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Submission #211 & 216: Annual Fund for Marae projects (up to $60,000) 

Request description: Te Rangimarie Marae, on behalf  Te Kōtui Reo Taumata is requesting an annual fund of $5000 for each marae to 
contribute to their whenua, facilities, urupā and process as functioning Marae. Te Kōtui Reo Taumata have requested a fund, similar to 
the rural Community Committees, of $3,000 annually for Marae projects.   

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Regulatory), Strategy, People and Culture, Governance 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

 Community Facilities Strategy 2021 * Community 
Committees Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 
Private Cemetery/Urupā Policy 

These submissions request a pool of money (of $3,000 - $5,000 per 
Marae) for marae projects. Other requests on behalf of marae have 
identified specific projects. The submission from Te Rangimarie 
Marae, on behalf  Te Kōtui Reo Taumata specifically asks for a Marae 
fund of $60,000, with an annual fund of $5,000 for each Marae. 

Council could consider a fund that is equitable with Community 
Committees, with each marae given an annual fund, with a similar 
term of reference to guide how the Council funds would need to be 
applied by each marae committee. Te Kōtui Reo Taumata and 
Council explored the possibility of a liaison councillor to be aligned 
to interested marae in the same way as community committees.  
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Council also funds upkeep of community halls. Currently there is a 
separate contestable funding for urupā, noting that the total sum 
available has not changed for quite a number of years. 
 
There are eight working marae in Te Kōtui Reo  
  

• Te Rangimārie  
• Aorangi  
• Kauwhata  
• Taumata o te rā  
• Te Tikanga  
• Te Hiiri  
• Poupatatē  
• Parewahawaha  

We also have representation from Ngāti Te Au and growing a 
relationship with Ngāti Hauiti.  
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? CFO note:  Marae do not pay rates (under the Rating act). Other 
rural community committees do pay rates.  
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
Council will need to understand if this request encompasses all marae in the district or those marae with a whare.   
  
If Council does not currently have sufficient budget to enable this mahi, Council could:  

A.  increase the total funding to support both community committees and marae which would be a cost to ratepayers.   
B. reduce the amount provided to each community committee and spread the current budget across marae and community 
committees.  
C. Choose not to fund marae committees.     
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4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Nil funding 

Advantages Nil Cost 
Disadvantages Does not recognise the inequity issue between Community Committees and Marae 

Committees. Both lead on behalf of their communities.  
Funding Type N/A Frequency 
Funding Source N/A Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B Marae Annual Fund – up to $60,000.00 
Advantages Assists marae to maintain facilities and urupā for communal use. 
Disadvantages New cost 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Simple and easy to administer and deliver 

Funding Type OPEX Frequency Annual 
Funding Source Rates Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - $60,000 Annual $60,000 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Option B. 

Officer recommends funding the Marae Annual Fund noting that 
this would permit a rise for the urupā grants and the establishment 
of a new fund for marae projects. 

� Yes 

� No 
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6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
Elected Members should determine if they wish to establish an annual fund for Marae projects. 
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Submission #200: Road markings and signs for Bryce Street and Apiti School 

Request description: Apiti Community Committee is requesting for road markings and slow down signs in Bryce Street and Apiti 
School. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Some alignment with polices or plans: 
Draft AMP includes budget to relocate existing school signage on 
Oroua Valley Road to Bryce Street as part of - consulted upon - 2024-
27 Speed Management Plan (primarily focussing on schools). 

Roading can install intersection approach centreline to Bryce St at 
Oroua Valley Road, over that of signage relocation (see section 3 for 
limitation to Bryce St centreline request) 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

Width of Bryce St between school and Makoura Rd is too narrow to install centrelines. Vehicles would be ‘forced’ to drive on the berm 
edge continuously if trying to comply with staying left of a centreline. Therefore, cannot accommodate ‘sharp curve’ delineation with 
centreline. 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Relocate school signage 

Advantages No additional costs 
Disadvantages No change to LoS 
Funding Type n/a Frequency One-off 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail None in LTP period 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (already included in 

10-year forecast)
$450 (costs to relocate) 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 No renewal anticipated 
in LTP period) 

LoS (excl. Inflation) No change 
Option B Relocate signage, apply centreline to widened section of Bryce St at Oroua Valley Road 

Advantages Negligible 
Disadvantages Negligible 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Feasible – Signage relocation already planned for, new centreline marking to widened 
section of Bryce St easily accommodated 

Funding Type Rates / Debt Frequency One-off 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Ongoing cost detail Annual line re-mark 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (absorbed into 10-

year forecast) 
$neg (line re-mark) 
$450 (signage) 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $150 Cost to install centreline 
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LoS Negligible change 
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option B 
include intersection approach line with planned signage 
relocation 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT support and will do in year 1 of the LTP within existing budget. 
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Submission #116: Clothing bins for the community 

Request description: In their submission, Kirsty Kauri has requested to bring clothing bins for the community have access/easy access 
to use. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Compliance) 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together � 
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government � 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan
*Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve
Management Plans *Waste Management and

Council’s Solid Waste Bylaw 2019 includes a 
licensing system for those wanting to place a 
donated goods container for the collection of 
donated goods on a public place or any 
privately owned premises where the donated 
goods are likely to be left on an adjoining 
public place, or carried from or otherwise 
escape from that premises onto an adjoining 
public place.  

However, Council is not responsible for the 
installation of clothing bins, only the licensing 
of those organisations that install the bins.  
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
Donated goods containers were removed 
from high profile areas, such as main town 
approaches, in 2016. They were removed due 
to ongoing issues with fly tipping and rubbish 
associated with the bins resulting in a 
significant number of public complaints, and 
significant cost to Council to clean up after 
the bins.  
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No. 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
No. 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Council does not supply clothing bins.   

Advantages Already controlled through the Bylaw. No additional cost to 
Council.  

Disadvantages None. 
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B Council encourage or facilitate the installation of more donated goods containers 
around the District. 

11



Advantages Better access for the community who wish to donate goods. 
Disadvantages This is not directly controlled by Council – we are not the 

suppliers of the bins. Potential for the installation of more bins 
to exacerbate fly tipping.  

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

Option A 

Council has no direct control over the provision of 
clothing bins. Organisations who collect donated 
goods apply to Council for a licence under the 
Solid Waste Bylaw to install bins in a public place 
or adjacent to a public place.  

It is recommended that this request is not 
supported. Council already facilitates the 
installation of clothing bins, but due to issues with 
fly tipping, many organisations who previously had 
bins have opted to remove them and accept 
donations ‘over the counter’ instead.  

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
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ELT agrees with officers recommendation 
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Submission 144: Provision of a Digital LED Billboard 

Request description: Feilding & District Promotion are requesting the provision of a digital LED billboard to improve communication 
and connection to our community 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow    
A future planned together     
An environment to be proud of   
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy   
Value for money and excellence in local government   

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

This request does fit within the approved long-term project of 
“Town Refresh”.   
As part of the “Town Refresh” project, officers will work with 
Manfeild Park Board to jointly consider the installation and 
management of a LED billboard sign. 

14



Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
Cost and choosing a suitable location for this billboard will be main barriers. 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – [state what the status quo is] 

Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B Consider providing a Digital LED Board subject to the Town Centre Refresh Project plan/budget 
Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type Rates/Debt Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - $1,000 Depreciation- $3,500 

Interest $1,575 
CAPEX - $35,000 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
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Option B 
We recommend that this request be considered within the Town 
Centre Refresh project plan. 
 
 

� Yes 
 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
This proposal will be referred to the Town Centre Refresh Project for consideration.  
There is potential for us to purchase a Billboard in conjunction with other parties such as Manfeild and FDP. 
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Submission #249: Request for Council to Extend its landscape maintenance services to Kauwhata Marae 

Request description: Kauwhata Marae is requesting for MDC landscape maintenance services to extend to the Marae. They would 
appreciate if MDC could resource Green by Nature or Kauwhata Taiao to regularly maintain the marae lawns. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community, People and Culture 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 
2021-31 *Reserve Management Plans* *Te Kīwai 
(o te kete) 

 

 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

[Is there anything else that Council should 
keep in mind, including regional/national 
initiatives, regulations, plans, etc.] 
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CFO comment:  Marae do not pay rates (Rating 
Act) 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 

Currently falls outside of the Halls Policy. If maintenance is carried out by Green by Nature for Ngati 
Kauwhata, then precedence is being set for all other Marae across the district to be maintained... 

 
4. Options Assessment 

Option A Status Quo – [state what the status quo is] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] Maintenance of Landscaping. To include catcher 
mowing of all grass area, spraying of boundary, car park maintenance. Tree 
maintenance and pruning, Garden maintenance. Officers have not been to site so 
is total estimate based on aerial view. 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

GBN can add to contract easily enough. There will be a trigger 
point where they will be required to employ additional staff.  

Funding Type OPEX 
 

Frequency Annual 

Funding Source RATES Ongoing cost 
detail 

 

Implications OPEX -  $10-12k Annually  
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CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

There are similar requests from a couple of other 
marae for assistance for grounds keeping. Unable 
to comment as the scope and cost for upkeeping 
marae is unknown. But have put in a rough 
estimate of 3-4 hours a week , being $200-$250 
per time at weekly sessions. $1000 a month, 
including travel time, mower, operator, chemical, 
edging machinery. Tree and garden maintenance  

 
 
 
 

 
� Yes Requires a wider discussion about 

support for marae facilities across the 
rohe 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT does not support this request as it may create a precedence. ELT notes that wider discussions with 
the elected members on marae support would be useful to establish what level of support/funding 
Council has appetite for.  
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Submission 201: Resourcing and Facilitation of a monument/flag in Feilding square 

Request description: Tereiti Pohatu is requesting Council to facilitate and resource a monument/flag that represents the whole 
community including tangata whenua in the square. Tereiti is also requesting that Council facilitates and resources amnesty that 
represents the whole community including tangata whenua. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

Flags or monuments are not featured / represented in our Feilding 
Square currently. Whilst we respect this request there is no ambition 
for flags or monuments to be erected in the town centre.  
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 

 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B Erect a monument/flag in the Town Centre 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A recommended  
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� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT recommends that Council work with iwi to develop a policy or strategy to better understand their aspirations and will consider future 
funding requirements through annual planning processes.  
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Submission 173: FDP Request for Operational Funding for installed CCTV operations 

Request description: Feilding District Promotions is requesting $25,000 + GST per year and will be ongoing to cover Internet 
connection, Router Management and License, Power Upgrades to software. They are seeking an additional $25,000 in stage 3 of the 
project, to complete installation of the project. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading, Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Roading: Does not align with transport related policies or plans as 
Roading is not responsible for town security per se. 

As such we have no funds for CCTV procurement or operations. 
Roading input would be limited to approval of installation / 
locations for: 

a) Standalone CCTV infrastructure in the road corridor,
b) Attachment of CCTV infrastructure to Council owned

roading assets (i.e., existing light poles)
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 Judging by the submission; procurement, installation, operation, 
and management of CCTV infrastructure will remain with Feilding 
Promotions, with Council acting as financial backer. 
 
Whilst there may be an interaction between CCTV related activities 
and Roading assets, the submission request for funds to assist in 
operations should not be accommodated into Roading budgets. 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level?  
Roading: None 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Roading: Concerns regarding privacy may be raised at numerous stages of such a scheme, if - or when - announced for public 
consultation. This consultation also likely to need to allow for public to choose most appropriate rate allocation (general, targeted) 
in perpetuity. Consideration regarding the lifecycle of these assets not included in submission; how long do they last? 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages No capital or operational costs incurred by Council 
Disadvantages Criminal activity remains unimpeded 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX n/a  

CAPEX n/a  
LoS No change  

Option B Fund capital and operational costs of CCTV subject to detailed business case 
Advantages Potential to deter criminal activity 
Disadvantages Perpetual commitment to funding, possibly offset by rate rise(s) 
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Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Management /allocation of funding is a feasible activity 

Funding Type Debt & rates Frequency Annual 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail One-off capital, 

annual operation in 
perpetuity 

Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $250,000 Grant of $25,000 per 
annum operational 
cost from Year 2 
installation onwards 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) 
LoS Increased 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option B 

Officer recommends that Roading dept does not fund this 
project but the request could be considered as part of the 
‘Feilding Town Centre: into the Future’ package. It is also 
recommended that FDP provide a business case for this 
project. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
This is generally supported but will be considered as part of the Town Centre Refresh Project.  
More information is required. If FDP owns the cameras, this will be a grant. If their expectation is that we own the cameras, this 
would be a CAPEX cost. There is potential for MDC to support the ongoing operation of the cameras by providing IT assistance.  
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Submission #155: Request for water fountains and showers in Feilding Moas Timona Park Club Rooms 

Request description: The Feilding Harriers Moas athletic club is requesting Council to provide water fountains and showers in Feilding 
Moas Timona Park Rooms   

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking 
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later 
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve 
Management Plans *Waste Management and 

 
This request is in respect to Council’s 
Community Facilities Strategy and Reserve 
Management Plans 
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

N/A 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo - Do nothing 

Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B Provide funding for the construction of showers inside the clubrooms and provide 
for the installation of water fountain on exterior of the building  
Advantages Provides improved usage of the facility for club members 
Disadvantages Significant investment needed to construct an internal 

shower/s 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 
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CAPEX - $23,000 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

Option A 

Officer recommends that this request is declined. 

Not currently in the budget. Council to decide 
whether this is a request we wish to support. 

Feilding Moa Harriers is a growing club that 
currently uses the facility located at Timona Park, 
which is generally suitable for their needs. 

Installation of a shower/showers within the 
clubrooms would require significant investment 
(est 15-20k), which could potentially be achieved 
through third party funding avenues. 

Officers would like to better understand the need 
for this investment before it is funded. 

The installation of a drinking fountain/water bottle 
filling station could be achieved with current 
budget if there is a need. Officer can liaise with 
club contact to discuss further. 

  Yes 

� No 
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6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team

That this request is rejected (Option A) for financial reasons. However, Council is happy to support 
the club in applications for third party funding. 
Council will work with the Club to understand the year-around need and consider the installation of 
a drinking fountain/water bottle filling station if need is clearly there and if finances allow. 
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Submission #051: Flooding around Haybittle Street 

Request description: In her submission, Grace Sergent has requested that Council start addressing the flooding that occurs with any 
slightly heavy rainfall around Haybittle Street etc.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure - flooding 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together   
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities 
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan 
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and 
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

[e.g. if the request is for a new walkway/cycleway, how does the 
request fit with the strategic priorities contained in the Walking and 
Cycling Strategy 2020?] 
 
Haybittle Street Stormwater work is budgeted for in the Draft LTP  
2024-2034. Work is to commence in 2028/2029 financial year. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No considerations at the National or Regional level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
The barriers that may occur is the processing of a resource consent for the discharge of stormwater and land negotiations. 
 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Address Flooding Concerns on Haybittle Street 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A  
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Support the submission as money has been budgeted for in the 
Draft LTP  2024-2034 
 
 

� Yes 
 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
Support as already planned in the draft LTP in year 2028/29. 
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Submission 3: Grey Street Pedestrian Crossing 

Request description: The principal of Manchester Street School is requesting a pedestrian crossing on Grey Street to allow school 
children safely access the Makino pools 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow    
A future planned together   
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government     

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan
*Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve
Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Whilst this request is not directly accounted 
for in any particular programme or plan at 
present, the issue raised aligns with Council’s 
overarching commitment and duties to 
pedestrian safety under its Roading Activity 
Management Plan. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No 
 

Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
None anticipated 
 

3. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – No change to existing road corridor 

Advantages Retain parking capacity to roadside / shoulders 
Disadvantages Retain limited visibility at Council Place and increased 

crossing risk 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost 

detail 
None 

Implications OPEX None  
CAPEX None  
LoS None  

Option B Install Prioritised Pedestrian Crossing – Grey Street, Feilding 
Advantages Improved pedestrian safety, reduced crossing risk 
Disadvantages Parking capacity to roadside will be reduced  

Travel time reliability may suffer infrequent negative impact 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

High feasibility – comprises standard components and short 
duration construction 

Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off 
construction 

Funding Source Council Ongoing cost 
detail 

 

Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 No 
maintenance 
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anticipated in 
LTP period) 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation)  $20,000 (not 
programmed 
in AMP/PBC) 

LoS Increased  
4. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 

Recommendation? 
 
Proceed with Option B 
Officer recommends that the request for a 
prioritised pedestrian crossing connecting 
Manchester Street School and the Makino 
Aquatic Centre be inserted into Council’s Road 
Safety programme 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

5. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
Yes, this is supported by ELT. This involves a reprioritisation of existing budget and will address a 
health and safety concern.  
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Submission #183: Halcombe Stormwater Damage to Private Property 

Request description: Donna and Craig Matthews are requesting Council to take action regarding the damage to their private property 
from the discharge of the Halcombe stormwater system. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure (Stormwater)  
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities 
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan 
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and 
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

[e.g. if the request is for a new walkway/cycleway, how does the 
request fit with the strategic priorities contained in the Walking and 
Cycling Strategy 2020?] 
 
Halcombe  Stormwater work is budgeted for in the Draft LTP  2024-
2034. Work is to commence in 2027/2028 financial year.  
 
 The Council has completed the Halcombe Stormwater Modelling 
report which marks a significant step in understanding and 
managing stormwater risks in the area. 
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Land negotiations are commencing to consider medium- and long-
term solutions for detention pond areas and channel remediation 
(spraying and reinstating cross sections). 
 
In relation to the submitters concerns the proposed detention 
ponds would assist to regulate only some of the runoff going 
through their property. The submitters property will still be affected 
by stormwater. A significant portion of the stormwater that affects 
the submitters property originates outside of the village and 
cannot be fully controlled. The property is affected by five 
stormwaters catchments. 
 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? [Is there anything else that Council should keep in mind, 
including regional/national initiatives, regulations, plans, etc.] 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
[Is there anything else that you consider to be a significant impediment to this request/initiative being supported?] 
 
Design, work, land negotiations and any resource consents that may be required. 
 

4. Options Assessment 

Option A Halcombe  Stormwater work is budgeted for in the Draft LTP  2024-2034. Work is to commence in 2027/2028 
financial year.  
 
 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
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Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 
 

Support the submission in part as money has been budgeted for 
in the Draft LTP  2024-2034 for Halcombe Village stormwater 
however in relation to the submitters concerns the proposed 
detention ponds would assist to regulate only some of the 
stormwater runoff going through their property.  The submitters 
property will still be affected by stormwater.  

 
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
Infrastructure is working with this submitter to better understand their concerns and are developing a solution within the current Halcombe 
Stormwater management plan that is currently funded in the draft LTP. 
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Submission 207: Hunia Terrace Stormwater Network Improvement to address Himatangi Beach Flooding 

Request description: Annette Nixon is requesting Council to create an efficient stormwater system for Hunia Terrace in Himatangi 
Beach, with a regular maintenance schedule that ensures it is operational at all times. 

 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management Plan 
*Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and 
Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries Management 
Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth 
Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 

Himatangi Village Stormwater work is budgeted for in the Draft LTP  2024-
2034 commencing in 2024/25. The design plans have been drafted and a 
resource consent for the discharge of stormwater will need to be applied for 
to Horizons Regional Council. 
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Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 
*Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai 
(o te kete) 

 
Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No considerations at the National or Regional level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
The design work has been completed for the proposed stormwater upgrade in Himatangi. The only barrier that may occur is the processing 
of the resource consent by Horizons Regional Council.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo –Himatangi Stormwater Upgrade factored into LTP2024-34 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    
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Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 

Support the submission as money has been 
budgeted for in the Draft LTP  2024-2034 in Year 
2027/28 for stormwater works 
. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT supports this request and works are already underway. 
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Submission #197 & 248: Request to implement free bus service for Te Kura a Iwi o Ngati Kauwhata students 

Request description: Te Kura ā Iwi o Ngāti Kauwhata and Barbara Bell have requested the implementation of a free rural bus service for 
students attending Te Kura ā Iwi o Ngāti Kauwhata to enable every child equal access to education. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community, Roading (Transport), People and Culture 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan
*Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve
Management Plans *Waste Management and

This request does not align with any of Council’s policies, plans or 
strategies. 

Horizons is responsible for managing public transport in the Manawatū-
Whanganui Region (NZTA WC 511: Passenger services – bus). MDC 
Roading’s involvement is limited to providing technical support in relation 
to Public Transport related infrastructure needs, on its network only. 

However, development of Rural Passenger Transport service(s) is currently  
part of discussion between Council (at Governance level) and Horizons. 

Council may assist in an advocacy capacity but may not provide this 
service directly.  
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

The Ministry of Education help schools function by providing property, 
transport and information technology services 

MDC is aware of recent consultation regarding Public Transport Operations 
that has been undertaken by NZ Transport Agency. Outcomes of this 
consultation have not been released yet but may have an influence on 
rural public transport framework(s) / operations / feasibility. 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
MDC does not arrange or operate public transport services / contracts. This extends to Ministry of Education related transport 
(school buses) as well. 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Not providing bus services but continue liaising with Horizons for possible rural public transport 

services 
Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency N/A 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
N/A 

Implications OPEX - N/A 
CAPEX - N/A 
LoS - N/A 

Option B Provide rural Public Transport service, Kura O Kauwhata 
Advantages Improved connectivity 

45



Disadvantages Unknown cost commitments 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

This option is not feasible as it falls within the remit of the Ministry of Education and 
Horizons. MDC has no resource to become a public transport operator or to manage 
public transport operations. 

Funding Type Unknown Frequency Unknown 
Funding Source Unknown Ongoing cost 

detail 
Unknown 

Implications OPEX -  Unknown  
CAPEX -  Unknown  
LoS -  Unknown  

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Proceed with Option A 
MDC will continue liaising with Horizons for 
possible future rural public transport services 
 
Council can also recommend to Ngāti 
Kauwhata that they write to the Ministry of 
Education requesting a free bus service for Te 
Kura a Iwi o Ngati Kauwhata. 

 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
MDC agrees with the officer's recommendation above. 
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Submission #188 : Improvements to the Oroua Railway Bridge 

Request description: Keep Feilding Beautiful is requesting that the Oroua Railway Bridge is improved and suggest removing pest plants 
and a 175-metre mural on the side of the rail bridge. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading, Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together � 
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

No alignment with plans or policies 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Land to side of roads on approach to Feilding (Waughs Road, SH54/Aorangi Street, SH54) up to the urban, 50kph boundary (north of 
the Oroua) is either owned or managed by: 

a) NZTA (as a State Highway corridor), and/or abuts 
b) KiwiRail land 

 
Under the national MOU with NZTA, MDC manages ‘behind the kerb-line’ (i.e., the footpaths/reserves) within urban limits. I.e., berm 
maintenance is an open spaces / community department operation, whilst footpaths are with Roading. 
Although submitter recognises that: 

A) MDC does maintain the berms along SH54 (urban zone), and  
B) KiwiRail is a key stakeholder here 

 
MDC has no ability to manage the corridor beyond the 50kph zone (to which the submission refers), and therefore sits with NZTA. (It is 
suspected that neither NZTA or KiwiRail are likely to dedicate additional funding / resource to mow beyond their own stipulated 
contracts and levels of service, to which MDC has no influence). Likewise, the bridge is entirely KiwiRail responsibility. 
 
There is little beyond Council / Keep Feilding Beautiful requesting Kiwirail to spruce it up a bit, along with communicating with NZTA to 
address their rural berms with KiwiRail), unless MDC is willing to enter into (high risk) MOU(s), or more likely lease agreement(s). 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages n/a 
Disadvantages n/a 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX n/a  

CAPEX n/a  
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LoS n/a  
Option B Cooperate with KiwiRail /NZTA to manage rail corridor, clean up rail bridge and mow SH54 rural corridor 

Advantages Beautify reserves, entrance to Feilding 
Disadvantages Not MDC assets to maintain – no access to carry out works 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Physical work not feasible due to external asset owners, unless land is leased, or an 
MOU is developed (high risk). 

Funding Type Rates Frequency perpetual 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Quarterly maintenance 
Implications OPEX $$$ unknown Costs cannot be 

quantified at this time 
CAPEX $0 Not a renewal/capital 

activity 
LoS n/a  

Option C Request NZTA / KiwiRail to increase Level of Service to manage Feilding approach reserve 
Advantages Beautify reserves, entrance to Feilding 
Disadvantages Likely to be ignored   
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Execution of influence measure feasible in requesting external asset owners to 
improve visual impact of reserves/bridge 

Funding Type n/a Frequency Variable 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX n/a  

CAPEX n/a  
LoS n/a  

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
 
Proceed with Option C 
Council / Keep Feilding Beautiful communicates with KiwiRail / 
NZTA directly, asking them to consider managing these assets 
more proactively. 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 
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Note: MDC may inquire as to MOU(s) / lease agreement(s) to 
manage a portion of the reserve(s), but this commitment is 
incalculable at this time, and likely to be (or become) untenable 
to boot, particularly where KiwiRail is concerned. Do not 
recommend. 
 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT recommends that MDC write to KiwiRail requesting permission to do this work. If approved, the works will be funded from existing 
unsubsidised roading budgets, where funding allows. 
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Submission #095 – Chris Dungan: Installation of solar panels on Council-owned buildings 

Request description: The submitter recommends that Council invest to install solar panels on Council-owned buildings such as the 
new Community Hub, the Resource Recovery Centre and community halls. The revenue from the excess electricity could be used to 
provide grant money for creative arts projects, offset maintenance and running costs for community halls. Council could also enhance 
its green credentials. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure and Strategy (green infrastructure) 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together � 
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste

The request for investment into Solar Panels to power Council owned 
facilities and to use the cost savings to fund community projects 
aligns with Councils Community Development Strategy 2020.  
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Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? There are likely to be central government or regional grant 
opportunities to support installation of solar panels to Council 
owned facilities in the future. This would ensure the capital costs of 
the project would be either cost-neutral or less impactful on 
ratepayers.  

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
We have undertaken a detailed analysis of solar panels for the Resource Recovery Centre in the past. This power would be directly used at 
the Manawatu Wastewater Treatment Plant. This was not proceeded with as the costs savings due to the low prices for electricity at the 
WWTP did not justify the capital expense. These low prices (for power) still apply today. Officers continue to update these estimates to 
determine feasibility.  
At other Council facilities, the installation of solar panels would also require the installation of battery storage to maximise the returns from 
exporting power from individual sites. This increases the capital cost required and therefore impacts whether it is economical or not to install 
a solar power system. 
If the cost of solar panels and associated systems decrease over time, it is expected that further investigation would be required to assess the 
value of these systems. This would be prompted by a greater level of uptake of solar systems within New Zealand and/or grant funding being 
available. 
Officers will continue to explore feasibilities, and will remain perceptive of central government grant, regional grant or partnership 
opportunities for such investments to minimise any impacts on the ratepayer.  

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Council owned facilities do not have solar panels 

Advantages No capital investment required for existing facilities 
Disadvantages Environmental impact of traditional power sources, reliant on market costs for power 

supply.  
Funding Type Nil Frequency Nil 
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Funding Source Nil Ongoing cost detail Nil  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B Council owned facilities have solar panels  
Advantages Power generated by the solar panels can be used by the facility (off-sets electricity 

costs). 
Helps with Council’s green credentials. 

Disadvantages Refer to barriers/roadblocks 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type NEW CAPEX, OPEX Frequency  
Funding Source Rates, debt Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX - $2,275/kW Depreciation - $18,200 

p.a 
Interest – 20,475 p.a 

CAPEX - For 200kW system for 
Resource Recovery Centre, 
$455,000. 

  

LoS - No increase to level of 
service 

  

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
 
Option A 
 
Recommend that Council does not invest in solar panels for 
Council owned facilities until a more feasible option is identified. 
However, officers will continue to explore options in the 
background, and will also identify potential third party funding 
opportunities.  
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 
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6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 

Council does consider the suitability of installing solar panels when investing in new capital projects on Council buildings.  
No immediate plans to install solar panels on Council buildings. 
Could be considered as part of Council’s Environmental Strategy which is to be done in the next 12 months. 
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Submission 207: Investigate potential to develop plan for cycle trail 

Request description: Environment Network Manawatu is requesting Council to investigate the potential and work with other interested 
parties to draw up plans for a regional cycle trail to encourage cycle tourism. 

 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management Plan 
*Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and 
Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries Management 
Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth 
Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 

 
Investigating the potential of a regional cycle trail: 
 
The nature of this request lacks much detail as to where: 

A) such a facility should be located, 
B) start and destination points, or 
C) which neighbouring districts or interested parties to engage with? 

 
Assessment of impacts, demand, or other resources cannot be easily made. 
Business Case of any such trail developed with ‘interested parties’ (not currently 
defined) would likely need to be carried out by external consultants, as there are 
little to no-in house resources available. Costs of such activities are unknown 
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Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 
*Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai 
(o te kete) 

 

currently. There is no budget for additional Business Case Development in the 
Roading AMP. 
 
Current status: 
The Feilding to Palmerston North shared path (MDC portion) has been 
completed. Reference to ‘commuting’ facility between Feilding and PN has 
already been essentially completed by MDC; it is PNCC that is required to 
complete the path to the city within their network. 
 
Development of other, local paths is ongoing through Roading’s Walking & 
Cycling Matrix Assessment Tool, but this is a laborious and time-consuming 
process, initially based on the 2020 Strategy list. 
 
Where a new, regionally significant trail could be identified, multiple 
stakeholders aligned - and prepared to deliver it - placement into any programme 
continues to be highly dependent on funding constraints. 
 
Note: The above refers to rural trail networks in the road reserve only – It is 
understood that Council ‘de-prioritised’ all urban cycleway aspirations in prior 
strategy level meetings. 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

 
Roading has already conceptualised and quantified the Te Araroa Trail - a 
regionally (and nationally) significant trail - for implementation over several 
years. It has also priced (to rough order cost detail) the much-vaunted City to 
Sea Cycleway (for MDC’s portion from Rangiotu Rd boundary with NZTA to 
Himatangi Beach only). 
 
Funding for a significant portion of the Te Araroa Trail has been anticipated 
across the 10-year forecast (currently between years 4 & 7), under non-
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subsidised work programme(s), given Central Government’s redirection of 
funding under the updated draft 2024 GPS. 
 
Note: Subsidised shared trails planned in Years 1-3 have had all funding 
reallocated due to this GPS redirection, deferring delivery of these projects. 
Forecasted budgets currently recommence from years 4 to 10 @ $250k per year 
(an ‘optimistic’ inclusion to access funds from NLTF – no guarantee this will 
happen and necessitate continuation under the non-subsidised funding stream). 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Future commitment required to maintain and renew multiple regionally significant trails (above that currently programmed) could tax 
Council within and beyond this LTP. Any works would be entirely within existing public road corridor where Roading is required to own 
and maintain. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Maintain MDC Regional Trail Programme 

Advantages Regionally significant trail development (Te Araroa) already forecasted in LTP 
Disadvantages No other cycle trails investigated 
Funding Type Debt Frequency Staged approach over multiple 

years 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Annual construction, subsequent 

maintenance 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 

(already forecasted in LTP) 
$2,400 per annum for LTP period 
 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
(already forecasted in LTP) 

Year 4 $1,205,094 
Year 5 $1,123,705 
Year 6 $1,137,263 
Year 7 $    976.168 

LoS Increased  
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Option B Seek out additional, aspirational regionally significant cycle trail opportunities 
Advantages Greater visibility in determining feasibility of further regional trails aiding tourism 
Disadvantages May confirm another trail would elicit a negative benefit cost ratio 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Limited internal roading resource to manage / co-ordinate an investigation into a new regionally 
significant, tourism enabling cycle route with multiple (unidentified) parties. External Business 
Case consultant likely to be required – no funding allocated.. 

Funding Type Rates Frequency Ongoing 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Staged, unknown quantity 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) Not quantifiable currently No funding allocated to Business 

Case development in LTP period 
CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 No physical construction 

anticipated in LTP period, based on 
submission requesting MDC to 
‘investigate potential’. 

LoS n/a  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option A 
Continue with provision of Te Araroa Trail within 
MDC district, which progresses submitter’s 
aspirations in part already. 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
Yes, ELT supports this proposal as it is already in the programme for years 4 – 7.  
Will be reconsidered as part of year 4, subject to NZTA funding. Under the updated 2024 draft GPS, Central Government has redirected 
funding based on the reprioritisation of projects.  
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Submission #044, 046: Kōwhai Park Improvements 

Request description: Submitters requested that Council replace the wishing well and the seat by the duckpond at Kōwhai Park that 
were removed. The submitters also request the replacement of the bird feeder in the aviary, installation of a toilet near the children’s 
playground, a disability carpark by the playground, and a further disability parking space at the opposite end of the carpark near by the 
current toilet block.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Parks and Property) 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow   
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities 
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan 
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and 

Items identified in submission have not been identified in the 
Reserve management plan or asset management plans.  
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 
Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? [Is there anything else that Council should keep in mind, 

including regional/national initiatives, regulations, plans, etc.] 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
[Is there anything else that you consider to be a significant impediment to this request/initiative being supported?] 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – [state what the status quo is] 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    
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5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Wishing well is not anticipated being rebuilt. This was removed after 
a child was stuck inside it and had to be cut out by the fire brigade. 
Bird feeder may be included as part of the aviary project if 
appropriate. 
The park does not justify an additional toilet on site. Could relocate 
the one next to the rose garden if there was a desire.  
Disability carpark makes sense. Officers to action. 
  
 
 
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT support putting additional disability carparks as requested. There is a plan to put a native bird feeder in the bush. All within existing 
budgets. 
There is no plan to relocate toilets to near the playground at this time. However, this may be considered as part of the next LTP (Kowhai Park 
Masterplan). 
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Submission 144: Lid on Farmers Market Quadrant 

Request description: Feilding &District Promotion are requesting a lid on the farmers’ market quadrant to protect and attract 
customers to the Friday market 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow        
A future planned together         
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future         
A prosperous, resilient economy         
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

This request does fit within the approved long-term project of “Town 
Refresh”.  
We understand weather (wind & rain) creates challenges when 
events are being held in the market square namely, Fridays Farmers 
Market.  
As part of this project consideration will be given to provide some 
form of weather protection for the Market Square.  
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Under what is proposed the main barrier will be cost.  
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B Consider this request within the Town Centre Refresh Project 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option B 
 

 
� Yes 
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Officer recommends that this request be considered with the 
Town Centre Refresh project  
 
 
 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT supports officer recommendation for this initiative to be considered as part of the Town Centre Refresh Project. 
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Submission #200: Road markings for Makoura Road and Oroua Valley Road 

Request description: Apiti Community Committee is requesting for road markings for parking and intersections to indicate lanes in 
Makoura Road. They are also requesting diagonal parking spaces in Oroua Valley Road. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading  
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
No alignment with policies or plans 
 
Standard ‘right of way’ rules apply for T-intersections, with – or 
without – priority markings and signs. 
 
Choice of road users when parking vehicles in a safe manner are also 
embedded in the road rules. 
 
However, markings can be achieved as a technical exercise; will 
require moderate investigation, design, and liaison before 
installation. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? Upgrade of Makoura Road / Oroua Valley Road intersection to a Give 
Way requires inclusion into the ‘Controlled Intersections’ register. 
This consequently requires gazetting, to ensure legal compliance, 
which can reduce flexibility for installation timeframes. 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Expected standard marking arrangements may not formally fit the road space / usage envisaged by the submitter. Checks need to be 
made before committing to application of particular type(s) / arrangement(s) of parking bays and other markings. This applies across 
Oroua Valley Road and Makoura Road. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages No change 
Disadvantages Ad hoc parking continues – reliant on competency of road users 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a  

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a  
LoS No change  

Option B Install give way to Makoura Road / Oroua Valley Road intersection. Mark out parking bays to same roads 
Advantages Formalised parking 
Disadvantages Potential limitation in ad hoc parking capacity after ‘formalising’ 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Feasible, but not without moderate investigation, and liaison to determine perceived 
benefits from proposed concept, whilst aligning with design standards 

Funding Type Rates / Debt Frequency One-off 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Ongoing cost detail Annual re-mark 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (already included in 

10-year forecast) 
$2,100 gazetting costs, 
Year 3 included in 
existing budgets 
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CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $6,700 (installation) 
 
 
 
$3,500 (re-marking) 
 

Installation of parking 
bays, limit lines, edge-
lines, signage. 
 
$500 per annum from 
year 4 onwards (annual 
re-mark plus the 
occasional re-mark due 
to potential burnouts 
obscuring road 
markings, given limited 
police resource to 
ameliorate such issues) 

LoS Increase  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option B 
Inclusion in Year 3 (2026-27), costs to install should be 
sourced from non-subsidised renewals 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

 
6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 

ELT support however, will look to do this work in the current (existing) roading budget for this year. 
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Submission # 76: Cameron Jenkins on behalf of the Manawatū Tenants Union 

Request description: Request for an increase to funding for dedicated tenant advocacy supports. The Manawatu Tenants Union wants 
Council to collaborate with them to leverage our expertise and community networks to develop effective strategies for improving 
housing affordability, ensuring better living standards, and promoting tenant empowerment.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Housing (Community) 
 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow   
A future planned together   
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 

MDC has had a strong focus on residential growth over the last 10-
year period and has invested in infrastructure to enable this 
development in Feilding. Some development across the district has 
also commenced.  
MDC is currently reviewing the residential and rural chapters of the 
District Plan. Higher density housing is being explored as part of the 
review of the residential chapter, and papakāinga housing is being 
explored as part of the review of the rural chapter.   
Council funded a development navigator position to help developers 
and people, who are seeking to develop residential and commercial 
sites, to navigate the necessary planning and building consenting 
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Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

processes. A regulatory services building technician has also been 
appointed to help people and developers improve the quality of 
consenting applications in an attempt to accelerate consenting 
processes.   
As a consequence, of all of the above activities, it is anticipated that 
there may be less pressure on housing over time and more rental 
properties will emerge. This is, of course, subject to no further major 
market impacts such as COVID and the current cost of living.   

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? A lack of housing has resulted in housing and rental affordability 
pressures throughout New Zealand and including the Manawatu 
District.  

Council has a good working relationship with the Manawatu 
Community Trust – who are a CCO tasked with providing affordable 
housing for older people and disabled people.  

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
Council has limited ways in which to directly influence housing affordability.  

Council has to balance rates affordability with ensuring there is sufficient infrastructure to support growth.  

The Options assessment is not filled out because the Manawatū Tenants Union has not asked Council for a specific amount of money, 
which makes evaluating this request difficult.  

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Do not increase funding for Manawatu Tenant’s Union 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
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Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 
 
Officers recommend that Council does not support the 
Manawatū Tenants Union’s request to increase funding for 
dedicated tenant advocacy supports. Council is limited in its 
ability to control/influence the issues raised by the submitter.   
 
However, Council is happy to engage with the Union as a key 
stakeholder when reviewing the Community Development 
Strategy to ensure that their concerns are addressed 
appropriately.  

 

 
 Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT agrees with officer recommendation. Council is happy to engage with the Union as a key stakeholder when reviewing the Community 
Development Strategy to ensure that their concerns are addressed appropriately. 
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Submission #190: Manawatu Business Chamber Business Voice and Response – Strategic Project Proposal Request 

Request description: MBC requests an initial contribution of $50,000, per annum for two years, from the Manawatū District Council to 
enable reach and engagement with businesses within the district, including primarily those who are not Chamber members. More 
details in the submission appendix. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

Council’s Economic Development Strategy links with this request for 
business support for the Manawatū district 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

At present there is no funding in existing budgets to support this activity. 
This request from MBC is in response to a recommendation from Council during 2023 to make a request for funding to enable the CHamber 
to engage with the business community in a different way than that has happened in the past.  
The request of $50k per year ($100k over the two years) if approved would have a direct impact to the ratepayer? 

Currently Council fund FDP and CEDA to provide a range of activities at a cost to the ratepayer of $1.1M pa. CEDA and FDP are both 
contracted to provide business support to community. We note that the Chamber has worked with CEDA as part of this submission to ensure 
this submission adds value to the services CEDA provides to businesses in the district.  
If Council wanted to fund the MBC submission, then an option for Council could be to reduce the funding to FDP or CEDA, however any 
reduction to CEDA funding would first need to be worked through the joined CCO process with PNCC.  A reduction of funding to FDP would 
impact the current contract with the entity and could put the Board under financial pressure. 

4. Options Assessment
Option A No funding to Chamber 

Advantages No cost to the ratepayer 
Disadvantages Business support remains at current levels with current providers. 
Funding Type Rates Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B [Description of the request] Invest in Chamber to support local businesses 
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Advantages Support to the local business may increase business sustainability and economic 
growth 

Disadvantages Cost to the ratepayer – fully to the ratepayer 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Outsourced, but costs to the ratepayer 

Funding Type Rates Frequency $50k annually (2 years) 
Funding Source General Rate Ongoing cost detail $50k annually (2 years) 
Implications OPEX -   $50k annually (2 years) 

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option C – No 
impact to the 
ratepayer 

[Description of the request] Reduce funding to CEDA and FDP (or CEDA or FDP) to invest in Chamber to support 
local businesses 
Advantages Support to the local business could increase business sustainability and economic 

growth with no impact to the ratepayer 
Disadvantages FDP and/or CEDA receive less income from MDC grant which could impact their 

delivery 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Outsourced, no costs to the ratepayer 

Funding Type Rates Frequency $50k annually (2 years) 
Funding Source General Rate Ongoing cost detail $50k annually (2 years) 
Implications OPEX -   $50k annually (2 years) 

CAPEX -    
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Option C 
 
Officer recommends that an investigation into the performance 
of FDP and/or CEDA would need to accompany this request if 
Option C is chosen to contribute to Chamber from existing funds.  
 
 

 
� Yes – agree a review of the performance of FDP needs to occur. 

Council has just agreed to the SoE and draft SoI for CEDA and has limited 
ability to make budget changes for the next 3-years. 
I support the funding of $50k pa for two years to MBC given this 
submission is as a result of a request by Council. 
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� No 
6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team

ELT is hesitant to duplicate funding for services that are already provided by FDP.   
Council has an option to change the FDP contract to remove the business-related portion, and potentially shift the funding to the Chamber. 
Elected members would need to decide what range of services they are happy for FDP to provide. 
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Submission # 181: Moawhaongo Dam Release 

Request description: Angela Mcintyre is requesting for cessation of Moawhaongo dam release (particularly between January and March) 
owing to concerns about both short and long-term damage to aquatic life, council assets and community wellbeing.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

This request relates to the Moawhaongo dam release. The 
Moawhaongo River is a tributary of the Rangitkei River and located in 
the Central North Island. As the dam is not located within the 
Manawatu District and is privately owned and operated, we cannot 
answer the submitters concerns. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? There are no considerations at the National or Regional Level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
[Is there anything else that you consider to be a significant impediment to this request/initiative being supported?] 
 
N/A 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Do nothing 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
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Option A 

We recommend that Council reject the request as the dam is not 
located within the Manawatu District and is privately owned and 
operated. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT does not support this proposal. It is not relevant to MDC. 

79



Submission #181: Otara Road Safety and Otara Bridge Repairs 

Request description: Angela Mcintyre is requesting for safety measures (a turning bay or double yellow no passing) to be implemented 
at the junction of Otara Road and State Highway 1. There is also a request to repair the Otara bridge 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
No alignment to policies or plans. 
 
Request for Otara Bridge ‘to be repaired’: Repairs are already 
underway and will be completed prior to next LTP. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? None 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 

1. MDC not responsible for this location: Intersection referred to (State Highway 1 and Otara Road): This intersection is 
 

• NZTA operated, and 
• Is situated in Rangitikei District, not Manawatu. 

 
2. Otara Bridge already being repaired prior to LTP commencement. 

 
4. Options Assessment 

Option A Status Quo - Do nothing 
Advantages n/a 
Disadvantages n/a 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX n/a  

CAPEX n/a  
LoS n/a  

Option B Alter SH1/Otara Road intersection, Repair Otara Bridge 
Advantages Maintain accessibility 
Disadvantages n/a 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

SH1/Otara Road intersection: Not in MDC network – no action 
Repair Otara Bridge: Will be repaired prior to LTP – no further action 

Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX n/a  

CAPEX n/a  
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LoS n/a  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option A 
Do nothing, bridge is already being repaired. SH1 / Otara 
Road intersection is in Rangitikei District and the 
responsibility of NZTA. 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT agrees with the officer's recommendation. These works are already underway. 
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Submission #216 : Partnership Agreement and Partnership Funding Agreement $2500,000.00 ($2,500,000.00) 

Request description: Te Rangimarie Marae, on behalf of Te Kōtui Reo Taumata, is requesting an initial funding of $2,500,000.00 for the 
collective to assist Council in these specific areas: 

Input into strategy and Policy. 

Input into Regulatory and statutory process. 

Provision of Cultural support services 

Input into Governance and representation. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Regulatory), Strategy, People and Culture, Governance 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned strategies and plans 
of Council? 
It isn’t directly relevant to those strategies, but rather it sits above them in 
terms of the Council’s decision making.  
 

 
Council’s approach to working with whānau, 
hapū, and iwi Māori in the Manawatū District Iwi 
engagement is detailed within the Council’s Te 
Kīwai (o te kete) and Significance & Engagement 
Policy. Te Kīwai refers to Sec 81 of the LGA and the 
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requirement to provide opportunities for Māori to 
contribute to decision making and foster the 
development of Māori capacity within such areas. 
Council’s Community Development Strategy also 
supports Māori contribution; stating that Council 
will facilitate Māori contribution and participation 
in Council decision making.  Te Kīwai recognises 
that budget considerations should accommodate 
engagement and appropriate administrative 
resourcing.  Appropriate resourcing is required to 
enable effective engagement and decision-
making.  

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? The policy direction outlined in LGA requires 
resourcing to meet the intended outcomes i.e. 
enabled effective engagement. Funding for 
engagement is common throughout NZ.  
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
Any provision of money to the collective is a Council decision.   
  
The major barrier is the requested budget. However, Council is consistently engaging with iwi on projects, consenting matters and 
policy development.  Iwi should not be expected to provide volunteer energy for their efforts and iwi have turned away from making 
decisions. It is essential that funding is allocated so that future engagement can be resourced; albeit at a lesser amount than 
requested. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – the Council doesn’t fund Iwi Māori for their input into decision-making. 

Advantages Nil Cost remains. 
Disadvantages Lack of funding means that Te Kōtui Reo Taumata and member 

marae, hapū and iwi engagement will remain limited, untimely 
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and difficult at a time when we are looking towards important 
infrastructure consenting and re-consenting. 

Funding Type N/A Frequency N/A 
Funding Source N/A Ongoing cost 

detail 
N/A 

Implications OPEX – Nil 
CAPEX – Nil 
LoS – Nil 

Option B Fund Te Kōtui Reo Taumata to assist the Council in its decision-making in appropriate areas 

Advantages Enables engagement from Te Kōtui Reo Taumata and its members and improved 
relationship. 

Disadvantages New expense. 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

The funding requested is significant and highly unlikely to be approved. Recommend 
that an initial figure of $150K be allocated for the next triennium.  

Funding Type OPEX Annually Annually 
Funding Source Rates $150K 
Implications OPEX – 

ongoing 
annual 
expense. 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

Option B 
Officers recommend funding to Te Kōtui Reo Taumata to assist the Council in its 
decision-making in appropriate areas 

� Yes 

� No 
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6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT recommends that this be discussed with elected members prior to establishing a position. 
This would be a direct impact on rates. 
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Submission #089: Piping West Street Drain 

Request description: In her submission, Fiona Cook requests that the open West Street drain be piped 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure (Stormwater) 
 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking 
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later 
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve 
Management Plans *Waste Management and 

Does not align with current planned strategies 
and plans of Council. 
 
There is a mix of open and piped drains along 
West Street. There is potential for piping the 
remaining portions in the future if needed 
however open drains are more effective in 
certain situations as they allow for natural 
drainage and can handle larger volumes of 
water during heavy rain events.  Piping the 
drain has not been budgeted for in this LTP as 
it is not a priority however, we may consider in 
the future evaluating the performance of the 
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

current infrastructure, assessing potential 
risks, and considering long-term solutions 
that address any shortcomings. 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if 
applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
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LoS -    
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 

Recommendation? 
Option A 
 
Officer recommends that Council reject the request 
for the reason mentioned above  
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT does not support the piping of this drain. 
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Submission #204: Plumbing work at McKelvie Hall, 17 Kuku St, Tangimoana. 

Request description: Tangimoana Community Committee is requesting for funding assistance of up to $6,500 to commence plumbing 
work at McKelvie Hall, 17 Kuku St, Tangimoana. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking 
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later 
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve 
Management Plans *Waste Management and 

Halls Policy 2009 is a strategic document that 
this hall falls under, this policy is currently 
under review. The current understanding is 
that Council will carry out all maintenance to 
keep the building watertight, and structurally 
sound, the hall committee will carry out 
internal nice to have issues and upgrades.  
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 
Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

There is a requirement from Central 
Government to meet the new Taumata Arowai 
drinking water standards at public facilities. 
Council has upgraded all of its Council owned 
halls with UV filters where needed. 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
Mckelvie Hall is community owned. Historically, Council has not invested in hall projects where we 
are not the owners of the asset. 
 
However, given there is a community benefit associated with the hall, Council has supported them 
where possible, e.g. building compliance and some minor, high priority projects. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Don't fund the request. 

Advantages  
Disadvantages Hall doesn't meet the required drinking water standards. 

Burdon falls to the local hall and community committee to 
meet the cost of the upgrade.   

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    
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Option B Fund the request but to the value of $3,500, rather than the $6,500 requested by the 
Tangimoana Community Committee 
Advantages Meet the national drinking water standards.  
Disadvantages There will be on going Opex costs that need to be met with the 

replacement of the U.V filters. As this is a Community-owned 
hall Council’s expectation is that these ongoing operational 
costs are funded by the Committee.  

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

A grant can be provided for the request to the hall committee 

Funding Type Frequency One off 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Replacement 
of the UV 
filters will 
need to be 
covered  by 
the 
Committee 

Implications OPEX - 
CAPEX - 3,500 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

Officers recommend Option B. 
The installation of a UV filter is a very high priority as 
this is necessary to meet the new freshwater drinking 
standards for a public facility. 

Officers have already ordered the plumbing materials 
necessary to do this upgrade and these materials have 

� Yes 

� No 
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been paid for via Council’s community facilities 
budget. 

The cost of installation is approximately $3.5k. This is 
why the officer recommends the approval of this 
request to the value of $3.5k, not the $6.5k asked for 
by the submitter. 

Note: Council has assumed that the Committee will 
cover the ongoing Opex costs. 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
Support on the understanding that this is a high priority Hall. Plumbing materials have already been 
purchased for the work via the community facilities budget.  
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Submission 202 :Poupatate, Te Tikanga, Te Hiiri O Mahuta Marae Roading Concerns 

Request description: Hohua Arapere is requesting for drainages, proper signage and mirrors on their road. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
Some alignment with plans or policies (see below): 
 
Assumed that following aspects are related to House 225, not 
marae: 

• Drainage should be assessed as part of BAU operations. 
Roading would be happy to attend, survey and help develop 
potential solutions for House 225. 

• A convex mirror may be of limited use, since southbound 
visibility (assumed cause of concern) reduces due to the 
presence of a stock ramp on the inside of a long radius curve. 
Placement of the mirror will need investigation for validity 
and should be carried out under BAU operations. 
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Assumed that following aspects are related to listed Marae, not 
House 225: 

• Signage specifically for Marae is already being progressed by 
a People & Culture Dept programme. Roading is providing 
technical expertise and installation resource once project is 
scoped and shaped. 

• See section 3 for judder bar aspect. 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level?  
Newly updated GPS specifically indicates that funding of ‘vertical 
deflection devices’ (judder bars, speed humps) will not be provided 
for public roads. If funded, it would need to be from non-subsidised 
budgets. 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Roading does not recommend installation of judder bars in most circumstances for rural roads. Previous (and in some cases still 
existing) sites involving rural roads have resulted in rapid onset of damage, noise complaints, abuse of these assets and, at the same 
time, they have failed to meaningfully elicit desired driver behaviour. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – BAU operations (drainage, mirror), continue People & Culture Marae signage project 

Advantages Standard processing of customer submission better aligned to BAU and existing 
projects – faster outcome than LTP process. 

Disadvantages None 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (covered under 

existing budgets) 
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CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (covered under 
existing budgets) 

 

LoS Increased  
Option B Install judder bars to marae approaches on rural roads 

Advantages May temper vehicle speed slightly 
Disadvantages Incurs damage, creates noise, will fail to meaningfully elicit anticipated behaviour 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Feasible to install as a technical exercise, but not feasible in obtaining desired 
outcomes 

Funding Type Debt Frequency Variable 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Regular replacements 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (covered under 

existing budgets) 
Assets not conducive to 
maintenance within LTP 
period 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $25,000 
 
$33,750 

Initial install, year 1 
 
Ongoing annual 
replacement of 15% of 
assets through 
consumption, damage 
(wilful or otherwise) 

LoS Decreased  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option A 
No requirement to incorporate into LTP. Reallocate roadside 
drainage issue and request for convex mirror to Roading 
Department for assessment under BAU operations. 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
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ELT support addressing the roadside drainage issues and installing the signage and convex mirror. Do not support installation of 
judder bars. 
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Submission # 194, 195 & 202: Poupatate, Te Tikanga, Te Hiiri O Mahuta Marae Water Supply Concerns 

Request description: These three submissions relate to requests that Council provide water to the people of the Te Reureu and 
Tokorangi Valley’s, including the Marae of Poupatate, Te Tikanga, and Te Hiiri O Mahuta. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan
*Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and
Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries Management
Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth
Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28

[e.g. if the request is for a new 
walkway/cycleway, how does the request fit 
with the strategic priorities contained in the 
Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020?] 

This request aligns with Council’s Community 
Development Strategy and Economic 
Development Strategy. Access to safe 
drinking water supply is fundamentally linked 
to the wellbeing of the district community. 
Reticulated water supply also provides 
significant economic development 
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*Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai
(o te kete)

opportunities through the enablement of both 
residential and agricultural growth.  

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

Where Council provides drinking water to the 
community, it must be compliant with the 
Water Services Act 2021 and corresponding 
regulations, standards and compliance rules. 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

[Is there anything else that you consider to be a significant impediment to this request/initiative being 
supported?] 

Note: Te Tikanga Marae is connected to the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme. The detail below 
therefore refers to the connection of Poupatate marae and Te Hiiri O Mahuta Marae to the Stanway-
Halcombe Rural Water Scheme, or to be provided with water supply deliveries. Should Te Tikanga Marae 
wish to purchase additional units from the water scheme, they are able to contact the Council team as 
per usual process.  

Connection to the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme 

The capital requirement to install an extension to the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme into the Te 
Reureu Valley is a major barrier to the financial feasibility of this initiative. The map below shows two 
potential stages of the scheme extension into the valley (green and yellow). The green line (potential 
Stage 1) is focussed around residential properties, existing farms and marae – the areas with greatest 
current demand. The blue area shows the existing water scheme serviced area, with the dark blue lines 
showing existing pipework (excluding lateral connections).   

99



Other key feasibility issues identified for this scale of water supply extension into the Te Reureu Valley 
include:  

- The desire of Ngā Iwi o Te Reureu to hold governance/control over their own aspect of the
proposed water scheme. This creates challenges to work through on ongoing management, cost
recovery, contribution to existing and future assets, and interaction with the existing Stanway-
Halcombe Rural Water Scheme. Council will be aware that the more water scheme users there
are, the more cost effective the unit charge is for users.

- There is a lack of available data or insights into the number of residents in the Te Reureu Valley
willing to pay for the required capital contribution and annual charge to connect to the water
scheme if the pipeline extension was to be completed. This is fundamental to ascertaining the
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feasibility of the pipework installation as the costs to install the pipework must be able to be 
recovered from new customers over time.  

- There is uncertainty from Council’s perspective whether the proposed extension is expected to
provide solely for drinking water, or to also enable agricultural use. Installation of a smaller pipe
size for drinking water purposes only would reduce the cost of the initiative, however there is has
been desire from Ngā Iwi o Te Reureu in the past to enable agricultural development from the
pipeline installation, which means a greater diameter and more cost impactful pipeline size would
be required (90 OD).

In the simplest terms, if there are a number of new potential users within close proximity to the existing 
scheme, all of which are willing and able to contribute towards capital contributions and yearly rates 
charges for their water units, pipeline could be installed in stages where feasibility is clear, e.g. the 
number of units to be used in that area justifies the installation of pipeline.  

As a first next step, it is recommended that each marae conduct a survey of their communities to collect 
names, addresses and number of units each property would be interested in purchasing. Alternatively, 
Council officers are willing to conduct this research with permission from the marae. It would need to be 
made clear with those registering interest for water supply units what the capital contribution costs and 
yearly rates charges would be per unit, which Council Officers can provide on request.  

Capital Funding Requirement 

What remains is the capital cost of the pipeline installation that would need to be either funded by 
Council, or gained by Central Government grant. At the time of writing, Officers do not have knowledge 
of any current opportunities for Central Government funding for a water supply scheme extension. 
Poupatate Marae have registered with the Rural Drinking Water Programme administered by Crown 
Infrastructure Partners. MDC were contacted by Crown Infrastructure Partners (CIP) about the possibility 
of funding connection of Poupatate Marae to the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme instead of CIP 
funding other site specific water supply solutions. MDC communicated an engineers estimate to CIP to 
connect both the Poupatate Marae and the Te Hiiri Marae to the water scheme of $1,450,000 plus GST 
(incl. contingency) (as at November 2023), alongside any properties who were then enabled to connect 
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along that pipeline. Unfortunately, CIP responded to MDC that this required funding was above their 
available funding amount for this purpose.  

Other Options for Water Supply to Te Reureu Valley Residents and Marae 

Council funded summer water tank deliveries to residents and marae in Te Reureu Valley from 10 Dec 
2021 to 31 May 2022 to signal Council’s commitment to identifying long term options for water supply. 
As well as the ability to provide water supply to those with shortages in the dry season in Te Reureu 
Valley, this exercise was useful to determine potential demand for drinking water supply in the Te Reureu 
Valley. 

From 10 December 2021 to 31 May 2022, $5,539 (exclusive GST) of water deliveries were utilised, with 
15 properties receiving between 1 and 4 deliveries, including Poupatate Marae.  

Due to the cost effective nature of this summer water delivery initiative, it was repeated for the current 
financial year, with water deliveries being provided between 22 December 2023 to the most recent 
deliveries on 8 April 2024. Demand remains similar to the previous season of deliveries. As at 3 May 
2024, 12 deliveries have been made to 5 properties.  

Council has previously offered to provide a permanent drinking water delivery arrangement to residents 
of the Te Reureu Valley as an alternative to extending the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme into 
the valley whilst enough potential customers are gained to justify the investment in the required 
pipeline. The offer was for Council to supply:  

a) On a one-off basis, one (1) water tank; and
b) Once annually, the delivery of one (1) 12,000 litre tanker of water within the months of

November, December or January.

The offer was to provide each Te Reureu Valley residential property with the above, where a request is 
made to the Council by the owner of the property (until such time that the property is able to be 
connected to the Stanway-Halcombe Rural Water Scheme or the scheme no longer exists). Where a 
request is made, the owner will then be subject to an annual harmonised targeted water rate, which will 
be set by Council (at Council’s sole discretion) and payable by the property owner. To date, no requests 
have been made by Te Reureu Valley residents for the above offer. 
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4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Council does not supply water supply to the Te Reureu Valley. 

Advantages No additional expenditure required. 
Disadvantages Benefits of drinking water supply to Te Reureu Valley not 

achieved.  
Funding Type Nil Frequency Nil 
Funding Source Nil Ongoing cost 

detail 
Nil 

Implications OPEX - Nil 
CAPEX - Nil 
LoS - Nil 

Option B Council publicise and coordinate/facilitate water tank provision and deliveries once 
per year to Te Reureu Valley residents at the request of property owners, funded by 
an annual harmonised targeted water rate to the property owner.  
Advantages A reliable and cost effective water supply process is put in 

place as a short term solution until a feasible number of users 
of a scheme extension are identified.  

Disadvantages Non-reticulated water supply would not enable residential or 
agricultural growth in the valley.  

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

The financial feasibility of this initiative is assessed as higher 
than installation of a reticulated water scheme, but the 
achievement of identified benefits of a reticulated water 
supply scheme in the value would not be achieved.  

Funding Type CAPEX, OPEX Frequency Yearly 
Funding Source Rates Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - $313 per property per 

year 
10m3 (10,000 
L) water tank
@ $3,000
each
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$313 for 1 x 
water delivery 
within 
summer 
month per 
year.  

CAPEX - $3,000 per property 
(one-off) 

Total 
potential of 
140 
properties 
within 
potential 
scheme 
extension 
area within Te 
Reureu Valley 
(map above).  

LoS - 
Option C Council include funding within the Long Term Plan 2024 – 2034 to install a stage 1 

pipeline extension into the Te Reureu Valley with pipeline and capacity designed to 
enable water supply for houses, marae, sheep and beef farming.  
NOTE: there are a number of pipeline sizes and locations that can be modelled 
based on the desired outcome. The capital and operational costs of each option will 
be different depending on the desired outcome. 
NOTE 2: The capital and operational estimates for this Option C were estimated in 
April 2023. Should Council wish to progress this option, Officers would update this 
estimate to current date rates.   
Advantages Community and economic benefits of reticulated water 

supply would be experienced within the Te Reureu Valley. 
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Disadvantages It still remains unclear whether the number of property owners 
who will connect to the water supply will justify the cost of 
installing the pipeline, where justification is defined as 
sufficient additional users to fund the costs of the pipeline 
installation over time. However, what is clear is the cultural 
and social justification.  

Funding Type Capital Frequency One-off or 
staged 

Funding Source Debt, rates Ongoing cost 
detail 

Implications OPEX – 

Existing 
Stanway 
Halcombe 
Scheme with 
new WTP 

Per year - 
$559,800 
Units 
allocated 
– 1543
Per user - 
$363

Existing 
Stanway 
Halcombe 
Scheme with 
new WTP + Te 
Reureu 
Extension 

Per year - 
$598,013 
Units 
allocated 
– 1593
Per user - 
$375

Notes: 
• OPEX estimate dated April

2023 and intended for
proportional reference
only. Not up to date with
proposed water scheme
charges for LTP 2024 –
2034.

• OPEX estimated based on
the initiative being an
extension of the Stanway-
Halcombe Rural Water
Scheme (as opposed to a
stand-alone scheme), i.e.
costs spread across all
users.

• Operational estimates
include operation of the
new Water Treatment
Plant for the Stanway-
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Halcombe Rural Water 
Scheme.  

• Assume 50 units allocated
on new Te Reureu
pipeline.

CAPEX - $3,057,000 
(including 20% contingency, 
excluding GST) 

Notes: 
• Assumes Water Treatment

Plant beside existing
intake point.

• To minimise amount of
125OD pipeline, have
included 2 x Marae
storage tanks to enable
flow balancing and
storage (+ fire fighting
capacity).

• Have included loop from
Southern end of scheme
to Te Hiiri Marae and
southern end loop to
supplement flow.

• Staging possible (green
and yellow on map above
or additional stages).

LoS - 
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 

Recommendation? 

Officers recommend that each marae conduct a 
survey of their communities to collect names, � Yes 
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addresses and number of units each property would 
be interested in purchasing within the Te Reureu 
Valley.  

Alternatively, Council officers are willing to conduct 
this research with permission from the marae. It 
would need to be made clear with those registering 
interest for water supply units what the capital 
contribution costs and yearly rates charges would be 
per unit, which Council Officers can provide on 
request.  

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT recommends that this request be referred to the scheme committee for discussion. 
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Submission #12 & #94: Request for CCTV cameras on Ranfurly Road 

Request description: David Chambers and Andrea Crutchley have both requested that CCTV cameras be installed on Ranfurly Road 
due to increased theft. Andrea Crutchley has requested that cameras be installed in the reserve area/lay away at the top of the hill. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together     
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government     

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Council does not currently have a policy that guides the prioritisation 
of requests for CCTV cameras.  

Council has previously (2023/24 AP request) supported the 
installation of CCTV cameras at Himatangi Beach for safety reasons. 
However, the Himatangi Beach Community Committee request 
differs from this one in that they had secured funding for the majority 
of the costs through third party funding and fundraising and had 
agreement that the cameras would be monitored by the Levin Police 
Station.  
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? To avoid breaching the Privacy Act consideration needs to be given as 
to who will review the data from the cameras, and who will own the 
data. For Privacy Act reasons, for Council to support this request, the 
cameras should be actively monitored by the NZ Police. The station 
responsible will be dependent on which police district the cameras 
are located within. 
 
Also, for privacy reasons, it is necessary to install signage advising 
people that the area is being monitored. 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
The approval of this request may set a precedent for other communities who also want cameras installed. Council does not yet have a policy 
in place that would assist in prioritising similar requests.  
 
The submission does not specify the number of cameras required and their location. There is also no detail on who would view or own the 
data the cameras record, meaning that this may result in Privacy Act breaches.  
  
Further investigation would be required before being able to quantify the cost of installing the cameras as requested. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – No CCTV cameras installed on Ranfurly Road 

Advantages Does not set a precedent. 
Avoids potential Privacy Act breaches 

Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -  Nil  

CAPEX -  Nil  
LoS -  Nil  

Option B Installation of CCTV cameras on Ranfurly Road 
Advantages Deterrent to crime. Increased sense of security for that community. 
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Disadvantages May set a precedent.  
Not clear how many cameras are required, or who will view and own the security 
footage from the cameras. Also, not clear around expectations for ownership and 
ongoing maintenance of the cameras and signage.  

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

A request from the Himatangi Beach Community Committee to the 2023/24 Annual 
Plan suggested that the total cost for installing three cameras was $40,000. The 
cameras were to remain an asset of the Committee, with no ongoing costs to Council. 

Funding Type Debt/Rates Frequency One off 
Funding Source Debt/Rates Ongoing cost detail 

Implications OPEX - Interest $1,800 
Depreciation $4,000 

CAPEX - up to $40,000 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 
It is recommended that Council reject this request at this time. 
Council could inform the submitter of our intention to develop a 
policy to help prioritise such requests and to provide greater 
guidance to communities who may be considering such a 
proposal (e.g. Council’s expectations around funding, ongoing 
monitoring, regulations they need to be aware of etc.). 

In the interim, the Committee could consider alternative options 
such as community patrol and establishing a neighbourhood 
support group. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
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ELT agrees with officer recommendation with consideration for residential privacy weighed up against town centre public safety concerns



Submission #12 & #094: Request for a footpath on Ranfurly Road 

Request description: David Chambers and Andrea Crutchley have both requested a footpath on Ranfurly Road. This request is made as 
a way to improve road safety.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together     
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government     

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned strategies 
and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Ranfurly Road footpath request aligns with MDC Walking & 
Cycling Strategy 10 Year Forward Works Programme – path has 
been programmed for 2028-29 between Totara Lane and Teitei 
Avenue. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? Funding for Ranfurly Road footpath has been anticipated in 10-
year forecast, under non-subsidised work programme(s), given 
Central Government’s redirection of funding under the updated 
draft 2024 GPS. 

Any major barriers/roadblocks? 

None anticipated 

3. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Planned footpath facility between Totara Lane and Teitei Avenue 2028-29 

Advantages Provision of off-road/off-shoulder path for pedestrians 
Disadvantages None 
Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off construction 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (already included in 

10-year forecast)
$2,000 total across LTP 
period [$400 per 
annum for years 6-10] 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (already included in 
10-year forecast)

$835,000 (year 5) 

LoS Increased 
Option B Remove from programme 

Advantages Reduced capital investment demand 
Disadvantages No pedestrian facility to growing / densified residential peri-urban land use 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Removal from programme requires little to no resource 

Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
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LoS No change 
4. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option A 
Recommend Council maintains planned programme for 2028-29 
installation of footpaths 

� Yes 

� No 

5. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
Support officer recommendation. 
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Submission #12 & #94: Request for Reduced Speed Limits on Ranfurly Road 

Request description: David Chambers is requesting for a reduction on speed limits on Ranfurly Road. Andrea Crutchley is also 
requesting to lower the speed limit on Ranfurly Road to 50km/hr. The rationale for lowering speed limits is that there has been significant 
growth and densification of this area, with a lot of families with small children. Ranfurly Road is also part of a National walking track so 
should be safer for pedestrians. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together     
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government     

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned strategies 
and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and

Speed limit change to Ranfurly Road not aligned with current 
programmes or plans in existence 

Specific Speed Limit alterations not considered an LTP function 
for deliberation, managed implicitly via existing work category 
budgets – request will be logged against all other requests 
received through regular, day-to-day communication channels. 
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Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? Speed management is currently on hiatus, as Central 
Government is rewriting the Setting of Speed Limit Legislation 
(timeframe for release currently unknown) 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

Duties and expectations for an RCA to manage speed limits on their network requires legislative framework – Impact unknown at this 
stage, so quantum and focus on speed limits currently constrained due to (as yet unreleased) legislation changes 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – No amendment to Ranfurly Road Speed Limit 

Advantages Road user travel time retained 
Disadvantages Potential severity of injury if involved in an incident remains higher than if limit is 

reduced 
Funding Type Debt Frequency n/a 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Far Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
LoS No change 

Option B Amend Ranfurly Road Speed Limit 
Advantages Reduced risk of more severe injuries 
Disadvantages Increased travel time 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Physical delivery capacity high 
Feasibility currently low – highly depends on legislative changes 

Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off installation 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Far Ongoing cost detail 
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Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
(already in 10-year 
forecast) 

No maintenance 
anticipated in LTP 
duration. 
Internal resource 
required is budgeted for 
in LTP 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
(already in 10-year 
forecast) 

Signage installation 
costed @ $890; can be 
absorbed into BAU 
budgets 

LoS No change 
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option B 
However, progression is reliant on the contents of speed limit 
setting legislation (yet to be released). Assessment can be 
made, as requested, once this legislation is known. Therefore, 
timeframe is unknown but could be aligned with recommended 
streetlight and path installation timeframe (year 5, 2028-29 – 
see submission #12) 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
Supports officer recommendation. 
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Submission #12: Request for Street Lights on Ranfurly Road 

Request description: David Chambers is requesting Street Lights to be installed on Ranfurly Road 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together     
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government     

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned strategies 
and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Provision of Streetlighting to Ranfurly Road not aligned with 
programmes or plans in existence 

However, given development activities effectively expanding the 
peri-urban limits of Feilding, provision of streetlighting to Ranfurly 
Road is considered a logical progression for a commensurate 
level of service. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? None 

Any major barriers/roadblocks? 

None anticipated 

3. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages No impact on Council budgets 
Disadvantages Failure to provide amenity lighting for increasingly densified residential area 

increases perceived safety risks 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a 
LoS Decreased 

Option B Provide Streetlighting to Ranfurly Road 
Advantages Improves perception of resident safety 
Disadvantages Increases asset portfolio requiring ongoing maintenance and renewals 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Delivery is feasible – standard processes/contracts exist for streetlighting 
installation and maintenance 

Funding Type Debt / rates Frequency One-off installation 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Ongoing cost detail Annual inspections, 

maintenance and 
power consumption 

Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $2,400 across LTP 
period 

Depreciation - $2,300 
Interest - $5,175 

Approx 0.8% increase 
in asset quantity 
anticipates 0.8% 
increase in power 
consumption (current 
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power bill for street 
lighting approximately 
$49,000 per annum) 
starting Year 5 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $115,000 $5,000 per streetlight 
(21No estimated) + 
$10,000 enabling 
connection cost 
anticipated Year 5 

LoS Increased 
4. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option B 
Align installation with construction of intended Ranfurly Road 
path (programmed for 2028-29, year 5) 

� Yes 

� No 

5. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
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ELT support this proposal. The programme could be rearranged to shift the budget forward to Year 5. Additional budget would be required for this.



Submission #218: Request for a Walkway on Banks Road 

Request description: Troy Anderson is requesting for a walkway on Banks Road to ensure the safety of school students going to the 
school. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government � 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned strategies 
and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Aligns with Roading AMP 

Assessed, costed and inputted into the Forward Works 
Programme under non-subsided budgets for installation in Year 2 
(2025-26) 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? 
Funding for Banks Road footpath has been anticipated in 10-year 
forecast, under non-subsidised work programme(s), given Central 
Government’s redirection of funding under the updated draft 
2024 GPS. 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

None anticipated 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Install Banks Road path, as programmed 

Advantages Supports sub-division expansion to Banks Road accessing Rongotea & School in a 
safer manner 

Disadvantages Increased pedestrian use in rural environment (risk exposure increases) 
Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Maintenance once 

constructed 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 

(already forecasted in 
LTP) 

Costs encapsulated in 
BAU maintenance 
within LTP period 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 
(already forecasted in 
LTP) 

$172,752 (Year 2 
anticipated) 

LoS Increased 
Option B Do not install Banks Road path 

Advantages Lower capital demand on Council 
Disadvantages Decreased safety for vulnerable road users 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Highly feasible to implement, but not desirable 
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Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a 
LoS Decreased 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option A 
Install path between sub-division expansion and Rongotea 
village in Year 2 (2025-26); aligns with submitter request 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
Support Option A – being the construction of a new path on Banks Road. This path is already included in Year 2 of Council’s non-
subsidised roading work programme. 
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Submission #235 : Request for Gymnasium/Resource Centre 

Request description: Gina Melody Roore on behalf  TeReuReu community is requesting a Te Reureu community gymnasium/resource 
centre to benefit the local community for all occasions 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Regulatory), Strategy, People and Culture, Governance 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Community Development Strategy 2020
Community Facilities Strategy 2021  *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *
*District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth
Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans * *Halls
Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

The request for community facility within the 
Ruereu valley is not currently identified within 
any Council Stategic document. 

This facility is also not identified in the 
Horizons Regional Sports Facility Strategic 
Plan. This Plan does highlight the growing 
demand for space for community kapa haka 
practice and events.  

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
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Council is unable to understand the size and intended capability of the proposed scale of the Te Reureu 
community gymnasium/resource centre. 
We recognise that there is a growing demand for facilities across Aotearoa for kapa haka rehearsal and 
events. The submission does not provide information about possible user demand, the intended 
operating model and likely maintenance costs. Given the lack of detail it is difficult at present to 
understand what the contribution from Council could be.  

Council is considering the potential development of a community sporting facility in Feilding that may 
compete for future funding from Council.  

4. Options Assessment
Option A Do nothing until more information is provided 

Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if 
applicable] 

Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - ?? 

CAPEX - ?? 
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LoS - 
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 

Recommendation? 
Option A 

Officer recommends that Council does not approve 
the request until more information is provided by the 
submitters. 

Further, Council does not own any land in the area 
identified and given there is limited detail about the 
intended facility. It is difficult to understand what is 
being requested of Council and for officers to project 
what the potential capital and operational costs for 
this project might be without additional information. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team

126

ELT does not support this application, but suggests Council could support the preparation of applications 
for third party funding.



Submission #239 : Request for Park, Walkway by Stopbank in Rangiotu/Rongotea 

Request description: Kim Ace is requesting Council to provide a park or riverside walking path. Kim suggests purchasing the area 
around Opiki bridge for the park /picnic area 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community (Parks and Property) 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community Facilities
Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan
*Reserve Management Plans *Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy
2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

This project isn’t directly identified within the Walking and Cycling 
strategy but one of the objectives is to provide connections and 
linkages.  
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? [Is there anything else that Council should keep in mind, 
including regional/national initiatives, regulations, plans, etc.] 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
The stop banks are owned and maintained by Horizons, Council does not own land along the river, and is not able to consider or progress this 
request as a result. We suggest that Kim make an application to Horizons at the next possible opportunity.  

4. Options Assessment
Option A Do nothing 

Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 

� Yes 

128



Officer recommends that Council rejects this request. Horizons owns 
the land that Kim refers too. Council does not own any other suitable 
land in that area of the district. 
Aquisition of the land may be difficult if landowners do not wish to 
see this initiative progress. 

We suggest that Kim make an application to Horizons at the next 
possible opportunity. 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT does not support this proposal. The land is owned by Horizons and does not appear to be within Horizons plan. A walkway in this location 
is not included in our walking and cycling strategy. 
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Submission #243: Request for wider carparks 

Request description: In their submission, Shirley Fotheringham recommends that Council allocate wider carparks on the north-
eastern side of the Square – outside Beyond Coffee and Turn Around, OR on the opposite side near Beresford Bakery. Feilding has a 
highish population of both elderly and young families where close parking is essential for these people to access. Wider parks are 
needed for family vehicles where young children/babies are being loaded into vehicles, and for some disabled/elderly to load and 
unload walkers and cope with the unsteadiness and frailty of older people. 

Appropriately placed CCTV cameras can confirm complaints of breach of parking and dealt with accordingly. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading (parking) 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow � 
A future planned together � 
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy  
Value for money and excellence in local government � 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31

Some alignment with Roading AMP 

Request to target parking bays to the Eastern, Beyond Coffee 
(cenotaph) quadrant or the Southern, Beresford (facilities) quadrant 
cannot be applied in isolation, for the reasons expounded below: 
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*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Parking time restrictions have recently been applied as a result of 
business led demands that Council improves the availability of 
parking in the CBD. By implementing time restrictions, Council needs 
to assess the impact of these changes; to see if they have had the 
desired effect in parking availability. To begin changing parking 
arrangements again - in an ad hoc manner to boot - will obfuscate 
any assessment results. 

Provision of disabled parking 
Once time restricted parking has been embedded and assessed, 
consideration can be made to reallocate general parking bays to 
class restriction use (e.g., disabled bays or loading zones). No 
timeframe can be applied to this consideration at present. The report 
of parking abuses will be covered by enforcement starting in July 
2024. The Southern quadrant already houses 2 disabled parking 
bays.  

Widening parking bays 
Application in a limited location will not greatly assist the submitter’s 
target demographic(s), as it will become quickly known about and 
heavily utilised. A larger scale review of parking bay widths to Feilding 
CBD would need to be carried out and applied as a complete 
scheme. Such a scheme would come at considerable cost and 
reduce the number of parking bays available. We cannot do this 
without knowing capacity, time & use data that will be garnered from 
the intended, post time-restriction, assessment. 

CCTV 
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Provision of CCTV is being considered under a separate submission 
from Feilding Promotions. Its use is primarily to deter criminal 
activity and improve perceived safety, not manage parking 
transgressions. Enforcement starting in July 2024 will encapsulate 
inconsiderate drivers who abuse parking facilities. 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? 
Changes to parking class restrictions and time limits will require 
updating and re-gazetting of Council’s parking controls register, 
which can reduce flexibility for installation timeframes. 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

Significant changes to the provision of parking bays would likely require a public campaign / consultation to inform and engage; this 
cannot be done without the prerequisite, post time-restriction parking data assessment to evidence that changes would be beneficial, 
not detrimental (loss of parking spaces against ease of use). 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – manage parking under BAU systems in place 

Advantages Evidenced information to use when planning future changes 
Disadvantages No changes in the short term 
Funding Type Rates / Debt Frequency Various 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Ongoing cost detail Staged 
Implications OPEX $0 

(already forecasted 
in LTP) 

Parking survey, internal design 
if changes to be made 

CAPEX $0 
(already forecasted 
in LTP) 

Incorporated into existing 
renewal budgets 

LoS Balanced Adaptive, based on evidence 
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Option B Change parking bay arrangements to Eastern and Southern Quadrants of Manchester Square in short term 
Advantages Easier parking for a minority (if available on arrival, limited number) 
Disadvantages Fewer parking spaces, target audience may not see benefit 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Deliverable, but not desirable. Will impact validity of previous changes before 
assessment. Legal compliance will not be maintained in good time with short-term 
changes. 

Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Annual re-mark 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 No impact to existing budgets 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $13,000 $5,000 per disabled bay 
(ramps and signage) 
$2,000 gazetting 
$1,000 parking bay 
realignment 

LoS Balanced loss of parking against 
increased disabled bays 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Proceed with Option A 
Carry out intended post time-restriction assessment in year 
1/2. Findings will direct changes to accommodate fitness-
for-purpose (widths) and number/location of restricted 
facilities (disabled bays, loading zones, etc) as part of BAU 
operations. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT does not support but the request can be considered as part of the Town Centre Refresh Project. 
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Submission #219: Rongo Mauri Trust Request to serve as the council's designated youth service provider 

Request description: Rongo Mauri Trust is requesting to serve as the council's designated youth service provider, offering a source of 
assistance for all young people in need of all-around development, education and pathways. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of � 
Infrastructure fit for future � 
A prosperous, resilient economy � 
Value for money and excellence in local government  

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

This request aligns with the outcomes and goals contained in the 
Community Development Strategy 2020 in particular the following 
outcomes: 

• Our people are empowered to strengthen and influence their
communities

• Our people gain and share knowledge and understanding as
they progress through life

Providing youth services for our youth also aligns well with the Youth 
Action Plan. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? N/A 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?
Council has a number of youth service providers that it currently contracts through the Community Development Priority Services Fund eg 
Youthline, Snapback Gym, Te Manawa Family Services, Whānau Ātaahua Beautiful Families Trust, Manawatū Riding for the Disabled and Plant 
to Plate Aotearoa.  The services being provided through the Trust could be something that Council looks to support through a Priority 
Services Contract (if funding allows). 

Council’s Youth Engagement Co-ordinator has been working with the Trust to see how Council could partner with the Trust in the delivery of 
services through the space for youth at the Community Hub Libraries.  There is an opportunity for specific youth programmes being delivered 
by the trust at the space for youth.  The cost of which would be funded through the Community Hub Libraries Programmes budget. 

Should Council be successful in its Mayor’s Taskforce for Jobs Proposal, there is an opportunity to also contract to the trust to provide 
services that prepare our youth for employment as well as pastoral care. 

4. Options Assessment
Option A Do nothing as funding round has passed 

Advantages 
Disadvantages 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B Apply to the Community Development Priority Services Fund in the next funding round 
Advantages Providing programmes for youth through Māori cultural frameworks and practices. 

Removing barriers for Māori youth to access programmes. 
Disadvantages 
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Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

The trust has the capacity to be one of the designated providers of youth services in 
the Manawatū. 

Funding Type Grant (Priority Services) Frequency Per Annum 
Funding Source Rates Ongoing cost detail To be determined 
Implications OPEX - Within existing budgets 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option B 
It is recommended that Rongo Mauri Trust apply to the Community 
Development Priority Services Fund in the next funding round to 
provide youth services in the Manawatū District and that Council’s 
Youth Engagement Co-ordinator continues to work with the Trust for 
opportunities to partner with the Trust on the delivery of 
programmes at the Community Hub Libraries through the space for 
youth as well as through the Mayor’s Taskforce for Jobs programme 
should Council be successful with its proposal. 

� Yes 

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
ELT agrees with the officer’s recommendation – being that Council direct the Rongo Mauri Trust to apply to the Community Development 
Priority Services Fund in the next funding round. 
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Submission #249: Request for Council to Resource Lighting in Kauwhata Marae Carpark 

Request description: Kauwhata carpark has one light near the marae fence, but it does not extend to the carpark. This is a big concern 
for the safety of our tamariki and kaumatua.  

Council Activity the request relates to: Community, People and Culture 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking 
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 
Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later 
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve 
Management Plans *Waste Management and 

Marae Lighting is not covered in any of the 
Council strategic documents. 
   

138



Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete)

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

N/A 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks?

4. Options Assessment
Option A Status Quo – Do not install lights 

Advantages No cost 
Disadvantages Submitters concerns about safety are not addressed. 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

CAPEX - 
LoS - 

Option B  Install lights in the carpark 
Advantages Carpark is safer for tamariki and kaumatua 
Disadvantages This may set a precedent as Council does not normally 

contribute to installing assets on private property. 
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 
Funding Type Frequency 
Funding Source Ongoing cost 

detail 
Implications OPEX - 

139



CAPEX - $100k 
depending on 
number of 
poles and 
Specs 

LoS - 
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 

Recommendation? 
Option A 

Officer’s recommendation is not to install lights. 
However, Council would be happy to support 
Kauwhata in an application to a third-party funder 
such as the Central Energy Trust for the purchase and 
installation of the lights. 

 Yes
Council could offer to help support the
marae to complete a grant application/s
to CET, Lotteries etc

� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team
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ELT does not support the request to pay for the full installation of carpark lights as this would set a  
precedent. However, Council could support Kauwhata in preparing grant applications. Council could also 
provide a proportion of seed funding and ongoing maintenance as part of our street lighting contract. 
This proposal would be considered as part of a broader review of marae-based emergency management 
welfare centres. 



Submission # 181: Sediments and Nutrients in Waterways 

Request description: Angela Mcintyre is requesting that sediments and nutrients are banned in water ways through education and 
banning under sink waste disposals. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together  
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

Request does not align with current or planned strategies and plans 
of Council. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No considerations at the National or Regional level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
Controlling sediment and nutrients in our waterways is outside Council’s legislative powers.  
Banning under sink waste disposal is not a Council function. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Do nothing 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 
 

 
� Yes 
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Officer recommends that Council reject the request as it is not 
within the remit of MDC responsibilities. 
 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT agrees with the above recommendation. 
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Submission #191, 199: Servicing of Port Street East development 

Request description: This request relates to planning consent SB10449 and LC11114 (196, 210 and 222 Port St East). Submission #191 
relates to 196 Port St and submission #199 relates to 222 Port St East. 

Subdivision of these properties was predicated on the basis of planned work occurring on Port St East in 2026/27 and 2027/28. 
Concerned that while the construction of the stormwater drain on Port St East was completed well ahead of schedule, the LTP indicates 
that the wastewater and water pipelines will now not go in until 2030/32 (submission #199 refers to as late as 2033/34). Feel they have 
been misled. 

Little to no money has been spent on the road, which remains single-laned and sub-standard. 

The LTP appears to have bypassed their end of Port St East in favour of Root Street development, while leaves their development as an 
anomaly within Maewa (tank water, septic tank, single lane road). 

Submission 199 is also concerned that their valuations have increased because of surrounding development which means they are 
paying more rates but their property is not worth anything near that until services are completed. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Infrastructure (Land Development, growth works). 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow �  
A future planned together   
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future   
A prosperous, resilient economy   
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
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How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

Development Contribution Policy – Schedule of Assets 
 
A subdivision consent (SB10449) was approved on 15 March 2023 to 
subdivide three properties into 17 allotments across multiple stages. 
The properties are located along Port Street between Churcher and 
Makino Stream. There are presently no reticulated water supply, 
wastewater, or stormwater services to the properties. Previously the 
indications were that the Stormwater was planned to be installed 
26/27, then sewer and water 27/28. The subdivision relies on 
connections to Council’s reticulated services. It is now proposed 
that the services will be installed in 32/34.   
 
Due to the growth budget decreasing Council has now prioritised key 
strategic roads to provide linkages to for services. Council however 
remains open for developers to discuss developers' agreements with 
Council. 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level? No considerations at the National or Regional Level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
N/A 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Maintain Council’s plan to factor reticulated water supply, wastewater, or stormwater services to the properties 

in Year 9 and 10 of the LTP 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
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Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX -    

CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 
Option A 
 
We recommend that Council does not support the expedition of 
this request due to a decrease in growth budget and 
reprioritisation of projects. 
 

Due to Council debt cap and impact on DC’s, growth projects 
within Precinct 4 were reduced. This has impacted on the number 
of projects being done as well as the timing of projects. Council 
has now prioritised key strategic roads to provide linkages to for 
services i.e. Root Street and Roads 1 & 2. Council remains 
committed to the completion of Port Street which is programmed 
for this LTP period.  
 
Two options available to service wastewater. These options 
include a gravity main and pressure main. Our Engineers estimate 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 
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for a gravity main is approx $260,000 and we are still preparing a 
price for the pressure main. 
 
Key points to note: 

1) Property 210 Port Street East has installed their own 
pressure wastewater pipe to enable an additional section 
to be developed. This was completed at the developers 
cost and will remain in place until Council installs a gravity 
main. 

2) Budgets within the growth area have been heavily 
reduced with only the following projects programmed for 
delivery over the next 3 years; 

a. Manhole and pump to service large development 
on Root Street – budget for Y2 & Y3 $177,334.00 

b. Gravity main Root St Y2 (Churcher to Echo) 
$126,854.00 

c.  Gravity main Road 3 Y3 (Echo to Root St) 
$245,059.00 

d. Gravity main Root St Y2 (Churcher to Makino) 
$100,000.00 

 
 
 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT to look at this request in greater detail and have a conversation with the submitters. 
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Submission #200: Signage on Apiti Turnoff Road from Kimbolton/Centre line Marking along Pohangina Valley East Road. 

Request description: Apiti Community Committee is requesting for signage to warn the incoming traffic from the Apiti turnoff from 
Kimbolton. They are also requesting for centre line marking along Pohangina Valley East Road. 
 
Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading Activity 
Management Plan *Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 *Community 
Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling Strategy 2020 
*Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan 
*Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing 
Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
Partially aligned with policies or plans (PVE Rd only) 
 
Apiti Road has a centreline (and edge-lines to many parts, with lane 
widths that comply with standard vehicle dimensions. Whilst the 
road exhibits frequent curvature, negotiation of standard classes of 
vehicles is not unduly compromised if the driver is driving with due 
care. Oversize vehicles are not regularly anticipated on this road; if 
present, they are expected to be escorted by pilot vehicle(s). 
 
Placement of signage that does not require the road user to react in 
short order and on a regular basis is ineffective. Placement of such 
signage would act more as a distraction than a benefit. 
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Any considerations at the National or Regional Level?  

PVE centreline request is dependent on aligning road 
classification(s) with Traffic Control Devices: Part 5 (mid-block road 
marking) standards. 
 
This is being encapsulated in Roading’s planned delineation survey 
for ALL sealed rural roads in the district over the next AMP (2024-27); 
this survey and gap analysis will form a long-term programme for 
road-marking the district in future years but cannot be quantified at 
this time (either the need, ability to install, or prioritisation 
timeframe). 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Potential cost of additional markings (for PVE Rd and beyond), as potentially defined by TCD: Part 5, may be greater than Council can 
easily afford to implement and/or maintain. A prioritisation may need to be applied over multiple years. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Do nothing 

Advantages No increased cost 
Disadvantages Relies on driver observation/competency 
Funding Type n/a Frequency n/a 
Funding Source n/a Ongoing cost detail n/a 
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a  

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) n/a  
LoS No change  

Option B Install ‘wide vehicle’ signs to Apiti Road, centreline to PVE Rd 
Advantages Infrequent, negligible impact 
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Disadvantages Repeated non-action will inure drivers to ignoring signage entirely. Introduces 
inconsistencies with surrounding network in driver expectation 

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Feasible, on a technical level 

Funding Type Debt Frequency One-off 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail Long term renewal of 

signage 
Annual re-mark 

Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $12,500 $2,500 per annum from 
year 6 to re-mark 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $1,600 
 
 
$30,000 

Installation of signage 
assumed at 4 locations 
 
Cost of centreline to PVE 
Rd (30km assumed @ $1 
a metre) 

LoS Increased  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option A 
No requirement for Apiti Road signage. 
 
Note: PVE may be incorporated into future AMP(s) - based on 
outcomes of delineation surveys - but cannot be committed 
to at this time, given the unknowns. 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT agrees with Officer recommendation 
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Submission # 4: Te Ahu a Turanga Recreational Pathway maintenance 

Request description: Hiwinui Community is requesting for Te Ahu a Turanga Recreational Pathway maintenance to be included in MDC- 
Long-term Plan. 

MDC had noted that there was no budget for this activity and would need to be included in the Annual Plan for consequential OPEX. 

Council Activity the request relates to: Roading 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow      ✓ 
A future planned together      ✓ 
An environment to be proud of      ✓ 
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or planned 
strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management Plans *Draft 
Three Waters Asset Management Plan *Draft Roading 
Activity Management Plan *Community Development 
Strategy 2020 *Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and Cycling 
Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries Management Strategy *10 Year 
Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better 
Later Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve Management 

 
Historical information to note: 
Early Engagement submission was made by the Hiwinui Community 
Committee (HCC) in October 2023: 

Requested funding that had been allocated for Year 6 of the 2021-
31 LTP (2026-27) be ‘retained’ and applied to an increased scope 
of paths to Watershed Road (North to Colyton Road, South to 
Ashhurst Road) and Reid Line East (to House #736). 
Original funding to Year 6 was for Watershed Road South from 
School to House #143 only. HCC built ‘own’ path at this location in 
2023 instead. 
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Plans *Waste Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 
*Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 

 
The extended scope for roadside paths from the October 2023 
submission have been inputted to MDC Walking and Cycling 10 Year 
Forward Works Programme and Draft Roading AMP using submitter 
derived priorities and balancing funding demand: 

Stage 1, Priority 1 (2026-27 – Year 3):  
Watershed Road Northwards to House #304 
Stage 1, Priority 2: (2031-32 – Year 8):  
Watershed Road, Southwards to House #72 
Reid Line East, Westwards to House #906 
Stage 2 (2031-32, 2032-33, 2033-34 – Years 8 to 10): 
Watershed Road, Southwards from House #72 to House #6 
Reid Line East, Westward from House #906 to House #736 
Watershed Road, Northwards from House #302 to Threshold gates 
nr Colyton Road 

 
Paths to be designed and constructed by MDC and maintained as 
assets under MDC’s OPEX forecast. The path extension undertaken 
by HCC in 2023 has been incorporated into our maintenance regime, 
albeit that the asset data has not been passed to our Asset 
management team, and that the quality of construction and fitness-
for purpose are somewhat lacking. 
 
This new submission incorporates a vastly expanded scope of 
paths, including adding Reid Line East (House #736 to Dixons Line), 
Dixons Line to Bunnythorpe (PNCC boundary) and accessing private 
land (The Stewart-Carroll section), requiring easements (to be held 
by MDC, apparently) and substantial structures, including a culvert 
over Stoney Creek)... 
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Whilst the submission does not ask for these additional paths to be 
funded by MDC (at least from Roading), HCC is requesting MDC take 
over maintenance of these paths, once built. It is unknown from this 
submission as to whether HCC requires the structures/fencelines, 
etc to be managed as well? It is also unclear if HCC has even 
approached PNCC to manage/fund paths that are proposed on their 
portion of the network (Grove Road, Harrisons Line, etc)? 

Any considerations at the National or Regional Level?  
NZTA’s ‘Te Ahu a Turanga Recreational Pathways Grant’ - offering 
funds to connect local paths to the highway’s Ashhurst to Woodville 
multi-use trail. HCC is making an application to access these funds, 
for the proposed, expanded path network between Hiwinui, 
Bunnythorpe and Ashhurst. The application cites that MDC will be 
part of the governance structure, and that “The Manawatu District is 
to oversee the construction and management of the project” - This is 
not something that Roading has accepted in any form (has any other 
part of Council accepted this responsibility?). 
 
Given the fund will be available only till March 2025, and that HCC 
cannot show construction phases or timeframes, there is no 
guarantee that HCC’s application to NZTA for additional funding will 
be successful. 
 
Application also cites that this network provides ‘an alternative route 
for the Te Araroa Trail’. This does not seem credible, given the Te 
Araroa Trail runs from Feilding, along Campbell Rd to our boundary 
with PNCC, into Bunnythorpe and Railway Road, leading directly into 
Palmerston North. The ‘detour’ into Ashhurst is nowhere near the 
Trail and does not reconnect further South... 
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3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
 
Vague commitment of MDC by HCC to ‘maintain the path’, ‘oversee the construction and management of the project’, and ‘easement 
held by Manawatu District Council’ not acceptable from the Roading department’s standpoint. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Install paths to Watershed Road and Reid Line East (October 2023 submission inc. in LTP) 

Advantages Provision of off-road/off-shoulder path for pedestrians 
Disadvantages Moderate budget demand, made more significant by change in Government funding 

focus 
Funding Type Debt Frequency Staged installation 

Years 3, 8, 9, 10 
Funding Source Council Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation)  $0 (already included in 

10-year forecast) 
$5,000 total across LTP 
period [$500 increase 1 
year after installation of 
each path] 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $0 (already included in 
10-year forecast) 

Year 3    $    271,909 
Year 8    $1,103,713 
Year 9    $1,187,835 
Year 10 $    314,435 
Total      $2,877,892 

LoS Increased  
Option B Accept maintenance of ‘Te Ahu a Turanga Walkway’ paths listed in April 2024 submission (14.13km) 

Advantages Construction funded and carried out outside of Roading Capital investment prog. 
Disadvantages Limited control over design, quality, standards, timescales 

Unknown quantum of renewal and maintenance commitment, including possible 
retaining wall, culverts, bridges, signage, and fences as well as ‘the path’ 

Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

Low – no timeframes provided by submitter, so cannot easily estimate impacts 
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Funding Type Rates / NZTA Maintenance FAR Frequency Annual 
Funding Source Council / NZTA Ongoing cost detail  
Implications OPEX (excl. Inflation) $67,500 

 
NZTA application stating 
‘MDC will oversee this 
project’ not costed 

Not forecasted in LTP 
Assumed incremental 
increase by $1,500 per 
annum from year 2 
onwards 

CAPEX (excl. Inflation) $251,250 Not forecasted in LTP 
2.5% early renewal 
anticipated in 10-year 
LTP 

LoS No change  
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

 
Proceed with Option A 
In the case of Roading, it should not accept responsibility for, 
or commit to, managing assets with such grey specifications 
and timeframes in perpetuity. Roading will not accept 
managing paths that are located remote from the road 
corridor(s), across private land or situated to other RCA 
corridors. 

 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
The request to include budget for maintenance of the Te Ahu a Turanga Recreational Pathway, as set out in the submission, is not 
supported as there is a lack of clarity of the scope of the extended pathway network and maintenance expectations on Council. 
Council also notes that the change in Government priorities and funding as signalled in the draft GPS means that there is no 
guarantee that the Hiwinui Community Committees application to NZTA for a‘Te Ahu a Turanga Recreational Pathways Grant’ will be 
successful. Council has not committed (as implied in their NZTA application) to oversee and manage the construction of the project. 
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However, the LTP includes budget for the construction of paths to Watershed Road and Reid Line East (in years 3, 8, 9 and 10). This 
new path may satisfy the submitters’ request in part. 
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Submission # 2 : Te Manawa increase in funding 

Request description: Te Manawa is requesting to increase the annual grant that they receive from the Manawatū District Council from 
$20,000 to $100,000.  

The increase in grant sought is to enable Te Manawa to continue offering their learning programmes free of charge to schools and 
education providers in the Manawatū District (and wider region). 

Council Activity the request relates to: Grants 
 

1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 
This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow   
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy   
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking 
and Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries 

The connection with Te Manawa falls under 
the Community Development Strategy 2020 in 
particular the outcome “We are Connected 
and Inclusive - our strength is in the diversity 
of our people and our heritage” and “We are 
Lifelong Learners - our people gain and share 
knowledge and understanding as they 
progress through life”. 
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Management Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 
*2022/23 Annual Plan *District Plan *Better Later 
Living Plan *Youth Action Plan *Reserve 
Management Plans *Waste Management and 
Minimisation Plan 2022-28 *Road Sealing Policy 
*Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai (o te kete) 

 
Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

[Is there anything else that Council should 
keep in mind, including regional/national 
initiatives, regulations, plans, etc.] 
 
N/A 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
[Is there anything else that you consider to be a significant impediment to this request/initiative being 
supported?] 
 
Cost is 100% rate funded, this is a large increase of an additional $80k per annum. Council commits $20k 
to Te Manawa as an unconditional grant as part of the Community Development Funding. 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – $20k per annum investment to Te Manawa to support projects and 

activities that are offered free to the people of the region. 
Advantages Continued relationship with PNCC for the benefit of the 

Manawatū community with access to free programmes, 
outreach and events  

Disadvantages  
Funding Type Rate funded Frequency Annual 
Funding Source Community Development 

Funding 
Ongoing cost 
detail 

$20k per 
annum 
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Implications OPEX - $20k   
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B Request – Increasing the investment to $100k per annum to Te Manawa to support 
projects and activities that are offered free to the people of the region. 
Advantages Increase in funding will allow Te Manawa to become more 

accessible to our communities, providing free learning 
programmes, outreach and events to our community.  

Disadvantages Large increase in funding is directly rate funded,  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if 
applicable] 

Funding Type Rate funded Frequency Annual 
Funding Source 
Rates 

Community Development 
Funding 

Ongoing cost 
detail 

$100k per 
annum 

Implications OPEX - $100k   
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 

Option A 
 
Officer recommends that this request is not 
supported. Council debated whether or not to 
continue the $20k commitment through the LTP 
process. At this stage the $20k is still in the budget.  
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT does not support this request for affordability reasons. The existing $20k is in included in the budget. 
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Submission #167 : Timona Park Wetland/ Stormwater Pond Assessment and Management 

Request description: Timona Park Orchard Trust is requesting for a comprehensive assessment of the wetland/stormwater pond and a 
provisional budget to be set aside for implementation and long term management of the area. 

Council Activity the request relates to: [e.g. Water Supply (Rural Village Water Scheme)] 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow  
A future planned together �  
An environment to be proud of  
Infrastructure fit for future  
A prosperous, resilient economy �  
Value for money and excellence in local government  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters Asset Management 
Plan *Draft Roading Activity Management Plan 
*Community Development Strategy 2020 
*Economic Development Strategy 2017 
*Community Facilities Strategy 2021 *Walking and 
Cycling Strategy 2020 *Cemeteries Management 
Strategy *10 Year Plan 2021-31 *2022/23 Annual 
Plan *District Plan *Better Later Living Plan *Youth 
Action Plan *Reserve Management Plans *Waste 
Management and Minimisation Plan 2022-28 

Does not align with current or planned strategies and plans of 
Council.  
 
The Timona Park wetland has a dual purpose of treating stormwater 
and providing amenity value. It is acknowledged that during the 
recent prolonged dry period, the amenity value of the wetland has 
been impacted.  
 
Council is actively reviewing the recently completed Feilding 
Stormwater Model which may assist in reducing the likely hood of 
the wetlands running dry in the future. While there's no budget 
allocated yet for any proposed work, this review may suggest a 
proactive approach to addressing the issue in the future. 
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*Road Sealing Policy *Halls Policy 2009 *Te Kīwai 
(o te kete) 

 

 

 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No considerations at National or Regional level 
 
 

3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 
N/A 
 
 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Do nothing 

Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
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LoS -    
5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer Recommendation? 

Option A  
 

Submission not supported. 

  
The Timona Park wetland has a dual purpose of 
treating stormwater and providing amenity value. It 
is acknowledged that during the recent prolonged 
dry period, the amenity value of the wetland has 
been impacted.  
 
Council is actively reviewing the recently 
completed Feilding Stormwater Model which may 
assist in reducing the likely hood of the wetlands 
running dry in the future. While there's no budget 
allocated yet for any proposed work, this review 
may suggest a proactive approach to addressing 
the issue in the future. 

 
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
ELT supports officer recommendation 
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Submission 144: Visual Walkway Between Manfeild &CBD  

Request description: Feilding &District Promotion are requesting a visual walkway between Manfeild and the CBD to bring more traffic 
to Feilding town centre 

Council Activity the request relates to: Community 
1. Contribution to Community Outcomes 

This request aligns with the following Community Outcomes for 2024-34: 
 

Community Outcome Tick those that are relevant 
A Place to belong and grow        
A future planned together         
An environment to be proud of �  
Infrastructure fit for future �  
A prosperous, resilient economy         
Value for money and excellence in local government �  

 

2. Strategic alignment Activity Manager Response 
How does this request align with current or 
planned strategies and plans of Council? 

*Draft Community Facilities Asset Management 
Plans *Draft Three Waters 

 

This request does fit within the approved long-
term project of “Town Refresh”.  
Visual connection from our town centre to our 
popular attractions has been considered an 
important milestone within the project. 
Manfeild clearly is on the list, other popular 
attractions are also considered worthy being 
Kowhai Park, Library Hub / MAC & Coach 
House Museum. 
 
 

Any considerations at the National or Regional 
Level? 

No 
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3. Any major barriers/roadblocks? 

Visual walkways are concepts within the Town Refresh project. Small amounts of funding have been 
projected to be spent across a 10-year period. It is anticipated that there will be a range of attention 
capturing art installations or sculptures, history boards with QR codes and the like along this walkway. 
Third party funding or local sponsorships will be needed to enable much of this activity. 

4. Options Assessment 
Option A Status Quo – Initiative is a concept within the Town Refresh Project subject to third 

party funding or local sponsorships 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

Option B [Description of the request] 
Advantages  
Disadvantages  
Delivery 
capacity/feasibility 

[assessment of how feasible this option is to deliver, if 
applicable] 

Funding Type  Frequency  
Funding Source  Ongoing cost 

detail 
 

Implications OPEX -    
CAPEX -    
LoS -    

5. Officer Recommendation GM in agreement with Officer 
Recommendation? 
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Option A 
 
Officer recommends that the request be considered 
as part of the Town Centre Refresh Project.  
Some funding has been allocated to these concepts, 
however third-party funding and local sponsorships 
will be required to realise the ambitions of the 
project.   
 
 

 
� Yes 

 
� No 

6. Overall Comments and recommendation from the Executive Leadership Team 
This request is supported as part of the Town Centre Refresh Project 
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