rd, North St., Lethbridge St., and Church Street are Primary
Collectors. These are locally important roads that provide a primary distributor/collector function,
linking significant local economic areas or population areas. The closure of the Manawatu Gorge has
increased the number of HCVs traveling on these roads. They are now performing the function of an
Arterial/Regional road, making a major contribution to the social and economic wellbeing of a region,
connecting to regionally significant places, industries, and airports. It would not be possible to prohibit
HCVs using these roads and streets.

Submissions #012, #345. The Speed Limit to Kimbolton Road at Kiwitea is currently being reviewed
under ‘Safer Journeys for Schools’ programme which may yield a variable speed limit during school
pick up & drop off times. Normal consultation and legislative procedures under LTR: Setting of speed
limits 2017 will apply; expected timeframe 6+ months. The location and arrangement of static school
signage on Kimbolton Road is also being reviewed under ‘Safer Journeys for Schools’ programme.

On Watershed Road the Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) in 2007 was 428 it is now 616, an increase
of 44% in 10 years. Under the One Network Roading Classification (ONRC) rural roads with AADT counts
between 200 and 1,000 are termed Secondary Collector Roads.

Submission #013, #023 A Safety Assessment of the Hiwinui was carried out by Beca in September 2016.
This report was made available to the Hiwinui Community Committee. The report made a number of
recommendations for improvements to the Hiwinui School area and surrounding road network. To
date the majority of the improvements under Council control have been implemented. All that remains
is to install 60kph variable speed signs, north and south of the school, on Watershed Road and on Reid
Line at the approach to the intersection. These will be activated during school drop off and pick up
periods only. Normal consultation and legislative procedures under LTR: Setting of speed limits 2017
will apply; expected timeframe 6+ months. It is hoped that the signs will be installed during the
Christmas break.

The concerns regarding the Ashhurst Road/Watershed Road Intersection and undulating nature of
Kelvin Grove Road have been relayed to Palmerston North City Council.

Submission #225, Council staff will review the need for a centre line on Taylor Road, Rongotea.

Submissions #034, #103, #106, #108, #122, #138, #140, #153, #185, #270 #316, #325, #342, Using the
ONRC, local authorities and NZ Transport Agency can compare the state of roads across the country,
and direct investment where it is needed most. Road users will see an increase in the quality of some
roads, and a decrease in others that have been over-specified in the past. Overall, New Zealanders will
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get the right level of road infrastructure where it is needed, determined by a robust, impartial,
nationally consistent tool.

The One Network Road Classification (ONRC) was designed to standardise the performance of the
roads throughout New Zealand, aiming to address historical inconsistencies, and promote economic
growth. Council monitors and measures its roads with the same tools and standards. These
performance measures support consistency.

Council is meeting the ONRC Performance Measures (http://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/Road-
Efficiency-Group-2/docs/NZTA160801-The-ONRC-Performance-Measures-Final-Published.pdf)

Council may increase the Levels of Service above that specified for a particular road classification but
the additional cost will not receive a subsidy from NZTA.

Submission #351 The Contractor has met the performance criteria, and under the Contract and the
Contract has been extended for a further three year term (2018-21).

Council’s Roading Activity Management Plan has been approved by NZTA and includes the following
strategies.

Maintenance: While savings can be made on surface treatments, additional investment is required in,
structures maintenance, drainage and resilience projects to reduce the cost of Emergency Works and
prepare for the impact of an increased number of logging trucks. The proposed strategy is to improve
the reliability and cost effectiveness of the road network. Deliver optimised programmes that are
affordable and consistent in cost within like classifications (ONRC). Communicate to the public (via the
Long Term Planning consultation phase) the proposed changes to the maintenance strategy and what
the likely benefits and consequences may be.

Network Resilience: The proposed strategy is to develop operational systems and capabilities and
immediate action plans. Identify risks and reduce magnitude of their impact and likelihood of
occurring. Increase drainage maintenance, and renewals. Increase unsealed road metalling. Increase
structural maintenance and component renewals

Safety: The proposed strategy is to reduce the number and severity of crashes on the network by
installing, upgrading or amending signage throughout the network. Removing a number of trees that
are road side hazards. Improve visibility by sight-benching. Traffic calming for Schools. Minor safety
improvements e.g. intersection upgrades, safety barriers, seal widening.

Submissions #198, #270, #282, #288 Seal extensions are classed as Road Improvements. Any
application for improvements which increases the level of service must provide evidence of
substantive benefits. To be eligible for a subsidy from NZTA projects should be submitted to the
Regional Land Transport Plan and to the National Land Transport Programme for approval. The
requested seal extensions are on low volume roads and are unlikely to attract a subsidy.

These projects could proceed as Non-subsidised works if Council provided the funding, however
Council has not budgeted for seal extensions until 2030.

Submissions #211, #268, #270, #337, Mangaweka Bridge, following the deck repairs in October 2016
the bridge was reopened with the following limits: 3T axles, 6T gross, a 10kph speed limit and no
stopping signs. This is due to weakened timber girders throughout the length. Funding for the Detailed
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Business Case (DBC) was approved in November 2017. The DBC is expected to be completed by May
2018. Council will submit the DBC to NZTA requesting funding for the Pre-Implementation Phase
(Design).

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 10. Bus service

Submission Numbers
Submissions #031, #352

Summary of submissions

Submission #031 would like the bus service that travels from Duke Street to Churcher Street to call
into Woodlands Retirement Village (not rest home) to pick up residents that no longer have their
drivers’ licences.

Submission #332 would like to see more covering at bus shelters, e.g. East St & Kimbolton Corner.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

All requests for changes to the bus service have been forwarded to Horizons Regional Council, which
manages public transport in the Manawatu-Wanganui region.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 11. Community Facilities

Submission Numbers

Submissions #012, #096, #122, #172, #183, #207, #213, #228, #248, #269, #270, #282, #288, #293,
#294, #313, #318, #319

Summary of submissions

Submission #012 notes assistance with their hall in Kiwitea is in need of repairs.

Submission #096 supports the submission by the Feilding Little Players Trust for maintenance and

upgrade of the Feilding Little Theatre. They are particularly concerned about the leaking roof and
earthquake proofing requirements.

Submission #122 appreciates the upkeep of the Pohangina Community Hall and the Country Fayre
complex.

Submission #172 endorses the proposed redevelopment of the Feilding Civic Centre. Council has
reduced its contribution. Look forward to working with Council on redevelopment goals.

Submission #183 opposes the decision not to replace the Cheltenham public toilets. Disputes the figure
of $283,000 to build replacements and thinks they could have been done for $100,000. Thinks the
figure was made up to shelve the project. Urges Council to reconsider this project.

Submission #207 supports council's decision to remove the Hydrotherapy pool at the Makino Aquatic
centre, but hopes that this project will continue if and when funds allow.

Submission #213 supports the Oroua Valley lookout replacement as the timber structure has reached
the end of its safe life, the design of the lookout is not currently up to safety standards, and the current
map and information board are out of date. Estimated costs:

a. Viewing platform construction cost. (Estimate Heritage Timbercraft) $25,000 + GST
b. Country Road map and information board. (Quote CEDA) $580 + GST
c. Information board. (Quote Beauchamp signs) $590 + GST

Submission #213 submits in support of the erection of a new Kimbolton viewing platform (corner of
footpath running alongside Kimbolton Rd). The Kimbolton Community Committee has commissioned
a design and costings for the erection of the platform.

Estimated construction cost. (Estimate Heritage Timbercraft) $19,000

Submission #228 believes that as it is clear PNCC has no intention of building a Bunnythorpe Hall, so
MDC should put an end to its reserved funding for the hall.

Submission #248 wants council to commit to the future of the existing Little Theatre Building in its
current location. Wants council to approve the upgrade concept plans for the future proofing of the
building, and make a financial contribution to the upgrade. Also requests that upgrade plans are
coordinated with Council’s earthquake strengthening work.
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Submission #269 encourages council to apply to the Tourism Infrastructure Fund for projects like new
carparks, toilets and visitor facilities.

Submission #270 requests $1,322.50 (GST incl) to cover costs to construct a fence parallel to the road
by the Rangiwahia Community Hall and playground.

Submission #282 requests that the LTP 2018-28 includes provision (outside the District-Wide Halls
Maintenance budget), before 2020, for the Halcombe Memorial Hall roof be replaced. Thanks Council
for the continued support of the Halcombe Community Walkway and for establishing a Mobile
Recycling Centre (MRC).

Submission #288 predicts upcoming costs related to the Pohangina School Swimming pool including
testing of the lining, painting work, and installation of a safety gate and signage. They also foresee that
the Pohangina Village School will need repainting in the next 3 years. The playground also requires
development to accommodate older children.

Submission #293 expresses concern on the sale of community assets such as the community house
and caretakers house at Kowhai Park. Thinks there could be a better use of community funds to retain
the caretakers cottage for public use. The sale of community house must be subject to other suitable
and improved community facilities being made available for groups to use on an ongoing basis. Sale of
land such as tennis courts that remove a public/health focussed asset from residents use or excludes
them, without replacement, is a concern.

Submission #294 is concerned about the inclusion of the Feilding Community House on Manchester St
as a property to be sold. They ask if the stakeholders of the premises and its adjacent seminar room
have been warned of the impending sale and been given notice. Asks what Council has in mind as an
alternative. Thinks Council has not been courteous. Wants the sale to be made public so people can
contribute to finding an alternative.

Submission #313 expresses concern about the unclean state of public toilets after holidays which
cannot be kept clean no matter how hard council tries. Also hopes for 1 extra bin for rubbish outside
the entrance grass area at Himatangi.

Submission #318 is appalled that council is funding Duke St tennis court resealing if it is not a council
owned facility. And if it is owned by council, why have the toilets been locked to the public for the last
few years?

Submission #319 asks MDC to look at all of the council owned properties and places where council
works with the public to ensure that steps and steep slopes are clearly marked to accommodate those
with low vision. Top of steps (treads) and side down (risers) need to be clearly marked with a different
coloured surface. Also recommends that council ensure that poor lighting is improved in public spaces,
and painting of bollards, railings etc. are painted in bright colours so they are not easily walked into.

Submission #325 disappointed that so many community projects have been cancelled in the proposed
plan, and stresses the negative effect this has on communities who spend hours of voluntary time
forming, proposing and consulting on community projects, only to have them deleted from the plan.

Submission #112 also supports Feilding and District Promotions request for additional funding to
enable completion of the redevelopment of the bathroom area within the Feilding Train Station.
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Submission #342 - Also request funding for the redevelopment of the toilet area at the Train Station
to accommodate a private toilet for FDP/IC staff.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

#012 Maintenance budget of $55,000 is allocated to across the 32 halls, this is prioritised based on
maintaining water tightness, health and safety and structural integrity. Discretionary projects are
undertaken from remaining funding if any.

Kiwitea hall is currently getting works carried out on the roof to remove leaks in the roof.

#096, #248 Currently carry over funding for the repairs to the roof and minimal funding for the
earthquake strengthening is in budget, but officers are waiting on external funding from the trust to
carry out works as a larger package of works.

#122 Appreciation noted.

#172 Budget put forward to the trust for upgrade to Civic centre is $116k in year two for exterior
painting and waterproofing. $550k Civic centre Redevelopment.

#183 The desired location for the Cheltenham new toilet outside of the Cheltenham hall to be located
within Memorial triangle. The community committee currently have a user counter installed with
average person usage is 61 per day. Cost are for entire new structure with connection into septic
system when developed.

#207 Although the Hydrotherapy Pool has been taken out of the draft LTP, we are working with users
of the Makino Aquatic Centre to ensure we are providing a range of activities that supports health and
wellbeing.

213 The lookout is currently located on private land, which is organically certified, the lookout was
installed by a voluntary community group, next to a rest area on road reserve.

#228 an historic agreement has been established with PNCC to contribute funds towards hall, there
has been no confirmed indication from PNCC that that they are not going to continue with the
development. These funds will be asked to be carried over as part of submission #356.

#288 Decisions still to be made around the direction of community pools, this will be an outcome from
the Regional sports Facilities plan.

#318 The courts are used for community netball on Saturday morning. The toilets have been open 7
days a week since last Annul plan as part of submission.

#319 These items can be considered with any renovations, or identification of particular hazards that
need immediate action. Lighting will be addressed on a case by case basis.
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#342 + #112 The building that FDP lease is Kiwirail owned, MDC have an agreement with FDP to lease
the public toilets for the use of Public including cleaning and the locking of it. If modifications are
required then these will need to be worked through as part of their lease with Kiwirail. This should not
be a cost to MDC.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 12. Parks, Reserves, Sportsgrounds

Submission Numbers

Submissions #032, #047, #053, #114, #122, #126, #127, #133, #1309, #140, #143, #144, #149, #159,
#205, #207, #224, #278, #282, #287, #288, #293, #309, #313, #314, #318, #342, #343, #344, #346

Summary of submissions

Submission #032 requests support for investigating options for new skate park in Feilding,
Submission #047 requests upgrades to Douglas Square, and Te Kawau Park
Submission #053 wants to know why Council is paying for the resealing of the Duke Street Courts

Submission #114 supports a Sports Facilities Provision Plan and looks forward to consultation on this
later in the year.

Submission #122 thinks everyone should pay equally for upgrades to parks and reserves such as the
Raumai Reserve as everyone uses them.

Submission #126 expresses that the plan’s outline of future Parks and Reserve projects exist almost
exclusively in the Feilding area — no Rural examples

Submission #127 supports the disposal of assets that are no longer of benefit to the district. Suggests
the sale of Awahuri-Feilding road and Boness road. #278 does not support the disposal of 139 South
Street, as it could be used for the Feilding Transfer Station.

Submission #133 wants Council to support proposed track extensions and ground developments
proposed by Manawatu Blokart Club (MBC). The club requests (and offers help with some of these task
from within its membership):

1. Improve the entrance into the Domain from SH1 — widening and seal extension into the
carpark. Or an additional entrance at the southern end for trucks and/or camper vans.

2. Install a unisex composting eco type toilet.

3. Removal of selected gum trees along the southern boundary (1/3 from either end). MBC
intend to relocate its clubhouse to the same boundary.

4. Extend carpark to southern boundary, including extending the wooden barrier fence,
relocating the security gate and resurfacing the carpark.

Submission #139 wants parks and reserves costs spread wider as many are not located within Feilding.

In relation to sportsgrounds, submission #139 questioned what research has been done to understand
at what point accessibility plays a part in the amount of people that use parks in Feilding.

Submission #140 wants to know how much DC’s have been taken for parks, reserves and
sportsgrounds from Mt Taylor development.
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Submission #140 wants the water differentials for Mt Taylor to be reduced from 80% to 40% and to
25% for wastewater to better reflect the benefit to residents and (lack of) costs to Council.

Submission #143 was upset about the unexpected loss of the mini putt in Himatangi Beach. Thinks the
community committee should have informed the public at the public meeting about what was
planned.

Submission #144 requests that the Himatangi Beach tennis court be upgraded to a useable standard.

Submission #144 requests that Council continues to ensure public toilets in Himatangi Beach are
maintained to a high standard.

Submission #144 requests that Council continues to ensure that the children’s playground equipment
in Himatangi Beach is maintained to a safe and presentable standard.

Submission #144 requests an eradication programme for acacia and yucca plants in Himatangi Beach.

Submission #149 wants the aviary plan for Kowhai Park reconsidered. Exotic birds are inappropriate
for a primary sector District. Suggests that the remaining native birds be retained and developed as a
native bird sanctuary for tourism.

Submission #159 requests that Council contribution to Awahuri Forest — Kitchener Park remain at the
$90,000 it has been for the past two years. They need every cent to maintain and provide additional
facilities for public and educational access to the Park.

Submission #205 questions what is happening with the Red Bridge removed from the pond in Kowhai
park. Understands that Rotary club has offered to replace it at no cost to ratepayers. Highlights the
importance of the bridge to the community.

Submission #207 supports the construction of a new park and walkways in the Precinct 4 area, but
disagrees with the proposal not to fund a car parking area and toilet facilities. The submission also
believes that Precinct 4 needs more green space. The submission supports proposed works at Kowhai
park, but would like to see the existing playground under the trees kept as is — sees the playground
next to the cricket pavilion as being better suited to being fenced in. Submission #207 also disagrees
with the plan to not continue with the toilets/changing room/storage facilities at Timona park as they
are needed to support future use of the park.

Submission #224 is outraged at the cancellation of the Rongotea Village update, despite the expensive
planning exercise with Boffa Miskell and the growth of Rongotea. Also submits for substantial budget
to be allocated to the pruning of the cherry trees in Rongotea. Submission #224 is concerned that the
Te Kawau Playground upgrade has been cancelled because the community worked to improve it
themselves, when new OSH rules and the need for smooth paving gave very little progress for young
people. Asks if the upgrade can go ahead for the young people.

Submission #282 disagrees with the $1.1m Rimu Park Exchange and Development spend as it seems
excessive based on the work required.

Submission #287 encourages MDC to reconsider projects that provide toilet facilities for people using

waterways and adjacent areas, such as the redevelopment of Mt Lees to support freedom camping.
Offered to work with officers to secure external funding for these projects.
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Submission #288 supports the Pohangina Domain blueprint prepared by Peter Shore and Bruce Court
with funding provided by MDC. The immediate priorities staged over 3 years in support of the Blueprint
included:

° Development of the carpark at the front of the domain with signage in support of the Blueprint
project and how to support with moderate limbing of historic elms to promote safe picnicking
and ambience. Funds requested $5000

° Fencing around the carpark and pavilion and a basic yard/loading ramp. Funds requested
$5000

° Domain Entranceway. Funds requested $5000

° Picnic Tables and chairs. Funds requested $2000

All of the above would provide immediate utility for an exotic and native planting, walkways, toilets,
drainage and a cricket ground.

Submission #293 wants all previous submissions and responses to the 2017 consultation document on
the reserve management plan be included and recognised in the 2018 LTP submissions. They included
a copy of the Feilding Community Committee submission from Dec 2017. Requests for Kowhai Park
are: improve parking in K. Park, including a space for mobility scooters and all weather shelters. Family
focus, more seating, Pet Barn, indoor small pets (refer to Queens Park) Invercargill C.C. Disabled and
children’s swing equipment for wheelchairs. Revisit permits for Camping options in Kowhai Park and
Timona Park. Community consultation on Bird housing and options. More toilets, temporary Porta
Loos over summer months by Playground Fenced playground for under 5's.

Requests for Rimu Park are: plan another Park in this area of Feilding, upgrade and drain the lower wet
part of Park. Invite Feilding groups to plant a green-way of natives and orchard. Connect Pharazyn
development with Root St area, East West divide, another road option 2 enhance river access by
proposed bridge.

Requests for Timona Park are: Develop river-way, terrace seating along river (refer to Queenstown
Council area with terraces) dogs issue, plan for a dog park (rather than dogs all over the park) BMX
track, encourage Bike clubs input, Cycle School (near the playground). Insufficient toilets for everyone
especially campers, Porta Loos over summer near playground. Tourism, freedom campers Build basic
toilets, shower and kitchen, coin operated. Local businesses would benefit from this initiative.

Requests for Denbigh Square Development are: create a roundabout to help slow traffic encourage
variety community projects for the square 4 sections in the square, one area needs a toilet, small dog
fun park, fenced with security gate, eco playground and BBQ area, plenty of seats, perfumed herb
garden. Seating and picnic area, especially designed for elderly using scooters. Youth, Basket Ball court,
skate jump area, jumbo chess set.

Also request: Fresh water fountains in all parks around Feilding Composting toilets, affordable and
environmentally friendly. Free bikes and tandem bikes borrowed from Feilding Promotions Design and
discuss with locals cycle track and walkway around Feilding Mt Lees, plan for freedom campers to
relocate to Timona Park due to road safety, more convenient to Feilding's shops and amenities. Mt
Lees reserve for Camper vans and certified motor-homes and picnics. A fenced playground for all ages
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next to the Library - would love to see this community driven and built. Ideas using wood and make
forts, pirate ship - things for kids to use their imagination on and quite organic - use natural products.
Get Menzshed involved in the construction

Submission #293 requests that Council maintain a policy of consistency in management/enforcing
guidelines and rules for each individual park or reserve.

Submission #293 wants to know what the future plans are for the old tote building and former cricket
pavilion.

Submission #293 was surprise at the level of funding for Mt Lees Freedom camping and believes there
needs to be a detailed plan on how to direct, manage and encourage tourism access into all areas of
the Manawatu. Submission #344 also wants provision to be made for capital funding for facilities at
Mt Lees, incl. a playground, overnight camping area with facilities, reinstatement of previous levels of
maintenance, signage, shared pathway/cycleway from the end of the Sanson (cemetery) walkway to
the reserve and overdue maintenance of the homestead.

Submission #293 recommends that a temporary lime chip carpark be put on the corner of Stafford and
Hobson St due to parking congestion and the pools and library.

Submission #309 requests that Council make provision for the redevelopment of the eastern entry to
Kowhai Park in future plans. The reconfiguration of the entry as shown in the Draft Kowhai Park
Development Masterplan Review document would result in safer pedestrian and vehicle access, car
parking and improve disability access.

Submission #313 says that very little is spent on reserves in Himatangi Beach. They are overgrown and
maintained by volunteers. The reserve behind the fire station has no rubbish bins and as a result there
is dog poo everywhere.

Submission #314 thanks Council for its support of Timona Orchard Trust, and submits in support of
council continuing this support to ensure sustainability of the project. Expressed some concern at the
weeds missed when a contractor came out and spot sprayed.

Submission #318 thinks that given tourism’s economic benefit, consideration should be given to
providing a place closer to town for camping, including those without self-containment facilities.
Timona Park could offer some scope for this and it could be a part of the proposed upgrade.

Submission #342 and #343 support the development of Kowhai Park, Johnston Park Redevelopment,
Victoria Park, Timona Park and Duke Street Courts.

Submission #342 is concerned about how despite indication that rural and residential ratepayers
benefit equally from services funded by the general rate, many of the projects not included in the LTP
affect outlying villages (e.g. Himatangi Beach, Tangimoana Beach, Mt Lees Reserve, Sanson Main St,
Rongotea Village etc). Not clear if those expenditures would have been from the general rate. Wants
to know the basis of the decision to defer expenditure on these projects and in these particular areas,
especially when there is not a corresponding cutback in CBD expenditure.

Submission #346 recommends that MDC investigate replacing glyphosate use by council contractors

with electro-thermal technology. Also suggested investigating the use of Tagetes minuta to clean
Manawatu soils and discourage more exotic pest plants from establishing here.
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Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

#032 Investigation of skate park in Makino precinct is underway and supported by Council.

#047 The maintenance of Cherry trees within the Rongotea are covered within the Recreational
Services OSM contract. This includes line clearance to Power line, removal of dead trees, and
carriageway clearance (both footpath and road) removal of epicromal growth.

Increase in this level of service will have financial implications due to other works falling outside of
scope within the contract. The Rongotea Community Committee may wish to provide labour to prune
the trees to reduce the costs.

#047 Submission is not clear on what increase in standards are required regarding Douglas Square and
Te Kawau Park, both are regularly mown, sprayed, and edged, with litter removal.

#053 An agreement between Council and the Land owner Ministry of Education / Feilding High School,
council will meet the cost of resealing and remarking of the Duke Street courts to have them available
for community use. This is the host site for Saturday morning netball.

#122 Funding for maintenance works on parks are funded from the general rate. Equal across all
ratepayers.

#126 There are projects identified for a number of the rural villages parks and reserves, including
Himatangi, Sanson, Rangiwahia, Rongotea, Kimbolton the consultation document may not have
identified all projects that is within the LTP.

#133 Officers are working with the MBC to address some of there issues. The improvement to the
entranceway is a significant piece of work as on SH1 is under NZTA Slip lanes will be required in both
directions. Discussions are underway regarding the location of the new toilets for Sanson replacing the
ones within the hotel site, the removal of the trees was initially objected to by the community
committee as it would open up the area and make , there is an operational cost for the removal of the
trees . Not sure on the need for the extension to the car park, currently does not reach capacity, there
would be a significant cost to have this installed.

#139 A Regional Sports Facility Plan has recently been completed that makes recommendations on
current and future sport and recreation provision. This includes recommendations on the accessibility,
connectivity and the locations of sports parks. Further work is underway on sharing the findings of this
report and to include the recommendations in future work plans.

#143 Direction came from the Himatangi beach community committee for the removal funding came
in annul plan submission. It is the role of the CC to communicate to the village.

#144 Renewal funding is in year 4 for tennis court, public toilets are maintained with higher frequency
over summer period with an increase even further over the Christmas New Year period. Removal of
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the Yucca removal is currently underway with community led by Horizons Aaron Madden, the removal
of the Acacia is a significant piece of work, but is not considered significant plant pest in the Horizons
pest plant control guide.

#149 A working party has been established for the aviaries at Kowhai park to decide on the
development of the Exotic birds. The natives need to be removed due to the non compliance with DOC
standards. MDC does not currently hold a permit for some of the birds within the native bird area, and
not likely to get one without significant investment.

#205 The red bridge was not structurally sound and needed to be removed for safety reasons. There
has been discussions with Rotary regarding the development of a replacement bridge.

#207 The Timona park public toilet is included within year one of the LTP. There is also $40k to be
carried over as part of submission #356, the changing room component.

#224 The playground has had a recent redevelopment, but did not have required funds to have the
court area sealed. Council has worked with the Rongotea community to develop the new playground
that meet the safety standards, the budgeted maintenance of the trees is currently based on line
clearance and removal of dead, currently not sufficient funds for the amenity shaping of the cherry
trees.

#293 Staff have not previously been made aware of any issues with parking in the library but this could
be addressed if upgrade works are to proceed. The Tote building is leased by the Airforce training corp,
Manawatu Pottery have been relocated to the old cricket pavilion, and have a long term lease (10
Years) in the space. Reserve management plans have been established for the parks and have been
grouped to the similar type parks, eg coastal reserves, neighbourhood park, sports grounds.

#309 The submission have been forwarded on to consultant working on Reserves management plan
review, for the inclusion of this advice.

#313, Reserves with in Himatangi are maintained by Rec Services, and a number of the gardens with
in the Himatangi has an understanding that the community will maintain these as they were requested
by community groups previously.

#318 There is a current camp ground within Feilding that should be supported by campers if they are
not fully self-contained as required by council freedom camping policy. A dump station is planned in
year 2 of LTP.

#344 Funding for renewal of playground at Mt Lees is in the LTP in year 4. Capital funding for
development of the camping area may be included as part of the Tourism Infrastructure Fund
application. In order to be eligble for Tourism Infrastructure funding, partial funding for the projects
will need to be included in the LTP.

#346 Spraying of glysophate is part of the current open spaces maintenance contract, if the villages
wish to be spray free then a targeted rate will need to be in place to cover the significant increase in
labour required and reduced term of vegetation kill. Currently Rec Services are are working on being
spray free for Christchurch City Council with very mixed results. There are a number of issues that have
come as part of this, both health and safety and the significant increase in labour, with weeds returning
faster than previous control methods.
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Topic 13  Community Housing

Submission Numbers

Submissions #033, #068, #113, #279

Summary of submissions

Submission #033 requests heat pumps to be installed for heating of pensioner flats in Cargill Avenue
Council supports and suggests that Manawatu Community Trust install Heat Pumps.

Submission #068 wants Council to continue to support the Manawatu Community Trust
Submission #113 encourages Council to continue to subsidise social housing

Submission #279 asks that the council include in the LTP2018-28 the following lending to Manawatu
Community Trust for the purposes of increasing provision of affordable housing: $1m in 2019/20 on
an ‘on-call’ type arrangement at Council interest levels and $1.45m in both 2023/24 and 2027/28 at
Council interest levels.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

Submission #033 - It would be at the Trust’s discretion if heat pumps were to be installed within each
unit. The maintenance and improvements of facilities within the pensioner flats sit with Manawatu
Community Trust.

Submission #068, #113, #279 — Council will continue to support the Manawatu Community Trust.
Providing additional loan facilities to the Trust will be discussed with Council.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 14. Libraries

Submission Numbers
Submissions #037, #053, #114, #207, #259, #282, #318, #325, #342

Summary of submissions
Submission #037 & #114 Ask about the costs for the Councils Library Redevelopment.

Submission #038 Asks about the costs for the Councils Library Redevelopment, as well as questions
regarding its Earthquake risk

Submission #207 supports the seismic strengthening of the Feilding Public Library, but questions the
cost of the work. Thinks that the library would ideally be situated in town with green space surrounding
it.

Submission #259, #282 does not agree with the budget allocated to the Library redevelopment, and
thinks that rate payers need to be provided with the full details of what is being proposed.

Submission #318 thinks that it makes sense to extend the facility while doing the seismic
strengthening.

Submission #325 supports the seismic strengthening of the library, but does not believe any further
redevelopment can be justified at this time.

Submission #342 generally supports the redevelopment of the library but is concerned about the
amount for this. The consultation document is silent on what is included in “major renewals.” Wants
a close watch on the detail around this project and expects that MDC has considered a broader
development than simply library services (e.g. provision of a community based space available for use
by a wide range of community organisations).

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

All submissions — Currently Council is pursuing the library service continuing in the existing building.
Seismic assessments have been carried out by Kevin O’Connor & Associates Ltd and it has been
assessed as requiring earthquake strengthening.

Council is therefore obligated to upgrade the site to ensure it is fit for purpose and meeting the needs
of a growing and diverse population.

With a major contributor to the cost being seismic upgrade, the costs outlined in the LTP are defined
as follows:
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Construction as of October 2015:
A1 Demolition 1, 277 64
A2 Structural Alterations
A3 External Fabric Alterations
A4 Internal Fitout Alterations
A5 Sundries
A6 Preliminaries & Margin
A7 Contingencies
B1 External Works
Total Construction Cost
Price escalation (assuming construction August 2018) @16%
MDC Contingency
Furniture Fittings and Equipment
Professional Fees - design, QS
Building and Resource Consents and Insurances
Renewal furniture and fittings including new floor coverings
Upgrade of library spaces and increased accessibility

Capital Balance

The option to relocate the library needs further discussion, but has not been ruled out as yet.

$82,180
$301,775
$649,060
$1,155,840
$194,500
$241,645
$265,000
$260,000
$3,150,000
$504,000
$234,000
$500,000
$370,000
$65,000
$153,000
$424,000

$5,400,000

Regardless of the extent of a library upgrade or its location, Council needs to include in its LTP budget

for this to happen.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 15. Earthquake Strengthening

Submission Numbers

#053, #112, #114, #137, #183, #278, #282, #325, #342

Summary of submissions

Submission #053 does not want ratepayer money spent on privately owned buildings

Submission #112 supports the consultation process with the community regarding this issue but
expressed concern about the availability of sufficiently qualified people to carry out the required
works. The submitter notes that this issue is not specific to MDC.

Submission #114 questions the amount planned to be spent on Earthquake strengthening of the
council building

Submission #137 does not believe the Council building needs earthquake strengthening. Concerned
that unless there is help for CBD owners there will be holes on the CBD streets of Feilding, Marton,
Taihape etc.

Submission #183 opposes the cost of earthquake strengthening the library and suggests that Council
consider a smaller newer venue with a café, maybe in the new vacant shops next to the Rosebowl.

Submission #278 supports earthquake strengthening of the council building, however, wonders if the
building is still big enough based on staff growth numbers, and questions whether it would be worth
extending the building or adding an extra story at the same time as strengthening. Wonders if council
has assessed strengthening of other council owned buildings.

Submission #282 opposed the spend on earthquake strengthening of the council building as it only has
a coordination capacity during a civil defence emergency, it is not required to be a bomb shelter type
building. Activities could move to tents in Manfeild etc. if a disaster was to occur.

Submission #325 believes that if council is going to support the owners of earthquake prone buildings,
they should also be helping rural people during weather storms. Believes EPB are a district wide issue
and needs to be funded accordingly, not by having rural people subsidise CBD owners.

Submission #342 notes the decrease in rating burden on CBD properties and the imminent issue of
EQPBs. Wants Council to take a holistic approach to planning considerations to ensure Feilding retains
a vibrant CBD moving forward. Wants planning to consider longer timeframes (40-50yrs).

Submission #342 questioned if Council has used LGCl inflation adjustment measures to ensure that the
projected $1.9m expenditure on the Council building remains cost effective until 2020/21. Asked if
there is any flexibility around the CD headquarters requirement (i.e. a mobile CD HQ base as opposed
to strengthening costs for current building which is presumably over 34% NBS). Suggests MDC could
lead the way in this sort of (decentralised) thinking.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing
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Implications

Officer comment

Submission 53 — The current LTP contains no plans to spend Council money to earthquake strengthen
privately owned buildings

Submission 112 — Earlier this year MDC & PNCC held a joint workshop with Engineers and Architects
on Earthquake prone buildings. Both groups of professionals commented on a lack of demand for their
services in this area. Currently there is no shortage of sufficiently skilled people.

Submission 114 — We look forward to receiving a tender from the submitter when we are procuring
the work. We assume they are a fully qualified and experienced Civil Engineer with many years of
EQPB work.

Submission 137 — The Council building must be strengthened in order to meet Civil Defence building
standards (IL4). The Council is working with CBD owners to retain a vibrant Feilding CBD.

Submission 183 — Currently Council is pursuing the library service continuing in the existing building
and as it is earthquake prone, is obligated to upgrade. The option to relocate the library needs further
discussion, but has not been ruled out as yet.

Submission 278 — Council has no intention to add an additional floor to the Council building and is
instead looking at efficient utilisation of interior space.

Submission 282, 342 — In the event of a major Civil Defence emergency, residents will come to the
existing Council building for help and support. Council is required to deliver both civil defence
assistance and business as usual services during a natural disaster. This can only be done from a Council
building, not in tents at Manfield.

Submission 325 — Council does help rural people weather storms. Last year’s July storm resulted in the
Council spending an unbudgeted S1.6million to clear the rural roads in the North.

Submission 342 — The timeframe for strengthening or removal of Earthquake Prone Buildings is
determined by legislation, not Council.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 16. District Development

Submission Numbers

#085, #112, #120, #122, #129, #144, #263, #2609, #270, #282, #287, #288, #290, #292, #3009, #325,
#341, #342, #343, #346

Summary of submissions

Submission #085 disagrees with the belief that growth is good and that growth will exacerbate existing
problems. Wants the 10 year plan to target how to better care for existing families and sustain what
we have.

Submission #112 and #341 support the funding of CEDA.

Submission #112 supports Feilding and District Promotions Incorporated and their role in the
community. Concerned about shortfall in funding for the Information Centre and wants it fully funded.

Submission #120 thanks MDC for their ongoing commitment to Te Manawa. Submission #341 asks
Council to consider increasing its contribution to Te Manawa to ensure it remains a regional centre for
the arts.

Submission #122 considers that economic development is of little or no benefit to rural ratepayers.
Community development benefits everyone equally.

Submission #129 wants Council to focus on building a sustainable community (including food
production) rather than growth.

Submission #134 wants Council for focus on health and wellbeing of communities. Supports work with
Community Committees and wants this supported and extended. Wants MDC to support
improvements in housing, advocating for improvements in transport, fostering social networks,
physical activity and sports, healthy food, smoking and tobacco control, youth and young people (e.g.
mentorship and employment).

Submission #144 requests the unspent community funding for the Himatangi Beach Community
Committee to be carried over to the next financial year. At present the committee has a funding
application for consideration with CET for the electrical components for the BBQ area proposed next
to the tennis court — if successful will enable the committee to use the committee funding at hand
(57,620) for the concrete pad and the overhead cover. Requests a carry over of the $15,000 allocated
for the entranceway signage be carried over to the next financial year and that any surplus be spent
on signage around the village. Requests that funding for Stage 3 of the signage programme be
continued for the street signage etc.

Submission #144 requests ongoing support from Council for the Himatangi Beach Community Patrol.

Submission #263 thinks that council should operate Neighbourhood Support as a Council Controlled
Organisation, as many other District Councils around NZ do.

Submission #269 recommends that council coordinates with Central Government and industry
partners on infrastructure projects submitted to the Regional Growth Fund.
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Submission #270 signals their intention to progress the following projects as aligned to the Rangiwahia
Community Plan over the next 10 years:

o Disabled toilet
° Shower block
° Community kitchen hall upgrade, including hot water.

Submission #282 requests Council’s permission to carry over all unspent Halcombe community project
funds and the unspent funds for the CBD Upgrade project ($12,375) into 2018/19

Submission #287 supports MDC's use of the plan change process to manage growth in Precinct 4 and
wants to work together through the process.

Submission #288 - The PVCC has $11,061 allocated to 4 projects (Information Centre/bus shelter,
signage, Pohangina Recreation reserve and public meetings) that has not been spent this year. The

PVCC would like these funds to be carried over and spent in the 2017/18 financial year.

Submission #290 states that Feilding and the CBD do not capitalise on events to enhance themselves
and their businesses, but are passive in their involvement.

Submission #292 seeks partial funding for an additional 1.5 full time equivalent positions within CEDA,
relating to development, management and administration of a regional events strategy and regional
events fund. They ask for MDC to consider partial funding to CEDA of $27,500 annually (PNCC $82,500)
to cover this additional cost.

Submission #309 seeks an increase in grant funding from Council of an additional $200,000 per annum.

Submission #309 notes MDC'’s support for the establishment of a Regional Facility Fund through
Horizons LTP. The submitter recommended in their submission to Horizons that the level be increased
to S1mil per annum and recommends an increased contribution to this from each Council in their LTP.
(Check with Lisa on the Horizons submission)

Submission #309 recommends Council consider an increase in major event funding for significant
events both contestable and non contestable.

Submission #326 submits that the current level of funding provided by Manawatu District Council to
build and maintain a Neighbourhood Support for the whole Manawatu District is insufficient to ensure
the long term continuation of the organisation and its communication network. The level of
uncertainty and resultant stresses on the organisations board members and employee(s) is
detrimental to the effective operation of the organisation in meeting its outcomes.

Submission #341 supports additional industrial land at Turners Road to enable greater choice and
supply, consistent with the Joint Industrial Land Review.

Submission #342 requests an additional $68,000 to allow them to operate the Information Centre
without cross-subsidisation or cost cutting. Also note CEDA requires an Information Centre to fulfil
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certain requirements, which they are currently unable to do due to funding shortfall. Seek an additional
full-time staff member plus additional funding for training of current staff.

Submission #342 wants to consult further with MDC on the Community Planning Development and
Implementation Fund.

Submission #342 supports the application of $45,000 to support funding Community Committees.
Suggests MDC consider applying additional funding to support Committees.

Submission #343 supports the continued community development funding, specifically the $91,000
provided to Sport Manawatu.

Submission #346 asks how the Feilding Community Committee funding since its post-election
inception compares with MDC'’s funding of every other committee during the same time. Submitter
considers that has been funded more generously than other Committees and wants to know why and
what it has been used for.

Submission #346 asks why Council prefers community committees over community boards (which
come under LGOIMA). Concerned that community committees are outside of LGA Law. Recommended
that Council abolish community committees and replace them with community boards.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Submission #316 - Request carry forwards of unspent funding. Priority projects would like Council’s
financial assistance with are the Apiti Museum refurbishment, beautification and village gateway.
Implications

Additional funding requests that are unable to be incorporated in proposed District Development
budget included in the Draft LTP, which would require Council’s consideration whether to fund and if
so, how to fund:

° Te Manawa Museum — request from PNCC for an increased contribution — currently $20k pa

° CEDA - request for an additional $27,500 annually to partially fund an additional 1.5 full time
equivalent (PNCC has been asked for an additional $82,500)

° Manfeild Park Trust — an additional operational grant of $200k pa
° Feilding & District Promotion — an additional $68,000 pa to operate the Information Centre
° Manawatu District Neighbourhood Support — an additional $40k pa

Officer comment

Submission #085 and #129. The Manawatu District has many attributes that are attracting new
residents to the area, such as lifestyle, employment and educational opportunities and favourable
housing affordability relative to many other parts of New Zealand. Accordingly, the District is attracting
both new international residents alongside New Zealanders from other parts of the country. Planning
for these new residents is essential to ensure the level of service for the existing community in addition
to new residents is sustained.
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Submission #085, #129 and # 134. The Council agrees that supporting our communities is essential.
Accordingly, Council is currently working on a Community Development Strategy with the aim of
identifying actions to support and enhance the wellbeing of our communities into the future.
Residents will have the opportunity to contribute to the draft Strategy later in the year.

Submission #112 and #341. The Council is pleased to support CEDA to provide economic development
services to the Region.

Submission #112 & #342a. Council contracts CEDA to provide Information Services to the Manawatu
District. CEDA then sub-contracts the delivery of information services to Feilding and District
Promotion. Council provides funding to support the delivery of information services to the District
and is happy with the level of service provided through our contractual arrangement with CEDA.

Submission #112. Feilding and District Promotion is located within the Feilding Railway Station. The
building is owned by KiwiRail, rather than Manawata District Council.

Submission #122 & #290. ‘The Manawatu District Council’s Economic Development Strategy identifies
agriculture and food as priority sectors for the District economy. Council funds our Central Economic
Development Agency (CEDA) to provide services to all our key industries, including agriculture.
Specifically, funding from the Manawatu District ratepayers pays for CEDA to host the New Zealand
AgriFood Investment Week, support FoodHQ and research and investment opportunities, provide
business support services, and to actively seek access to emerging global agricultural markets.” Stacey
Bell

Submission # 144, #282, #270, #288 and #316 - The unspent Community Committee funds and the
Community Plan projects have been included in a submission from the Community & Strategy Group
to be carried forward.

Submission #120 - The Council is pleased to support Te Manawa Museums Trust in providing a facility
available to the region.

Submission #263 and #326. The LGA has many constraints on a CCO which will be more restrictive on
how the MD Neighbourhood Support operate. It is therefore not operate that Council makes this
organisation a CCO. Council currently has a community development partnership agreement with
Neighbourhood Support. This is providing effective delivery of service for the community. Council is
unable to commit to the additional funding requested and encourages the organisation to continue in
their endeavours to obtain funding through the national body and other third party funding agencies.

Submission #269. The Council is committed to investigating opportunities to partner with industry and
Central Government to fund infrastructure for the District where there are benefits to our ratepayers.
The Council will continue to investigate opportunities through the Provincial Growth Fund and
alternative Central Government funding opportunities.

Submission #287. The Council is committed to progressing the Plan Change process to manage growth
in Precinct 4. Community engagement and input is welcomed, both through public consultation in
addition to the submission and hearings process.

Submission #292. The Council has committed an additional $100,000 in the 2018-19 budget to support
Regional Events Resourcing and additional event related costs.
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Submission #309. Submission #309 recommends Council consider an increase in major event funding
for significant events both contestable and non contestable. Currently MDC contracts CEDA with
$15,000 for the Regional Events Framework. There is also $55,000 for the event fund distributed by
the Community Development Funding Committee. The proposed LTP has an additional $100,000 for
the Regional Events Framework fund and staff resourcing of the fund.

Submission #325. The Council has a responsibility to limit fiscal spending within budget constraints.
Inevitably this has led to the prioritisation of projects across all Council activities.

Submission #341. The Council understands the importance of enabling commercial development
through the provision of critical infrastructure. The Council agrees that the development of Turners
Road will increase the supply of good quality industrial land, provide for greater commercial choice
and attract additional business and employment opportunities to the District.

Submission #342. The Council along with Palmerston North City Council contract CEDA to provide a
Palmerston North based I-SITE and to provide a Feilding based information/visitor service that is
integrated with the regional I-SITE service, including websites, promotional/marketing materials and
information. The value of the contract with CEDA is $618,527. This includes the provision of all the
services listed above plus the other services in the contract. The contract does not specify an amount
for the I-SITE and information/visitor centre service. CEDA have sub-contracted the Feilding based
information/visitor service to Feilding & District Promotion. The price and service levels for that service
has been agreed between CEDA and FDP. During 2014-15 and 2015-16, MDC contracted Destination
Manawatu to the value of about $78,000 for the Feilding-based information/visitor service.

Submission #342. The Council welcomes community involvement on Community Planning and
implementation. There are 15 committees each proposed to receive $3,000, which totals $45,000 to
support funding Community Committees. This is a small increase to reflect more Community
Committees and their more active role in their communities.

Submission #343. The Council is pleased to support Sport Manawatu to provide services to the
Manawatu Region.

Submission #346 - The Feilding Community Committee received $5,400 which equates to two years of
$2,700 annual community project funding allocated to each of the community committees. Council
had tagged $30,000 for a community plan to be developed during the 2016/17 financial year which
was carried forward to 2017/18 - to date this has not been spent.

Although not required by Legislation, MDC reports Community Committee minutes to the Council and
public. Council Policy allows for elections of Community Committees each triennium.

The Community Planning process has supported communities to create a vision and plan that they
own and is supported by Council.

The Community Committee approach allows greater local ownership, responsibility and autonomy for
local solutions to local issues, which is an effective alternative to a legal structure with Community

Boards.

Council decision -
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Topic 17. Growth Projects

Submission Numbers

Submissions #023, #054, #113, #114, #134, #139, #180, #183, #196, #211, #256, #259, #275, #278,
#282, #293, #307, #309, #310, #323, #342

Summary of submissions

Submission #023 raises concerns with lack of infrastructural planning for the development of Hiwinui.

Submission #113 Encourages council to accelerate the growth of house construction, and regulate
and/or register property managers and landlords

Submission #134 agrees Council needs to build infrastructure for growth so it can growth in a planned
and orderly way.

Submission #139 questioned why Council gave developers permission to install a 50mm wastewater
pipe in Kapiti Court.

Submission #180 — Nothing is planned in Hiwinui in the next 10 years but the rate taking has increased
due to allowed subdivision. Services do not meet the needs of the current community, yet subdivision
continues.

Submission #196 does not understand why underground power is not part of the upgrade of Port
Street East as MDC’s own engineering standards require that at least provision is made for
underground power through the installation of suitable ducts.

Submission #211 thinks that council is focussing on housing/population growth for its own sake
without considering the underlying cost which is between $50-100k per additional person to be borne
by the existing ratepayer base.

Submission #275 supports any sort of ‘sustainable homes’ initiative that may provide subsidies to
residents to make sustainable upgrades to their homes.

Submission #282 is opposed to the level of spend on the District Plan Review - is of the understanding
that most of the review work is done in house so why is the cost so high?

Submission #293 requests for Pharazyn St development include: Green way-sustainable urban
development include Makino Stream Green project build bridge to connect Pharazyn St development
to Rimu Park and create another traffic route, Develop Rimu Park plan for sports, cultural, youth, dogs,
Community Parks, Developers should provide land for new park areas and businesses. Council to
provide a wide range of housing options, e.g. relocatable, tiny house community. 3 intersections need
upgrades and urgent action, wide streets, along subdivisions plan spacious green-ways cycling, walking
and mobility scooters. (Refer to Cromwell Greenway).

Submission #323 raises immense concern that the spend on the District Plan Review is increasing, with
no end in sight to complete the review.
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Submission #054, #211, #282 raise their concern regarding the ratepayer funding of Kawakawa
Road/Turners Road. Submission #211 & #282 believe that Turners Road is for private benefit and
should not be paid by general/roading rate money.

Submission #114 questions why Turners Road is more important than other roads.

Submission #183 — Turners Rd should be privately financed by the landowners. The developers should
put in the roads etc and take the developers contributions. Submission #259 believes that Turners
Road extension should no go ahead as it is the investment of public money on private land. Submission
#342 thinks the Turners Road project should be mostly funded by Development Contributions. This
also applies to Ranfurly Road. To not do so may be creating an “uneven playing field.”

Submission #278 supports the reduction in scope of the Turners Road scheme, and supports the
application to NZTA for improvements to the Turners Road/Waughs Road (State Highway 54)
intersection.

Submissions #307 and #310 questions why ratepayers are contributing towards Turners Road to
subsidise very capable private developers.

Submission #309 supports the proposed extension to Turners Road which will assist with traffic issues
during large events at Manfeild.

Submission #252 supports the establishment of a heavy traffic by pass road between Turners Road and
Kawakawa road to allow for growth in the industrial area.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

#023 Infrastructural Planning/Services are being considered in Hiwinui and other areas of the District
as part of the Manawatu District Plan review.

#113 accelerating the growth and regulating and/or registering property managers and landlords are
issues that Central Government regulates. The Council’s Regulatory team assist in the growth of the
District by having procedures in place to process building and resource consents within the statutory
time frames.

#134 No comment made as the submitter was in agreement

#139 This was a private development therefore the developer installed the 50mm pipe which complied
with the Council’s Engineering Standards at the time.

#180 Infrastructural Planning/Services are being considered in Hiwinui and other areas of the District
as part of the Manawatu District Plan review.
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#196 For new subdivisions developers are required to underground services. There is a specific rule in
the District Plan that requires this. This also relates to Council if it is a new development.

If the services are existing ie overhead power lines Council does not require these to be placed
underground. This relates to both to developers and Council. Council did investigate undergrounding
power along Port Street as part of the upgrade work but it was to cost prohibitive.

#211 (Please note | cannot find this comment in the submission listed)

#275 Council is not promoting this “sustainable homes” initiative. This is Central Government’s role.

#282 The District Plan Review is being undertaking by one Council staff member. Council engages
consultants who provide specialist advice when required.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 18. Nga Manu Taiko

Submission Numbers
Submission #311

Summary of submissions

The submission of Nga Manu Taiko covered the following concerns:

° Lack of water flow in streams and sedimentation

° Consideration of local marae, hapu and iwi aspirations in the proposed changes to the rating
system

° Wastewater centralisation project — benefit of removing waste from neighbouring rivers but

seek guarantee that once waste comes out of those rivers that nothing else goes in. Other
opportunities such as rectifying Hato Paora wastewater

° Appearance and content of draft LTP — questioned whether it reflected tangata whenua
° Also resubmit the submission made by Nga Manu Taiko the 2015-25 draft Long Term Plan.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment
The issue of water flow and sedimentation in streams is noted. Council continues to work to reduce

the impacts on waterways from the operation of community infrastructure .

The rating of Marae is controlled by the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002. Marae are generally
exempt from paying rates. Some service charges may apply. This depends on where the Marae are
located.

Comments on the waste water centralisation project are noted. Issues in respect of the project have
been a topic of discussion at the recent Mana Whakahaere meeting.

We note the comments in respect of the appearance of the Draft Long Term Plan documents. How we
can better communicate the content and key messages of the plan to our community will be a topic
for review during the project debrief.

Comments about 2015-25 submission are noted and will be revisited with Te Kaunihera working party.
Shared actions will be updated as appropriate.
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Topic 19  Other

Submission Numbers

Submissions #004, #024, #051, #046, #080, #112, #113, #122, #143, #144, #180, #189, #205, #211,
#218, #223, #267, #275, #278, #287, #289, #293, #318, #326, #333, #342, #346, #352

Summary of submissions

Submission #004 re applying human rights principles, Trans-Pacific Partnership, Supporting Local
Government (Four Wellbeings) Amendment Bill, and providing article on economics for members to
read

Submission #024 asks that Council considers its obligations under the Hazardous Substances and New
Organisms Act 1996 when reviewing the LTP.

Submission #046 wants free parking in the CBD

Submission #047 wants regular care and maintenance for the Cherry trees in Rongotea (not specified
where)

Submission #051 Asks Council to consider relocating the Stock Yards and redeveloping the space into
improved shopping and recreational amenities.

Submission #113 supports the development of youth led initiatives to promote mental health,
beginning at secondary education and without cost to youth. The submission encourages council to
continue to support the ‘Day in the Life’ mentoring programme, continue to monitor and develop
solutions to drug use in the community, and encourage youth employment.

Submission #112, #211 and #342 support the proposal to grow financial reserves. However, #112
suggests that Council consider a Public Private Partnership funding option. #211 believes that the
proposal will not diminish debts due to expenditure on ‘emergency events’ between 2014-18.

Submission #112 supports Council consulting on Easter Trading. Submission #112 also supports
Council’s support with youth initiatives, especially the Work Ready Passport and Young Chamber
Board.

Submission #122 thinks the LTP documentation is too hard to understand, contains too much jargon
and that the figures have been ‘fudged’ to make ends meet.

Submission #143 thinks MDC has not deliberately not informed Himatangi Beach residents of the
proposed changes and has made no effort to notify part-time residents. Thinks a mail out should have
been done to all residents.

Submission #180 — are Service Level Agreements that are in place reviewed? What is the Service Level
Agreement for mowing of road berms in Hiwinui? What other services are provided to the Hiwinui
Community and what are the SLA's for these?

Submission #189 — disappointed there was no community meeting with council representation in

Kairanga Ward as the area has a large population in MDC. Were not aware of other meetings until after
the fact.
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Submission #205 requests that in the future council schedules more time for hearings in the evenings
to accommodate those who work during the day.

Submission #210 requested a full copy of the LTP mailed to them, but never received it, and therefore
was not aware of the consultation dates. The council should not assume people can access the
internet.

Submission #211 believes that the council favours Feilding over the surrounding district.

Submission #218 proposes that the Manawatu District Council “agree in principle” to continue to work
collaboratively with and give ongoing support to the Oroua Catchment Care group in pursuing its key
goals and objectives. Further, to assist in identifying community projects and to offer “in kind” support
by way of some staff assistance and the supply of locally sourced native trees from the Manawatu
District Council native plant nursery.

Submission #223 suggests that the council works with local gardening groups and schools to design
and plant edible food trees and plants.

Submission #223 & #318 believe that there should be further consultation with relevant stakeholder
groups before disposal of Red Cross House and Caretakers House.

Submission #267 suggests that the Council takes due care with public presentation on consultation to
ensure they are accurate, particularly the Live Streamed videos reference to MDHB outlawing
rainwater tanks, or the statement that the treated wastewater from FWWTP is ‘probably good enough
to drink’.

Submission #275 supports the “Source to Sea” proposal detailed in the submission from Environmental
Network Manawatu. Supports improvements to water supply infrastructure to comply with national
legislation. Also supports work to reduce wastage of water through leaks and other initiatives.

Submission #275 urges Council to consider effects of climate change in all planning to reduce
contribution of Council operations and the region’s activities to climate change.

Submission #287 supports ongoing commitment to continued compliance with DWSNZ and
understands MDC’s rationale for deferring capital investment. Wants a cooperative approach to this
issue.

Submission #287 thanked MDC for ongoing support to the Enviroschools Programme and attached a
summary of the Enviroschools nationwide census 2017.

Submission #289 requests that MDC invest in the further growth and development of the Manawatu
District Enviroschools network.

Submission #293 wants sustainable environmental practice written into all facets of council operation
and for MDC to be a leader and role model in adopting eco friendly practices.

Submission #293 thinks the Feilding Cemetery Child Memorial would be a good community project.

Submission #318 believes that Council should focus on providing services and facilities/infrastructure
that enhances the lives of its residents by regenerating ecosystems that we all rely on to sustain us.
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Wants council to focus more on issues that we will face due to environmental limits, and to work to
mitigate our effect on the environment. Suggests that council encourages people to collect rainwater
for their gardens.

Submission #318 questions whether reserve fund depletion was unexpected historically, or whether
we are expecting more disasters.

Submission #333 submits that Council becomes an active participant in the Community driven project,
Manawatu River Source to Sea — a project that will enhance biodiversity and bring economic benefits
to the Community. Also that Council includes funding within the LTP 2018-2028 of $20,000 per annum,
over the next three years, to directly support Manawati River Source to Sea (2017 — 2040).

Submission #346 recommends no extra MDC wards for Maori Councillors. But suggests considering
reserving 40% of current ward for councillors identifying with Maori ancestry and 40% for councillors
identifying with British Pakeha ancestry, leaving 20% open as general wards to Council candidates who
identify with other origins.

Submission #352 wants fireworks to be public displays only. No sales to public, as it causes too much
disruption to people and animals.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

Officer comment

#004 — MDC is bound by the Human Rights Act. MDC is not responsible for the Trans-Pacific
Partnership. Noted support for the Local Government 4 Wellbeings Amendment Bill. An economic
briefing is provided on a quarterly basis for the public.

#024 — HAZNO is considered in all appropriate activities the Council undertakes.
#046 — Council has no intention to remove free parking for the CBD.

#051 — Council has no intention to relocate the Stock Yards.

#112 — Council will be consulting on Easter Trading.

#112, #211, #342 — Noted and Council is looking at a public-private partnership for the new recycling
centre. Currently there are no PPP options for other large infrastructure projects.

#113 Council is pleased to continue supporting the “Day in the life” mentoring programme and would
be happy to do so in a more direct manner. Council has carefully considered the living wage issue and
at this stage, due to the comparatively low living costs in the Manawatu and the increases in minimum
wage signalled by the government, believe that our current pay rates are fair. When selecting partner
organisations, Council’s Procurement Policy gives staff the ability to consider factors beyond price,
including (where appropriate) a business’ health and safety record, and employment practices.
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#122 — MDC notes that Audit NZ commended the Council on a clear Long Term Plan and provided an
unqualified audit opinion.

#143, #189 — MDC provided an insert in the local newsletter, had a dedicated website and held 23
public meetings on the LTP.

#180 — Roading and road maintenance services are contracted to an external provider. Their service is
assessed annually. Any faults in the service identified during the year are brought to the provider’s
attention and recitified.

#205 — Council had two evening sessions for hearings and did not require a third. If demand had
exceeded available timeslots we would have added the third.

#210 — officers apologise that they were not provided with a full copy of the LTP document in the post
as requested, and offer to send a full copy of the draft or final version.

#211 — Council does not favour any area over any other.
#218 — Council will continue to work collaboratively with the Oroua Catchment Care group.

#223 — Council has provided support to community groups who plant edible food trees and would
consider other approaches.

#223, #318 — Prior to disposal of property the Council will consult with stakeholders. Possible assets to
be disposed of in the 10 years need to be included in the Long Term Plan.

#267 — Noted.

#275 — Council has taken climate change effects into account in the LTP and takes climate change
considerations, and that climate change effects into account in its planning decisions.

#287 — Noted.

#289 — MDC’s funding for the Enviro Schools Programme comes from the national waste levy. If
additional funding from this levy becomes available, MDC would consider additional funding of the
Programme.

#293 — Having reviewed its vision and mission statements, Council has no plans to change them.
#293 — Noted.

#318 — Council takes environmental wellbeing into account in the decisions it makes, but this must be
balanced against other wellbeings and affordability.

#333 —To be discussed with Council.
#346 — We will consider this submission as part of MDC’s representation review.

#352 - For the 12-month period 1st May 2017 to 1st May 2018 Council received 8 complaints relating
to excessive Noise from fireworks with a total of 30 complaints received since 1 July 2011. No other

81

97



Long Term Plan Submissions 2018-28

Topic Deliberations

complaints regarding fireworks have been received. Manawatu District Council does not govern or
have any control over the sale of fireworks.

Council decision -

Letter response
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Topic 19. Requests for Carry Forward of Funding and Budget Amendments —
Infrastructure Group, Corporate and Regulatory Group, Community and
Strategy Group

Submission Numbers

Submissions #354, #355, #356

Summary of submissions

Submission #354, #355 and #356 from MDC officers sought carry over of project funding and outlined
additional funding requests:

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Feilding Stormwater Renewals - It is requested
to carry forward $343,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to complete
the Derby St, Feilding stormwater renewal project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Halcombe Wastewater Treatment Plant —
Renewals - It is requested to carry forward $231,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19
financial year to be included in the Feilding WWTP budget in preparatory works in relation to the
district wastewater centralisation project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Rongotea Wastewater Treatment Plant —
Renewals - It is requested to carry forward $454,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19
financial year to be included in the Feilding WWTP budget in preparatory works in relation to the
district wastewater centralisation project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Cheltenham Wastewater Treatment Plant —
Renewals - It is requested to carry forward $166,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19
financial year to be included in the Feilding WWTP budget in preparatory works in relation to the
district wastewater centralisation project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Kimbolton Wastewater Treatment Plant —
Renewals - It is requested to carry forward $297,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19
financial year to be included in the Feilding WWTP budget in preparatory works in relation to the
district wastewater centralisation project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Desludging Sanson Oxidation Pond - It is
requested to carry forward $125,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to
be included in the Feilding WWTP budget in preparatory works in relation to the district wastewater
centralisation project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Wastewater Summary - It is requested to
convert this carried over renewal budget into a new capital budget for preparatory works in relation
to the district wastewater centralisation project. This budget will be allocated to the centralisation
project to compliment the districtwide wastewater initiative already in the draft 2018-28 LTP and the
expenditure will be targeted specifically to projects related to and at the Feilding WWTP.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Feilding Water Supply — Almadale Water
Treatment Plant (Renewals) - It is requested to carry forward $1,500,000 from the 2017/18 financial
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year to the 2018/19 financial year. This funding will contribute to the delivery of the outcome of the
Strategic Water Assessment for Feilding.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Himatangi Beach Water Supply — New Works -
The installation of the new standby bore project is on hold pending the potential new subdivision
works in Himatangi. A detailed investigation will commence in the 2018/19 financial year. It is
requested to carry forward $159,000 of the new work budget from the 2017/18 financial year to the
2018/19 financial year.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Sanson Water Supply — New Water Treatment
Plant - It is requested to carry forward $329,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19
financial year to fund the completion of the water treatment physical works relating to this project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Stanway — Halcombe Rural Water Scheme
(SHRWS) — New Water Treatment Plant (New Works) & Intake and Capacity Improvements - It is
requested to carry forward $285,000 for the Water Treatment Plant (New Works) and $225,000 for
Intake and Capacity Improvements from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to
maintain funding for physical work on the water supply and reticulation.

Submission #354 due to the 2017 general election and subsequent change of Government, there are
a range of new policy initiatives around regional and tourism development funding. Council may wish
to reconsider projects that were not able to be funded within the life of the 2018/28 Long Term Plan.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Quail Avenue Walkway - Council could
consider reintroducing the planned 630 metre walkway from Mount Taylor to Feilding in the 2018/19
financial year. Project costs are estimated at $275,000 to complete the combined walking and cycling
track.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Other walkway/cycle way projects.
With the election of a new government in 2017 and the subsequent new policy initiatives around
regional and tourism development funding, Council may wish to reconsider projects that were not able
to be funded within the life of the 2018/28 Long Term Plan. A possible project that could be considered
here is the City to sea walkway cycle way project where it transits through the Manawatu District.
There may be other projects that also meet central government funding criteria.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Pohangina Road Resilience Project - The total
project budget is $671,664 and it is requested to carry forward $250,536 from the 2017/18 financial
year to the 2018/19 financial year to fund the completion of this project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Feilding CBD Redevelopment Projects (CB3001)
- requested to carry forward $80,000 from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2019/20 financial year to
maintain the funding for the Stafford Street CBD redevelopment project.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - It is requested to carry forward $38,000 from
the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to complete the indicative business case for
the Feilding to Palmerston North Cycleway.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - The following amendment to the draft 2018/28

Long Term Plan roading budget is proposed (It is noted that the total expenditure on the district wide
bridge replacements is unchanged):
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Work Category 322 Bridge Replacements
Name Bridge Description 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21
Number
Design &
Otara Road 67 (S173C) implement
(CURRENT) Bdy strengthening »179,954 »475,704 »420,000
(50:50)
Design &
Otara Road 67 (S173C) implement
(PROPOSED) Bdy strengthening »387,300 >0 >0
(50:50)

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Turners Road extension — Feilding - It is
requested to carry forward $635,000 of roading growth funds from the 2017/18 financial year to the
2018/19 financial year to supplement the funding already allocated in years 1 and 2 of the draft 2018-
28 LTP for the development of the Turners Road Extension. It is requested to carry forward $1,000,000
of stormwater growth funds from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to
supplement the funding already allocated in years 1 and 2 of the draft 2018-28 LTP for the
development of the Turners Road Extension.

Submission #354 — (Infrastructure Group Submission) - Port Street East — Feilding - The Port Street East,
Feilding Growth project is currently underway with a forecast completion date of September 2018. It
is requested to carry forward $445,000 of roading growth funds from the 2017/18 financial year to the
2018/19 financial year to fund the completion of this project. It is requested to carry forward $102,000
of water growth funds from the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to fund the
completion of this project. It is requested to carry forward $143,000 of wastewater growth funds from
the 2017/18 financial year to the 2018/19 financial year to fund the completion of this project. It is
requested to carry forward $403,000 of stormwater growth funds from the 2017/18 financial year to
the 2018/19 financial year to fund the completion of this project.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - District Plan DP 5001 - In the 2017/18
year, $500,000 was budgeted to continue with the District Plan Review. There are a number of pieces
of work underway that will be complete in the next financial year (2018/19). It is requested that
unspent funds (of approximately $230,000) be carried forward to support the continuation of the
review of the Manawatu District Plan.

Submission #355 — (Corporate and Regulatory Group Submission) - Building Services - In the current
Building Services budget there is $80,000 allocated for analysis of Earthquake Prone Buildings (EQPB).
An engineered resource has not been engaged as early as expected in this financial year and work to
date has been undertaken internally. The majority of assessment work is planned for the 2018 -2019
financial year. We request approval from council to carry over up to $78,500.

Submission #355 — (Corporate and Regulatory Group Submission) - Corporate Services — to complete
the second phase of the Jarvis project will see us needing to carry forward up to $104,700 from the
existing budget. As part of the Jarvis implementation and the establishment of our digital platform,
council undertook a file room audit in the current financial year. This work has largely been completed
but we will need to request that council approve a carry forward of up to $45,600 to complete the
work and to commence the digitising of the property records.
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Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Long Term Plan 2018-28 SP 1001 -
Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $40,000 of unspent funds from a total budget of $96,000
for finalisation and printing the 2018-28 Long Term Plan.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Consultation Costs 30 02 01 3022 -
Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $17,000 of unspent funds from a total budget of $28,000
for consultation costs.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Printing and Stationery 30 02 01 3067
- Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $25,000 of unspent funds from a total budget of
$31,000 for costs associated with printing of the Long Term Plan.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Makino Precinct Growth — Job(s):
PR4052 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $516,000 for footpath
network upgrades to both council and Library sides of the Makino Stream. This work also includes a
second bridge and beatification of the Makino Stream.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Earthquake Strengthening - Job:
PP1003 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $183,000 for strengthening of Feilding Little
Theatre.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Sanson Public Toilets - Job: PC2010 -
Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $210,000. This project is currently on hold until the
Sanson hotel development is finalised in 2018/19.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - South Street Development Project -
Job: PP 2001 003 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 for up to $417,000 to be set aside to
undertake the required development work of South Street land.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Asbestos Management System - Job:
PP1002 002 - Carry forward from 2017/2018 to 2018/2019 for up to $30,000 to complete required
testing on key council buildings identified in the assessments and the implementation of the plan.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Sanson Playground - Job(s): PR 4046
001 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $155,853.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Makino Park Skate Park — Job(s):
PR4024 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $40,000 to develop a skate
park.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Makino Park Growth - Job(s): PR 4044
- Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $377,000. $238,972 consists
Development Contributions and $95,586 is allocated to Leisureville development.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Feilding Little Theatre Roof - Job(s): HL

2021 001 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $20,000. This project is
connected to the earthquake strengthening project that is still being developed for the Little Theatre.

86

102



Long Term Plan Submissions 2018-28

Topic Deliberations

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Maintenance of Halls - Job(s): HL 2001
001 - Carry forward from 2016/17 to 2017/18 unspent funds of up to $40,000. These funds are the
project maintenance funds for rural halls.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Bunnythorpe Hall - Carry forward
funding from 2017/18 to 2018/19 of $240,000 for the Bunnythorpe Hall grant.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Feilding Cemetery Extension - Job(s):
CM1002 002 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of approximately $15,000 to
complete the extension of Feilding Cemetery.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Kitchener Park Flood Protection - Job:
PR4020 003 - Carry forward from 2017/2018 to 2018/2019 unspent funds of $12,000.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Kowhai to Kitchener Park Walkway -
Job: PR2500 003 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to $196,000.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Parks and Reserves Community
Planning Projects - Job: PR2007 004 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of up to
$10,500. This is for Pohangina Domain seating, fencing, and the new Himatangi beach signage.
Completion is expected in the 2018/19 financial year.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Timona Park Public Toilets - Job:
PR2009 003 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 unspent funds of $48,930 to support the
allocated funds in year 1 of the LTP to complete the development and installation.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Railway Land Beautification —
Greenspine - Job: PR 4027 001 - This project has been delayed due to a policy change from KiwiRail on
the standard and specification of pedestrian crossing included in the project. This issue was presented
to council at the 26 April meeting. Approval was given to carry forward $400,000 from the initial
$1.25m to complete aspects of the project. The change of government in 2017 has signalled a potential
change in policy from KiwiRail. This change could enable the full scope of the project to be completed.
Further work will need to be undertaken with KiwiRail. Council will be aware that the full project is not
included in draft 2018 —28 Long Term Plan. If council decides to reinstate the full project, there will be
a subsequent impact on debt levels projected in the Draft Long Term Plan 2018-28.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Parks and Reserves —
Walkway/Linkages — Job: PR 2500 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $692,000 for
pathway and bridge development work associated with the Greenspine project.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Parks and Reserves — Railway Reserve
— Job: PR4042 - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $335,000 for pathway and bridge
development work associated with the Greenspine project.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Reserve Management Plan Reviews -
GL: 37 04 02 3100 - Carry forward operational funding from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $71,000 for the
completion of the Reserve Management Plans review.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Community Committee Project Funds
- To enable projects to go ahead the Community and Strategy Group request the remaining unspent
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Community Committee Project Funds up to $75,000 (from a total budget of $99,596) be carried
forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 financial year.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Community Planning Projects —
Implementation - Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $70,000 of unspent funds from a total
budget of $116,000 for implementation of initiatives identified by the community.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Economic Development Internal - Carry
forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $25,973 of unspent funds from a total budget of $25,973 to
support the development of business cases and feasibility studies for the Feilding to Palmerston North
cycle-way/walkway.

Submission #356 — (Community & Strategy Group submission) - Economic Development — Project -
Carry forward from 2017/18 to 2018/19 up to $207,782 of unspent funds from a total budget of

$207,782 for the installation of ultrafast broadband in the Feilding Industrial area to synchronise with
the road development programme in the area.

Other suggestions arising from Hearing

Implications

As above.

Officer comment

The comments above are prepared by officers and are supported by the Executive.

Council decision
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