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Have your say!
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AREA OF FOCUS
The role of the City Strategy Committee is to set the broad vision and direction of the city,
determine specific outcomes that need to be met to deliver on that vision, and set in place
the strategies and policies, bylaws and regulations, and work programmes to achieve those
goals.
In determining and shaping the strategies, policies, regulations, and work programme of the
Council, the Committee takes a holistic approach to ensure there is strong alignment
between the objectives and work programmes of the seven strategic areas of Council,
including:








Environment and Infrastructure – delivering quality infrastructure to support healthy and
sustainable living, protecting biodiversity and transitioning to a low carbon city
Economic Development – promoting the city, attracting talent, keeping the city lively and
raising the city’s overall prosperity
Cultural Wellbeing – enabling the city’s creative communities to thrive, and supporting the
city’s galleries and museums to entertain and educate residents and visitors
Social and Recreation – providing facilities and recreation opportunities to all to support
quality living and healthy lifestyles
Urban Development – making the city an attractive place to live, work and play,
protecting its heritage and accommodating for growth
Transport – ensuring people and goods move efficiently to and through the city
Governance and Finance – building trust and confidence in decision-making by keeping
residents informed, involved in decision-making, and ensuring residents receive value for
money services.

The City Strategy Committee also determines what role the Council should play to achieve
its objectives including: Service delivery, Funder, Regulator, Facilitator, Advocate
The City Strategy Committee works closely with the Long-term and Annual Plan committee
to achieve its objectives.

Quorum: 8 members
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1

Meeting Conduct

1. 1 Apologies
The Chairperson invites notice from members of apologies, including apologies for lateness
and early departure from the meeting, where leave of absence has not previously been
granted.
1. 2 Conflict of Interest Declarations
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when
a conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other external interest
they might have.
1. 3 Confirmation of Minutes
The minutes of the meeting held on 11 May 2017 will be put to the City Strategy Committee
for confirmation.
1. 4 Public Participation
A maximum of 60 minutes is set aside for public participation at the commencement of any
meeting of the Council or committee that is open to the public. Under Standing Order 3.23.3
a written, oral or electronic application to address the meeting setting forth the subject, is
required to be lodged with the Chief Executive by 12.00 noon of the working day prior to the
meeting concerned, and subsequently approved by the Chairperson.
1. 5 Items not on the Agenda
The Chairperson will give notice of items not on the agenda as follows:
Matters Requiring Urgent Attention as Determined by Resolution of the City Strategy
Committee.
1.
The reason why the item is not on the agenda; and
2.
The reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until a subsequent meeting.
Minor Matters relating to the General Business of the City Strategy Committee.
No resolution, decision, or recommendation may be made in respect of the item except to
refer it to a subsequent meeting of the City Strategy Committee for further discussion.
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2.

Policy

SUBMISSION TO THE REMUNERATION AUTHORITY ON LOCAL
GOVERNMENT REVIEW
Purpose
1.

The purpose of this report is to approve the Wellington City Council submission to the
Remuneration Authority (Authority) consultation document relating to proposals for the
current year.

Summary
1.
2.

The Authority sets elected member remuneration, allowances and expenses.

3.

The 2017 Determination sets the remuneration, allowances and expenses to be paid
to elected members in the 2017/2018 financial year.

4.

This report provides a response to the Authority consultation document on Part Two of
the review. Feedback from Council is sought by 19 June 2017.

5.

Part Two of the consultation document covers RMA plan hearings fees, leave of
absences and implications for additional remuneration, expense policies, information
and technology allowances, travel time and mileage.

Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Agree to the attached feedback on Part Two of the Remuneration Authority
Consultation Document Local Government Review.

3.

Note that matters relating to Part Three - Longer Term Proposals will be considered by
the Council prior to October 2017.

Background
6.

The Authority sets the base remuneration for all elected members including community
boards.

7.

It also has the resposnibility for setting allowances and expenses. When making
decision, the Authority must:
2.
a.
Have regard to the need to:

Achieve and maintain fair relativity with remuneration received elsewhere

Be fair to individuals or groups

Ratepayers

Recruit and retain competent persons.

Attachment 1 Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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3.

b.




Take into account:
Requirements of the positions
Conditions of service
Any adverse economic conditions

8.

It has the statutory authority to set the payments to key office holders including
Mayors, councillors and community board members. It is required by law to be fair
and independent

9.

The Authority has recently circulated a document seeking the Council’s feedback on
various issues. The Authority requires the Council’s feedback (and not of individual
elected members or management).

10.

A workshop was held with Mayor and Councillors on 24 May 2017 to help inform the
responses to the Authority.

11.

A draft response to the consultation document is attached as Appendix 1.

Discussion
12.

This report provides a response to the Authority on behalf of the Council on Part Two
(Proposed Immediate Changes (2017 determination)) of the consultation document.

13.

Due to the short timeframe for comment, only the Part Two changes are considered in
this report.

14.

The Part Three Changes (Longer Term Proposals and due October 2017) will be the
subject of a subsequent report.

Next Actions
15.

Communicate to the Authority Wellington City Councils response to the questions
raised.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Author
Authoriser

Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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Kane Patena, Director Governance and Assurance
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Submission to the Remuneration Authority’s consultation document titled Local
Government Review

This is a response to the Remuneration Authority (Authority) on behalf of the Wellington City Council on
Part Two (Proposed Immediate Changes (2017 determination)) of the consultation document. Due to
the short timeframe for comment, only the Part Two changes are considered in this report. The Part
Three Changes will be the subject of a subsequent report and are due by October 2017.
The Authority Review – Part Two
Comments on Part Two of the review are due by Monday 19th June 2017.
Part Two seeks feedback on the following areas:
a)
RMA plan hearing fees
b)
Leave of absence for elected members and acting mayor payments
c)
Approach to expense policies
d)
Provision of an allowance for information and communication technology and services
e)
ICT hardware
f)
Internet usage and phone plans
g)
Unusual circumstances (in relation to communications equipment and access)
h)
Travel time allowance
i)
Mileage claims.
The Authority Review – Part Three
Comments on Part Three of the Review are due by Friday 20 th October 2017. A draft response to
these matters will be considered in a subsequent meeting round.
The Part Three review seeks feedback on the following areas:
a)
Proposed factors to be used for sizing councils (in relation to remuneration)
b)
The weighting and relativity of factors used for sizing
c)
Mayoral remuneration system
d)
Councillor remuneration system
e)
Relationship between local government and parliamentary remuneration.

RESPONSES TO REMUNERATION AUTHORITY QUESTIONS
RMA PLANNING FEES
 Do you agree that elected members who are sitting on plan hearings under the RMA
should be remunerated in the same way as elected members who are sitting on resource
consent hearings?
Wellington City Council agrees that this work is over and above the normal workload of a
councillor and a recognition of the time commitment should be considered.
 Do you agree that elected members who chair such hearings should be remunerated for
time spent writing up decisions?
Yes, an hourly rate should be considered.

Attachment 1 Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR ELECTED MEMBERS AND ACTING MAYOR/CHAIR PAYMENTS
 Do you agree that there should be provision for elected members to be granted up to six
months leave of absence by councils? If not, what should the maximum length of time?
It would be useful for the Authority to provide councils with guidance. There has been
uncertainty in the past about how to handle absences.
The rules for Mayor and Councillors should state a period of four to six months for leave of
absence. This will allow some flexibility, depending on the circumstances.
The Authority states the rules are based on governance boards in the state sector. We note
the rule in the Cabinet Fees Framework which provides for a minimum of two months:
“Where an individual receives an annual fee and is absent from body business for a
period of greater than two months, then the annualised fee should be pro-rated to take
account of this absence (e.g. an absence of 2 months would result in payment of 10/12
of the annual fee). Where there are frequent absences over the period of a year, the
annual fee should also be pro-rated to take account of those absences.”
 Do you agree that additional remuneration can be made to an acting mayor or chair
under the circumstances outlined?
The Council supports payment of additional remuneration to acting roles, however this is only
where the Council has resolved to cease remuneration for the elected member on leave of
absence.
 If you disagree with any of the conditions, please state why.
The reason for the leave of absence has be taken into account when considering remuneration.
In some cases, there may be extenuating circumstances whereby an elected member is forced
to take a leave of absence due to serious illness. The decision to cease remuneration or
additional remuneration should be made by each Council.
 Are there any other conditions that should apply?
The Council recommends that the provision of additional remuneration be extended to include
elected members who have been appointed, on an interim basis, to any role which receives
payment for additional responsibilities (i.e. Acting Deputy Mayor, Acting Committee
Chairpersons and Acting Community Board Chairpersons).
APPROACH TO EXPENSE POLICIES
 Do you agree that the Remuneration Authority should supply a prototype expenses
policy that will cover all councils and that councils should be able to adopt any or all of
it to the upper limit of the metrics within the policy?
The Council has no issue with the supply of a prototype expenses policy. However, expense
policies have been in place for a number of years now and our practice is to reaffirm these
Attachment 1 Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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policies following each election, usually with amendments. Wellington City Council would
appreciate the Authority to provide an expense policy that allows for options that each Council
could select from.
 Do you agree that each council’s auditor should review their expense policy and also
the application of the policy
Currently the Authority has the power to approve each Council’s expense policy. This process
may change the current process of requiring Council approval following each triennial election.
There is some benefit in the Council not having to formally consider the expense policy at the
start of each triennium. It is a difficult task, particularly for new elected members, to have a
public discussion on expenses as one of the first decisions to be made in each triennium.
Council believes that compliance audits are already within the scope of the Council’s auditor
role. Clarity is required as to whether the auditor would be an internal or external requirement.

PROVISION OF AND ALLOWANCE FOR INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGY
AND SERVICES
 Do you agree that it should be common policy for councils to provide the ICT hardware
proposed above for all elected members?
Wellington City Council has a vision to become a smart council. Mayor and councillors are
offered a laptop, iphone and printer. A digital hub is used to distribute documents (e.g Council
and committee papers).
In our experience elected members may choose to use their own equipment if the council
supplied devices do not meet their requirements. Our Expense Policy provides for an annual
reimbursement fee, for Council related usage of privately owned hardware. The Authority may
need to review the reimbursement fee so that it aligns with current market rates.
Our Expense Policy does provide an annual communication allowance. Wellington City Council
seeks retention of the communication allowance but request that it be reviewed as the use of
mobile phones as a primary form of communication is increasing.
 Do you agree that exemptions to this policy would be limited to exceptional
circumstances?
Wellington City Council supports a flexible approach. The Authority should provide Councils
with options, as a “one size fits all” policy seems inflexible and could incur huge costs to some
Council.
The proposal covers both councillors and community boards. The communication and
information circulation requirements for Community Board members are less than those for the
Mayor and councillors. It is not cost effective to supply all of the hardware listed to community
board members. We assume that this was not the intention of the Authority.

Attachment 1 Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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 Do you agree that a proportion of the ongoing cost of the use of home internet and
personal mobile phones should be reimbursed as outlined above?
Wellington City Council elected members agree that private costs should not be borne by
ratepayers. Our Expense Policy does provide an annual communication allowance. Wellington
City Council seeks retention of the communication allowance but request that it be reviewed as
the use of mobile phones as a primary form of communication is increasing.
All elected members have contracts with internet and mobile phone providers for their personal
usage. Determination of an appropriate provider and package is best determined by an
individual member. Council believes it is unnecessary for the Council to supply an additional
internet connection at an additional cost.
TRAVEL TIME ALLOWANCE
 Do you agree that the current policy on travel time allowance should be continued?
Wellington City Council is neutral on this matter. This provision is not contained in our current
policy.
MILEAGE CLAIMS
 Do you agree with the proposal to retain the 30km rule in its current form?
Wellington City Council is neutral on this matter. This provision is not contained in our current
policy.

Attachment 1 Submission to the Remuneration Authority
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3.

Monitoring

REPORT OF THE COUNCIL CONTROLLED ORGANISATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 24 MAY 2017
Members:

Mayor Lester, Councillor Eagle, Councillor Lee, Councillor Marsh, Councillor
Woolf (Chair).

The Committee recommends:
FINAL STATEMENTS OF INTENT FOR COUNCIL CONTROLLED
ORGANISATIONS

Recommendation
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Approves the 2017/18 Statements of Intent for the Basin Reserve Trust, the Karori
Sanctuary Trust, the Wellington Cable Car Limited, the Wellington Museums Trust and
the Wellington Zoo Trust.

STATEMENT OF INTENT FOR WELLINGTON REGIONAL STADIUM TRUST

Recommendation
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Approves the Wellington Regional Stadium Trust Statement of Intent for 2017/18.

FINAL STATEMENT OF INTENT FOR THE WELLINGTON REGIONAL
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Recommendation
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Approves the Wellington Regional Economic Development Agency 2017-19 Statement
of Intent.

Link to website Council Controlled Organisations Subcommittee Agenda:
http://wellington.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/committees/council-controlled-organisationssubcommittee/2017/05/24

Attachments
Nil
Author
Authoriser

Item 3.1

Antoinette Bliss, Governance Advisor
Anusha Guler, Manager Democratic Services
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Item 3.2

2016/17 Q3 QUARTERLY REPORT
Purpose
1.

The attached report outlines the performance of the Council for the quarter ending 31
March 2017. The Committee is asked to note the contents of the quarterly report and
approve it.

Summary
2.

The format and nature of the content of the attached report has changed from previous
quarterly reports that you have received. The changes in this quarterly report are part
of a process to meet best practice standards for such reporting. Further improvements
are earmarked for future iterations of the quarterly report.

3.

Council’s performance for the third quarter of 2016/17 is summarised in the
Performance Overview and subsequent summaries for each of the seven Activity
Areas in the attached report. This includes both financial and performance against key
performance measures (KPIs) measured on a monthly or quarterly basis. An
explanation is provided for any KPI variances of more than 10% of target.

4.

There was a strong third quarter performance by the Council in the post-November
2016 earthquake recovery environment. 83% of key performance indicators (45/54)
measured monthly or quarterly were either met, exceeded or substantially achieved.

5.

The appendix to the quarterly report captures detailed performance information for
each of the seven Activity Areas, outlining the Council’s progress against planned or
budgeted performance for KPIs measured monthly or quarterly as well as Opex and
Capex data at a detailed activity level.

6.

At a consolidated level the year to date net operating surplus is $18m better than the
budgeted deficit of ($7.2m). This is driven by increased income which is $12.3m above
budget from activities and rates as well as under expenditure of $5.7m.

Recommendations
It is recommended that the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Note the content of the 2016/17 Third Quarter Report.

3.

Approve the 2016/17 Third Quarter Report.

Discussion
Reporting Format
7.

The format and nature of the content for the attached report has changed from the
quarterly report that you received in previous quarters. The changes in this quarterly
report are part of a process to meet best practice standards for such reporting. This
version summarises information provided through the use of icons/graphs including
trend information and provides data to show how the city is changing over time.

Item 3.2
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Further improvements are earmarked for future iterations of the quarterly report
including more explicit links to the annual plan and how quarterly performance is
supporting the achievements of the annual plan objectives.
Income
8.

Income from activities is $9.8m higher than budget. This is mainly due to additional
revenue for contaminated/special waste from city and regional projects ($3.9m), and
higher housing rental income ($3.2m) as delays in the capital programme means that
properties are generating unbudgeted rental income. Rates income is $1.4m higher
than budget with higher sewerage and water rates income due to higher consumption
(timing differences only).

9.

Other Income is $2.7m below budget mainly due to lower government grant income
from the housing upgrade programme ($4.3m) and lower revenue from NZTA ($3.1m)
for roading and cycleway projects due to delays in the capital programme.

Expenditure
10.

Year to date total expenditure is $5.7m under budget due to a more favourable
borrowing position than budgeted with some delays in the capital programme and
subsequent delays in the capitalising and depreciating of new assets.

Full year forecast
11.

The forecast net operating surplus for the year is currently $18m ahead of budget. This
is driven by unbudgeted fair value gain on the repayment of the Zealandia loan $5.3m;
housing rental income - forecast to be $3.9m higher than budget; financing expenditure
savings of $3.9m due to a more favourable borrowings position; and unbudgeted
revenue $3m for contaminated/special waste from city and regional projects.

12.

The above favourable forecast variances are offset by unbudgeted costs related to the
November 2016 earthquake of $4.9m (largely recoverable from the Insurance
Reserve); lower government grant income from the housing upgrade programme
($4.5m) and lower revenue from NZTA and Urban Cycleway Fund subsidies ($3.4m)
for roading and cycleway projects due to delays in the capital programme.

Service Delivery (KPI performance)
13.

83% of key performance indicators (45/54) measured monthly or quarterly were either
met, exceeded (a favourable variance of more than 10%) or substantially achieved
(variance within 10% of target). Any significant variances – greater than 10% - are
explained in the quarterly report.

Compliance with Treasury Policy
14.

As at 31 March 2017 all of the core policy requirements were achieved.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Author
Authoriser

Item 3.2

Wellington City 2016/17 Q3 Quarterly Report
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Not applicable
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

Not applicable
Financial implications

Finance assited with preparation of the report.
Policy and legislative implications

Not applicable
Risks / legal

Not applicable
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable
Communications Plan

Not applicable
Health and Safety Impact considered

Not applicable

Item 3.2
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PRINCE OF WALES/OMĀRORO RESERVOIR EASEMENT
APPLICATION AT PRINCE OF WALES PARK, WELLINGTON
TOWN BELT
Purpose
1.

Wellington Water (WWL) is proposing to construct a new 35,000m³ concrete water
reservoir (Prince of Wales/Omāroro reservoir) at Prince of Wales Park, Wellington
Town Belt (Town Belt).

2.

The purpose of this report is to have the Committee express its ‘in principle’ approval
for the proposal and instruct officers to consult in accordance with the Wellington Town
Belt Act 2016 (Act). The proposal is to grant an easement for a new reservoir and a
licence for the construction phase.

3.

Refer to Attachment 1 for the easement area and Attachment 2 for the construction
licence area (occupied for a three year period).

Summary
4.

The Town Belt is managed in accordance with the Act and the Wellington Town Belt
Management Plan 2017 (Management Plan).

5.

The Committee has delegated authority to approve the granting of the easement and
licence subject to the outcome of public consultation. Public consultation is required
under the Act and the outcome of this reported back to Committee for a final decision.
The Committee will need to have particular regard to the principles in section 4 of the
Act when making its decision.

6.

Prince of Wales Park is located on the city facing slopes of the Brooklyn Hills. The park
consists of a small open spur that provides panoramic lookout and informal recreation
opportunities. There are several tracks across the site including the City to Sea. Below
the spur and gully slopes there are two sportsfields that are used for a range of formal
and informal sports and activities. There is a Council owned pavilion at the site, car
parking and the Scottish Athletics Clubrooms.

7.

The vegetation around this area is a mix of sports turf, grasslands, gorse and bracken,
planted and regenerating native shrubs and areas of mature pohutukawa, eucalyptus
and pine. Two existing streams run adjacent to the site including the Waitangi Stream
tributary and the Papawai Stream. Native forest regeneration is occurring further up the
slopes in the moister gullies and along the streams.

8.

In exercising its power to grant an easement under the Act, Council as trustee for the
Town Belt, is required to consider if the proposal is a “public service”, consider the
effects and benefits of the proposal, and consider alternative sites.

9.

The proposed reservoir is an essential public service and required for servicing the
Wellington low level water supply zone, providing potable water to approximately
70,000 residents, a range of commercial and industrial businesses and various critical
community facilities. Currently this zone only has a one day storage capacity if there is
a significant water network event. The reservoir is needed for operational and
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strategic/disaster resilience, network management and maintenance, and growth and
wellbeing of the city and community.
10.

Alternative sites and options have been considered and assessed by WWL over many
years. The Prince of Wales Park site provides the best water supply and network
solution and the current proposal has been designed to minimise effects on the
character, values and use of the Town Belt in the long term.

11.

The effects on Town Belt values during construction of the proposed reservoir will be
significant and adverse but will be outweighed by the longer term community benefits
(both from an open space and essential service perspective) and improved site
reinstatement.

12.

The proposed reservoir will be buried, contoured and planted, following a
comprehensive landscape concept plan. (Refer attachments three and four). The
tracks will be reinstated and improved and the sports fields redeveloped to a higher
quality. The two fields will be raised by up to 1.5 metres to accommodate excess soil
from the reservoir site excavation (subject to suitability of material). The field
improvements will be designed to also help reduce stormwater peak flows along
Papawai Stream.

13.

Detailed conditions of the licence will be developed prior to any construction on site to
inform development of detailed design and construction methodology and ensure
effects are controlled as intended during construction. On completion, there will be a
five year maintenance period for all landscaping and a two year defects period on
playing field function and stormwater management across the whole site.

14.

Council Officers have assessed the proposal against the Act and the Management
Plan and consider the proposal to be consistent with the principles and relevant
objectives and policies in the management plan.

Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receives the information.

2.

Having considered and applied the principles in section 4 of the Act, approves 'in
principle' the granting of:
a.
an easement relating to a water reservoir and associated infrastructure in
perpetuity over parts of the Wellington Town Belt (subject to final survey) at
Prince of Wales Park (part of Part Lot 2 DP 10337 on CFR 742981) pursuant to
the Wellington Town Belt Act 2016 and the to the Wellington Town Belt
Management Plan 2017; and

b.

a license to accommodate the use of land necessary for the construction of the
project.

3.

Instructs officers to carry out consultation on the above proposal in accordance with the
Wellington Town Belt Act 2016.

4.

Instructs officers to negotiate proposed terms for the easement and licence.

5.

Notes that construction of the reservoir is subject to any necessary consents under the
Resource Management Act 1991 being obtained.

6.

Notes that a final decision to grant an easement and licence is subject to the
requirements of the Wellington Town Belt Act 2016, in particular consultation in
accordance with section 16 and the Committee considering the views of the public and
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persons likely to be affected by, or to have an interest in, the proposal.
7.

Notes that the Committee's approval 'in principle' is subject to Wellington Water Ltd
agreeing to meet the Council's costs in association with the proposal.

Background
15.

Wellington Water (WWL) is proposing to construct a new 35,000 m³ concrete reservoir
on Prince of Wales Park, Town Belt.

16.

The new Reservoir will provide improved water service to the Wellington Low Level
Water Supply Zone which currently holds less than one day’s water storage in-zone
and is limited in its ability to maintain water supply following a significant network event.

17.

This Zone serves commercial and business interests and approximately 70,000
residents in the CBD, Thorndon, Mt Cook, Hataitai, Kilbirnie, Miramar, Strathmore,
Seatoun and Newtown area including the Wellington Hospital.

18.

Proposed Prince of Wales/Omāroro Reservoir Site

The Wellington Town Belt Act 2016
19.

The Wellington Town Belt is managed in accordance with the Wellington Town Belt Act
2016 and the Wellington Town Belt Management Plan 2017.

Item 4.1

Page 59

Item 4.1

8 JUNE 2017

CITY STRATEGY COMMITTEE

Item 4.1

8 JUNE 2017

20.

The Act came into force in 2016 and empowers Council, as trustee of the Town Belt to
(among other things) grant an easement for ‘public services’ (under s 20). Public
services include network infrastructure that is, in the public interest, necessary for the
provision of water services.

21.

Section 4 of the Act states that in performing its role as trustee of the Wellington Town
Belt, the Council must:

22.

(a)

Recognise and provide for the protection and enhancement of the Wellington
Town Belt for future generations; and

(b)

Have particular regard to the following principles:
(i)
The Wellington Town Belt should be managed in partnership with mana
whenua:
(ii) The landscape character of the Wellington Town Belt should be protected
and enhanced, including by recognising that it was the New Zealand
Company’s intention that the original Town Belt not be built on:
(iii) The Wellington Town Belt should support healthy indigenous ecosystems:
(iv) The Wellington Town Belt should be accessible to all and for all to enjoy:
(v) The Wellington Town Belt should be available for a wide range of
recreational activities:
(vi) Community participation in the management of the Wellington Town Belt
should be encouraged and supported:
(vii) The historic and cultural heritage of the Wellington Town Belt should be
recognised and protected.

The exercise of the power to grant an easement is subject to the process requirements
of the Act and the Management Plan and Council can impose any conditions it deems
appropriate. Council must also specifically consider the matters contained in s 20(2) of
the Act:
i.

The effect on the Town Belt of the proposed reservoir; and

ii. The public benefits of the proposed reservoir; and
iii. Alternative sites, routes or other methods for achieving the objectives of the
proposed reservoir.
23.

Section 16 of the Act also requires that prior to granting any easement for a public
service, and prior to building or authorising the building of any public service or facility
where the effect on the Town Belt will be more than minor, Council must consider the
views of the public and persons likely to be affected by or have an interest in in the
proposed exercise of this power.

24.

Where the effects on the Town Belt will be more than minor, this includes making
information available on the proposal and inviting submissions, giving submitters
reasonable opportunity to be heard in support of their submission, taking into account
all submissions. The purpose of this report is to seek approval to consult as required.

Discussion
Wellington Town Belt Management Plan - Utilities assessment
25.

The proposed reservoir development is an essential service to the public. WWL has
provided an assessment and consideration of alternative methods and locations.

26.

The Management Plan includes in the Sector 4 description the proposal for a reservoir
at the site. Policy 8.4.3.4 states:
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Ensure the proposed water reservoir is buried and remedial planting done to mitigate
its impact on the Town Belt.
27.

Part 9.5.4(a) of the Management Plan requires consideration of effects of utilities
(public services) on the recreational nature of the Town Belt. Part 9.5.4(b) outlines a
set of conditions that must be complied with to the satisfaction of the Council. The
recreation assessment and most of the other conditions overlap with general
assessment of all activities as listed at 9.5.1. A key point of difference with assessment
of utilities is the requirement for them to be placed underground, except where it is not
practicable to do so. As with all development proposals in the Town Belt, there is also a
requirement to minimise disturbance to existing land, vegetation and recreational use.

28.

The proposed reservoir has been located and designed to strike a balance between
effects on the Town Belt and the functional/engineering requirements of the reservoir
and water supply network. The concrete structure of the reservoir will be underground.
The size of the reservoir and the requirement to locate the water level at a certain
contour means that while the reservoir will be fully underground, the landform cannot
be reinstated exactly as it was.

29.

The existing spur that will be excavated to accommodate the reservoir will be
reinstated but the spur will become broader and flatter. The effects of this on long term
use and function of the site will be mitigated through reinstatement of the various areas
to perform the same function, albeit in a modified local landscape. The application
describes effects on organised recreation, casual recreation and connectivity and
concludes the while short term effects will be significant due to complete closure of the
area, the long term impacts are either nil or beneficial.

30.

The only part of the reservoir development that will be visible above ground on
completion is the maintenance tunnel entrance. This area provides ongoing access to
the reservoir for people and equipment. The concept plans show the doors and
supporting walls structure as approximately ten metres wide and seven metres high.
The height of the retained fill/cut faces in which the tunnel access door is set reduces
as the fill/cut faces slope away from the tunnel access door. Final detailed design plans
will be required to be submitted to the Manager of Open Space and Recreation
Planning, prior to the commencement of construction, with advice provided by WWL
around any alterations or changes from the preliminary design. The final size,
construction materials, colour and planting to help integrate the entrance area into the
surrounding landscape and address any potential health and safety issues will all be
considered.

Wellington Town Belt Management Plan - General assessment
31.

To avoid unnecessary repetition, the utilities assessment above considers the matter of
burying all new utilities with the remainder of the matters considered here under
general assessment.

32.

Other options were considered but Prince of Wales Park provides the best supply and
network solution and the location selected within the Park is the one that causes the
least disruption to use, character and values associated with this part of the Town Belt.

33.

The size and function of the reservoir in relation to the rest of the established water
supply network means it needs to be located as proposed.

34.

The summary of effects included in the application states that:
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Adverse temporary effects on the Town Belt will typically be associated with
construction activities and will include:
o

Landscape and visual effects: associated with site excavation, earthwork
and construction activity, temporary buildings, vegetation and landform
disturbance

o

Ecological effects: associated with vegetation disturbance and removal,
and the management of erosion and sedimentation, prior to site
remediation and mitigation planting

o

Recreation and social effects: associated with the temporary closure of
sport fields and walkways, and noise and construction traffic activity within
the park (although these effects won’t be experienced first-hand by park
users due to site closure).

35.

These potential adverse effects are expected to be remedied at the conclusion of
construction, or mitigated through the development and appropriate application of site
and activity management plans, and site remediation works, proposed as part of the
development or required as conditions of consent.

36.

Following reservoir commissioning it is anticipated that potential temporary adverse
effects will still periodically occur associated with future reservoir and support service
inspection, maintenance, repair and replacement activities.

37.

These effects are expected to be infrequent and of low to moderate significance (i.e. no
more than minor).

38.

As with temporary effects generated during the reservoir construction phase, future
temporary effects are also capable of being remedied or mitigated by developing and
implementing site activity management, remediation and stakeholder communications
plans.
Recreation effects

39.

The proposal will result in closure of an area of the Town Belt for up to three years. The
intention is to complete the project within two years however the applicant has
requested a three year timeframe to ensure they account for any unforeseen delay.
The shortest possible timeframe to complete the project should be required of
contractors so as to reduce the impact on regular users of the site and allow timely
reestablishment of vegetation. Conditions of approval will also provide for staged
opening of the site and staged planting so that the effects of the total closure period are
minimised and normal use and function of the park can resume as quickly as practical.

40.

The two sportsfields at the site provide space for college rugby and lower grade
Wellington rugby fixtures during winter with junior cricket and Gaelic football using the
fields in the summer. Hunter’s rugby league and Brooklyn Northern United football also
use the fields for preseason training in summer. All of the sports can be accommodated
at other sportsfields around the city. For example, the junior cricket players play right
across Wellington with teams going to one of a number of locations on any given
weekend. The logistics of moving the various sporting fixtures to different fields will be
discussed in detail with the sporting organisations and clubs involved but Council
officers can confirm that the closure of the fields as proposed will not result in teams
having nowhere to play.

41.

The Council pavilion at this site contains changing rooms, toilets and showers a
storage facility currently used by Council operations staff. There is currently some club
training equipment in one of the rooms. The building could be closed with the storage
facility emptied for the period of closure.
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42.

The clubrooms accessed off Salisbury Street via a driveway alongside the lower field,
are leased to the Scottish Athletics Club. The building is also the base for the Poneke
Kyokushin Karate Dojo. Both clubs use the building, the carpark and the wider park
area as part of their activities and between them and other more intermittent activities
(such as school holiday programmes) the area is used every day of the week. Ongoing
access to this facility will be required during the project. The practicality and safety of
using the surrounding park will need to be discussed with the groups. The Athletics
Club have indicated that provided the clubrooms and carpark remains available their
running routes could be adapted. The use of the area for construction activities will
need to be carefully controlled to allow access along the driveway and to the clubrooms
with contractors, materials and other equipment kept clear of the clubroom parking
areas. The final design of the lower field retaining and edge treatment will need to
ensure parking in this area is not lost and may require minor improvements and line
marking to the existing parking area up to the clubrooms to maximise this limited
space.

43.

In addition to formal use of the fields and facilities, Wellington High School, Mount
Cook and Brooklyn schools use the park for recreation and teaching opportunities. The
area is also used in a more informal way with the application listing the following uses:
“…walking and dog walking, with some people walking daily in the park….picnicking,
casual ball games, running, jogging and exercise for fitness, tai chi, meditation, kite
flying, drone flying, play grounds and young parents with small children…Activities in
the more natural areas include bird observation….volunteer restoration planting,
adventure play, mountain bike track building and even encampments within the
vegetation.” There are also a number of small art installations at the site.

44.

On completion of the project the two sportsfields will be reinstated to a better condition.
Currently both fields have drainage issues and the Papawai stream overtops its
embankments along the edge of the lower field and floods the field and surrounding
environment. The application proposes using some of the excess soil material
excavated to make way for the reservoir to essentially raise the finished level of the
fields by a maximum of 1.5m. Both fields will be designed and finished to
accommodate existing formal sports use. The fields will only be raised if the excavated
material is deemed suitable as a sports field ground material.

45.

In the case of the lower field, the finished ground levels will serve a secondary function
as an area for detention of the stream when it overtops its banks during storm events.
The newly contoured field and improved drainage and soil build up will allow for the
water to be contained and then quickly drain away. The times when the field will
function in this way will coincide with periods when the field will have been too wet to
use anyway so there will be no loss in potential for formal sports use. Wellington Water
will be required to monitor stormwater at the sportsfields and in the surrounding area
for a period of two years on completion of the reservoir project and remedy any issues.

46.

For both fields, particular care will be taken to ensure access to the fields for formal
sport, casual users and maintenance will be provided for in the final detailed design.
The concept plans show that it is possible to connect to the existing ground outside the
work site in a practical way with a mix of ramps and steps. Detailed conditions will be
included to ensure the completed fields are fit for purpose, function well and properly
connect to the wider environment. Ongoing maintenance of the site will be considered
in detailed design to ensure the new fields and associated infrastructure is well
designed and fit for purpose and does not require unfeasible ongoing maintenance.

47.

If the soil conditions are such that the excess soil cannot be used to raise the fields,
Wellington Water will still be required to reinstate the fields to a better standard than
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the current situation. This will include appropriate ground de-compaction, installation of
drainage and new soil material build up and establishment of grass. All related
infrastructure, such as fences, seats etc. will also be reinstated.
48.

There are a number of walking tracks through and around the site. The walking tracks
will be reinstated to connect up as they do currently with improvements to alignment to
get better gradients. The proposed tracks will be reinstated to an appropriate standard
with suitable drainage and surface materials.

49.

There is an existing open grass covered area at the top of the spur with a seat. This
area will be reinstated with grass cover and will function in the same way as an
informal, open grass area with views out across the city.

50.

The effects of the proposal on recreation activity, both formal and informal and across
the site will be high during the construction period. On completion of the project the
fields will be in better condition than previously which will enhance potential use of the
fields. While planting will take some time to establish, the landscaping and planting will
in time enable the character and use of the wider area of disturbance to resume as it
was prior to construction. All walking tracks will be re-established to a better standard
that existing. Careful assessment of final design detail and strict compliance with
conditions that clearly define anticipated outcomes will be necessary to achieve the
anticipated long term recreation benefits at the site.
Landscape and visual effects

51.

A landscape and visual assessment report prepared by Boffa Miskell is included in the
application. The report concludes that adverse landscape and visual effects are
primarily limited to the construction period. The summary notes:
At completion, the rounded landform associated with Prince of Wales Spur will be
reinstated, albeit of a more regular domed form. As the reservoir is covered and
planted it will become increasingly assimilated within the surrounding landscape,
ensuring the potential for adverse landscape effects will be further reduced. This will
also support the re-establishment of recreation use including reinstated recreation
tracks and levelled playing fields, albeit at a slightly higher elevation.
Five years following completion landscape effects will reduce to low and become
benign or beneficial in the context of the vegetated open space character and high
landscape amenity values that presently exists.
As with landscape effects, adverse visual effects associated with the proposed
reservoir will be greatest during construction as changes to the existing landform and
associated operation of machinery is visible from adjoining areas. During construction,
moderate-high visual effects will occur from adjoining residential dwellings along
Rolleston Road and Hargreaves Street. Moderate adverse effects will also occur from
the rear of dwellings with the ability to overlook Prince of Wales Spur along Dorking
Road and parts of the Lower Park to the east of the site.
Temporary low and very low adverse visual effects may also occur from wider
surrounding residential areas because of the nature of intervening development and
the increase in viewing distance.
At completion, a mosaic of grass, amenity planting and native vegetation will replace
areas of vegetation removed and successfully reintegrate the Site within its
surroundings. This will also reinstate an important outlook location along Prince of
Wales Spur and maintain an open space outlook and green backdrop observed from
surrounding areas. Similarly, playing fields will be re-established and predominantly
retain their existing open space outlook from adjoining areas in association with
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planting introduced along their margins where necessary to address any potential for
residual adverse visual effects.
52.

There is no doubt that there will be landscape and visual effects while the project is
under construction due to the location and scale of the reservoir. The significance of
this effect is in part a result of ensuring the long term effect is suitable in the context of
the Town Belt landscape. Clearance of all vegetation and excavation of a very large
hole is required to then bury the reservoir at the site.

53.

Attachments three and four illustrate how the proposed development will look during
construction and at five years after completion. The proposal aligns with the general
policies and objectives and decision making guidelines of the Management Plan in that,
in the long term, it seeks to minimise the effect on the landscape character, values and
use associated with the site and the Town Belt generally.

54.

Extensive areas of planting will be required to properly integrate the new development
back into the landscape. The detail and success of this planting will be critical in
properly mitigating the effects of the development as required by the Management Plan
and Act. Hard and soft landscape detail will be required across the whole area of the
site with particular attention needed at the edges to properly address the interface
between new and established areas.

55.

Assessment and approval of final landscaping details including soil conditions, planting
location, planting species choice, planting density, size at planting and maintenance
requirements will be a part of the development of detailed design of the whole project.
The landscape concept plans show that is will be possible to reinstate the site to
support ecological function, landscape character and recreational use with conditions
to enable this detail to be further scrutinised to ensure the plans achieve the outcomes
as shown at a conceptual level.
Ecological effects

56.

The site and surrounding environment has a mix of vegetation cover and habitat. The
value, character and use associated with both the site and wider area is heavily reliant
on the vegetation mix and ecological function of different areas. An assessment of
existing ecological values is included in the application. The ecological assessment
describes the existing environment in detail with an assessment of significance and
value and finally the effects of the proposed development. The summary states:
Overall we find that despite some small areas of habitat loss, the effects of the project
as currently designed are not significant, or sufficiently adverse to the local ecology to
suggest this project cannot proceed.
Further, and assuming the recommendations in Section 8 are carried out, we conclude
that the effects of this activity will be low to very low in the short term, can be fully
remedied within the site, and the proposed revegetation will result in medium to long
term ecological benefits for the site.
We conclude that the works as proposed, and including the remedial measures
described, are consistent with the objectives and policies of the Management Plan.

57.

Vegetation removal across the site will be minimised as far as practical. There is a
range of vegetation at the site that is described in full in the ecological assessment
report included in the application. The vegetation has ecological function and helps
define the character and use of this part of the Town Belt. The proposed landscape
plan (refer Attachment 3) includes planting that will in time mature to contribute to both
the ecological value of the site and support the current character and use of the area.
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58.

As with the potential to mitigate landscape and visual effects, key to mitigating
ecological effects is the ability to consider the detailed design and construction
methods for the project. Including a principle in the construction methodology to require
detailed consideration of the need for vegetation removal – particularly in areas of
established vegetation will provide for a best possible outcome for ecology and
landscape effect and the end result to integrate the reservoir back into a natural
reserve environment.

59.

For example, the concept plans indicate that an area alongside the Waitangi Stream
tributary requires a small area of clearance of some of the higher value native
vegetation. Detailed design will look at ways to minimise this through design and
construction technique. It may not in fact be possible but a requirement to consider
vegetation protection at all stages of the project – from concept, to detailed design
through to actually doing the work on site - will ensure only vegetation removal that is
absolutely necessary will occur.

60.

Both Papawai Stream and the Waitangi Stream tributary will be avoided by the physical
works on site. Sediment and erosion management will be required as part of the
detailed design information. The protection of the streams during construction will be
part of stormwater, sediment and erosion control detailed design.

61.

Further information will be required to detail stormwater flows across the entire site
resulting from all of the various changes to ground levels, ground conditions and
vegetation cover. For example, the track between the two fields will need to be finished
to ensure runoff from the track and the hill slope above is properly managed with no
effects on the stream environment below. Similarly, new drainage and contouring of the
lower field to manage peak flows in the Papawai stream will also need to be subject to
detailed assessment to provide assurance that the stream flows and habitat are not
adversely affected by the work. Monitoring and remedying any potential issues with
new stormwater and erosion patterns at the site will form part of the conditions of final
approval for the work.

62.

The type of planting and success in establishing that planting will also form part of the
mitigation of ecological effects associated with clearance of the site. The landscape
concept plan has been developed to address both landscape and visual effects
alongside maximising potential long term ecological benefits. This will be subject to
detailed design assessment and final approval by Parks, Sport and Recreation and a
five year maintenance period to ensure planting establishes.

Other Considerations
64.

The proposed easement area provides for the ongoing management of the reservoir
and the pipe network that crosses the upper playing field. The easement area includes
a ‘buffer’ area around the actual reservoir footprint. The final extent of the easement
area will be surveyed on completion of the project and reduced to provide practical
access with minimum potential disturbance in the future.

65.

The application also includes a proposal to nominate an area on the top playing field
that will be available (in addition to the easement area) to the project team and their
contractors to occupy if they need to carry out further work that arises in the first two
years after completion. Officers do not agree that this is necessary as any proposal to
carry out work will be subject to the usual process of application as required by the
Management Plan. Any emergency work can be carried out as and when required and
any other urgent work can be carried out under any conditions deemed necessary at
the time dependent on the nature and scale of the work and potential effect on the park
and users.
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66.

The final conditions of the licence to construct the proposed reservoir will require more
detailed information to be developed and approved by Officers to ensure the impact of
the work is minimised as far as possible. The level of information currently available is
sufficient to consider the project could proceed and align with the purpose and intent of
the Act and Management Plan. Notification of the proposal will enable the public to
provide their views prior to approval of the licence and easement by the Council and
prior to finalisation of conditions of approval.

67.

The development of the proposed Prince of Wales/Omāroro reservoir will also give rise
to a range of potential temporary and permanent effects beyond the Town Belt, which
will need to be assessed and managed through the Resource Management Act
consenting process. The applicant is going through the Town Belt Act approval process
(landowner approval through a licence for construction and an easement) before
seeking resource consent. A key difference between the two processes is that effects
on people and the environment outside the Town Belt will be considered through the
resource consent process. The Town Belt Act process focusses primarily on impact on
the Town Belt values and use.

Next Actions
68.

If the recommendations in this report are approved the following will occur:


Public consultation of the easement and the licence to construct the reservoir will
occur as required by the Act (refer to Attachment 5).



Public submissions are heard by the Committee



Officers review submissions and prepare report to Committee.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Attachment 2.
Attachment 3.
Attachment 4.
Attachment 5.
Authors
Authoriser

Item 4.1

Aerial of proposed reservoir easement area at POW Park
Aerial of reservoir construction area - includes upper and lower
fields
POW Park proposed reservoir Landscape Concept plans
Visual simulations
Summary consultation document

Page 71
Page 72
Page 73
Page 78
Page 85

Rebecca Ramsay, Reserves Planner
John Vriens, Senior Property Advisor
Paul Andrews, Manager Parks, Sport and Recreation
Barbara McKerrow, Chief Operating Officer

Page 67

Item 4.1

8 JUNE 2017

CITY STRATEGY COMMITTEE

Item 4.1

8 JUNE 2017

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

As discussed in the report Public consultation of the easement and licence to construct the
reservoir in line with the Act will occur and the results will be reported back to Committee.
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

Both Ngati Toa and PNBST have been advised of the Reservoir Proposal by Wellington
Water and do not wish to be further involved in the process but would like to be kept
informed. Council officers will continue to include Iwi as key stakeholders in the engagement
planning for the formal consultation period for the easement and licence.
Iwi representatives from the Port Nicholson Trust suggested to Wellington Water that the
future reservoir should be named after the traditional Māori name for the area – Omāroro.
Community stakeholders and the reservoir’s owner, Wellington City Council, agreed with the
suggestion so a decision was made to transition to the new name.
Project Manager for Wellington Water Maria Maillo explains: “The name Omāroro enriches
the story of the reservoir and links it to the area’s pre-European history. Early Māori used the
area for growing food, so in a way, the reservoir will continue the tradition of sustaining the
community by providing life-giving water.”
Financial implications

All costs associated with the reservoir construction and remedial works will be met by
Wellington Water and they will also pay for all costs (survey and legal) associated with the
granting of the easement and its registration on the title.
Policy and legislative implications

Legal advice has been provided in relation to this reservoir proposal and easement over the
Town Belt in order to assist in the preparation of this report. Council will use its solicitors to
prepare and finalise the easement instrument and agreement.
Risks / legal

Legal advice will be sought throughout the process as necessary to ensure the Council is
meeting its obligations under the Act.
Climate Change impact and considerations

There will be none.
Communications Plan

Wellington Water has a detailed communications plan for this project that they have been
working through since last year. Parks, Sport and Recreation will work to a communications
plan on approval of this paper to ensure all of the interest groups, clubs, park users and
general public have access to the proposed development information and have their views
heard by the Council as required by the Act and Management Plan.
Health and Safety Impact considered

Health and Safety is addressed in the Parks, Sport and Recreation landowner approval (the
licence for the construction period) through conditions of approval and Wellington Water’s
construction management plan.
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Attachment 1 Aerial of proposed reservoir easement area at POW Park
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Attachment 2 Aerial of reservoir construction area - includes upper and lower fields
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Attachment 3 POW Park proposed reservoir Landscape Concept plans
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Attachment 3 POW Park proposed reservoir Landscape Concept plans
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Attachment 3 POW Park proposed reservoir Landscape Concept plans
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Attachment 3 POW Park proposed reservoir Landscape Concept plans
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Consultation on the granting of an easement and licence for the
construction period for the Omāroro/Prince of Wales Reservoir on
Wellington Town Belt
Purpose of the consultation
To seek input from the community and other interested parties on the granting of an
easement and licence for the construction period for the proposed Omāroro/Prince of Wales
Reservoir at Prince of Wales Park. This is a joint consultation exercise with Wellington Water
limited (WWL).
Consultation period – From 12th June 2017 until 17th July 2017
Report back to ELT - TBC
Report to City Strategy Committee - 3 August (TBC)
WCC Significance and Engagement policy - Project significance – Medium
Recommendation is to “Involve” the public in the process.

Engagement process
Current status
WWL has directly engaged with, and consulted, the Port Nicholson Block Settlement Trust
(PNBST) Trust, Te Runanga O Toa Rangatira Inc, and a range of groups and organisations
with direct interests in the Wellington Town Belt, Prince of Wales Park, Papawai Stream and
the surrounding residential area.
WWL has endeavoured to raise local community awareness of the proposal, and obtain
feedback on key issues to the community that should be addressed through the application
and as part of any eventual reservoir development activity. This has occurred through the
use of distributed flyers, local shop displays, social media, engagement with community
groups including residents’ groups, and holding several publicly advertised open days, and
a BBQ drop in session.
Feedback received has assisted with confirming key issues requiring attention as part of this
application. Feedback has confirmed issues of significance to the community that will need
to be sensitively managed during the development of the reservoir within the Town Belt, and
related to the site being accessible via Rolleston Street. Protecting the Papawai Stream was
a key issue raised by the community.
Engagement included two community open days in November and December 2016 and a
BBQ and drop in session in March 2017.
Key stakeholders contacted and kept up to date with progress include:
 Friends of Papawai Stream
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 Bell Rd Restoration Group
 Action for the Environment
 Friends of the Wellington Town Belt
 Newtown Residents' Association
 Brooklyn Residents' Association
 Mt Cook Mobilised
 Newtown Business Group
 Mount Victoria Residents’ Association.
WWL attended meetings of Mt Cook Mobilised and the Newtown Residents’ Association,
met with the Friends of the Town Belt Committee, met on site with the Papawai Restoration
Group and a group of local residents. WWL have discussed the project with some of the
leaseholders, sports clubs and other users of the sports fields, tracks and informal recreation
areas in preparation of their report on the effects of the proposal on recreation.
Approach to formal consultation
Following on from the early engagement a period of formal consultation is now required as
part of WWL applying for an easement under the Wellington Town Belt Act 2016.
The focus will be on providing comprehensive information about the proposed development
through the Council’s website, static information on site, and a public open day. In particular
why it needs to be on Wellington Town Belt and the mitigation required to enable it to
proceed.
The key stakeholder groups identified above and leaseholders and other users of the sports
fields will also be offered an opportunity to discuss the proposal directly with Council officers.
Planned activities
 Letter to key stakeholders advising them of the process and planned key activities,
offering officers meet with them and directing them to further information
 Preparing online web based material/summary document. The web based material
will link submitters to more WWL detailed reports around the reservoir proposal.
 WWL have an existing information area in the window of 40 Wallace Street (an
unused café used as community meeting rooms). Officers will provide information at
that site on how the public can get more information and make a submission on the
easement application.
 Provide signs on site at Rolleston Street, Hargreaves Street and Salisbury Street
entrances and at the clearing at the top of the proposed reservoir site outlining what
is proposed with advice on how to find more information about the proposal and how
to make a submission. These will remain on site for the whole consultation period.
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 WWL are running an information day on the 17th of June. Council officers will attend
and be available to answer questions.
 Formal notice of the consultation period in the Dominion Post with a reminder the
week before close.

Submissions
Submissions will be received in a variety of ways including
•
•
•
•

Electronically through the website or by email.
Written submissions
Feedback recorded from stakeholder meetings and drop in sessions
Social media for informal comment.

Oral hearings will take place as required under the Wellington Town Belt Act. These will be
heard by City Strategy Committee (CSC).
The submissions will be analysed and reported back to City Strategy Committee in August.
The Committee will make a final decision on the proposed easement and licence.
The community will have a further opportunity to make submissions on the proposed
development through the resource consent process under the Resource Management Act
(RMA). The focus for the Town Belt Act process is on effects on the Town Belt values and
use. The RMA process will provide detailed consideration of potential effects on the wider
environment such as noise and traffic during construction.
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ELECTRICITY EASEMENT IN WELLINGTON BOTANIC GARDEN
Purpose
1.

To obtain Committee approval for an electricity easement over reserve land under
section 48 (1) Reserves Act 1977.

Summary
2.

Wellington Botanic Garden needs to upgrade its power supply with three new 11KV
cables to the Treehouse.

3.

A trench will be dug through the Botanic Garden with the new cables then installed and
buried (refer to attachment 1 showing the planned route). The ground above will be
reinstated to paved surface or garden/grass as required.

4.

As this easement is underground and any installation works will be properly
rehabilitated, it will not materially alter the reserve land. In accordance with Section
48(3) of the Reserves Act 1977, a request is made to waive the requirement for public
notification.

Recommendation/s
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receives the information.

2.

Agrees to grant an electricity easement in perpetuity over part of the Botanic Gardens
(Part Lot 1 DP 8530) to Wellington City Council pursuant Section 48 of the Reserves
Act 1977 and the Botanic Gardens of Wellington Management Plan 2014.

3.

Authorises the Chief Executive Officer to carry out all necessary steps to complete the
registration of the easement.

4.

Waives the requirement for public notification under section 48(2) of the Reserves Act
1977 in accordance with Section 48(3) of the Reserves Act 1977, as the reserve will
not be materially altered or permanently damaged and the rights of the public will not
be permanently affected by the granting of the easement.

Background
5.

A new cable is required to replace the existing cable and upgrade the power supply to
the Treehouse in the Botanic Garden.

6.

The existing electricity supply cable is operating at the limits of or above its peak
service demand despite energy savings associated with the replacement of the nursery
buildings in 2010 and the Treehouse upgrade in 2012.

7.

The separate Soundshell electrical supply is also operating at its limits during events
such as Gardens Magic. An upgraded cable will allow future capacity to accommodate
any increased demand from events held at the Soundshell.
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Discussion
8.

The work will involve direct laying of 3 electricity cables in a shared trench from the
transformer in Glenmore Street to the Treehouse. The work will be completed over
approximately three weeks and is planned to start in July 2017.

9.

The Botanic Gardens of Wellington Management Plan (2014 - 8.5.1, 2) provides for
utilities in the Botanic Gardens subject to assessment of need and effects.
‘The effects of utilities will be minimised by only placing those that are necessary to the
normal functioning of the garden and which cannot reasonably be located elsewhere’.
The proposed electrical supply connection cannot be reasonably located elsewhere.
There will be no effect on the reserve once installation of the cables is complete.

10.

Conclusion: There will be no permanent effect on the reserve values or use. All of the
cable work and connections will be below ground and the Botanic Garden can continue
to be used, managed and maintained as it is now.

11.

In accordance with the Botanic Gardens of Wellington Management Plan 2014 and
Section 48 of the Reserves Act 1977, the Committee has delegated authority to grant
landowner approval for easements through the Botanic Gardens.

12.

As this easement will not materially alter the reserve land, nor affect the recreational
qualities of the land a request is made to waive the requirement for public notification.
This is in accordance with Section 48(3) of the Reserves Act 1977.

Next Actions
13.

Once Committee approval is obtained for the easement, Parks, Sport and Recreation
will issue a temporary access permit to enable the work to be carried out including
appropriate reinstatement. Upon completion of the cable installation and reinstatement
the easement area will be surveyed and registered on the title.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Authors
Authoriser
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

The Reserves Act 1977 provides for waiver of public notice requirements where the reserve
is not likely to be materially altered or permanently damaged and the rights of the public are
not likely to be permanently affected by the granting of the easements. The proposed
electrical cable installation meets this test and therefore public notice will not be carried out.
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

None
Financial implications

Council will pay for all legal and survey costs associated with this easement which are
budgeted for within the Botanic Garden 2006 (Capex) budget.
Policy and legislative implications

The proposal is consistent with the Reserves Act 1977 the Botanic Gardens of Wellington
Management Plan 2014.
Risks / legal

The Council lawyers will prepare and register the easement document.
Climate Change impact and considerations

None
Communications Plan

None
Health and Safety Impact considered

This will be the responsibility of the applicant and made clear as part of their Parks, Sport
and Recreation temporary access and work permit. The permit will be a requirement prior to
enter and to carry out work in the Botanic Garden.
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Attachment 1 Botanic Garden electricity easement location
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ONE NEW LEASE UNDER THE WELLINGTON TOWN BELT ACT
2016 AND ONE NEW LEASE UNDER THE RESERVES ACT 1977:
EXISTING TENANTS
Purpose
1.

To recommend that the Committee approves one new ground lease and one premises
lease to the following existing tenants:




Premises Lease: Kelburn Park Sports Association (Wellington Town Belt)
Ground Lease: Karori Sanctuary Trust (Scenic Reserve)

Summary
2.

A schedule summarising the proposed tenancies is included as attachment 1.

3.

Maps showing the areas and locations are included as attachments 2 and 3.

4.

The proposed leases are broadly consistent with the assessment criteria laid out in the
Section 7 of the Leases Policy for Community and Recreation Groups.

5.

The proposed new leases are a continuation of existing occupancies. All two tenants
have occupied the respective tenancies for a significant time and performed
satisfactorily.

6.

Under the City Strategy Committee Terms of Reference (Delegations) adopted
09/11/16, the Committee has delegation to (among other things):

Agree leases in relation to reserve under the Reserves Act 1977

Make recommendations to the Council on whether it should exercise its power
under s15(1) in respect of the Wellington Town Belt Act 2016 to grant lease in
respect of the Wellington Town Belt

Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receives the information.

2.

Agrees to grant a new lease under the Reserves Act 1977 to the Karori Sanctuary
Trust

3.

Notes that approval to grant the lease (referred to above) is conditional on:
a.
Appropriate Iwi consultation
b.
Public notification under s119 and s120 of the Reserves Act 1977
c.
No sustained objections resulting from the above consultation and notification
d.
Legal and advertising costs being met by the respective lessee (where
applicable)

4.

Agrees to recommend to Council that it grants a new lease under the Wellington Town
Belt Act 2016 to Kelburn Park Sports Association.

5.

Notes that approval to grant the Wellington Town Belt lease (referred to above) is
conditional on:
a.
Appropriate Iwi consultation
b.
Public notification under section 6 of the Leases Policy for Community and
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c.
d.

Recreation Groups, and consultation under s16 of the Wellington Town Belt Act
2016
No sustained objections resulting from the above consultation and notification
Legal and advertising costs being met by the respective lessee (where
applicable)

Background
7.

Kelburn Park Sports Association
Kelburn Park Sports Association (KPSA) has occupied the premises at Kelburn Park
since 1986. There is a current lease in place to KPSA that has an expiry date of 30
April 2017.
The Club is made up of two groups, the Victoria University Wellington AFC and the
Victoria University Wellington Cricket Club. The two clubs are able to maximise the
use of the premise and use it year round.
KPSA continues to satisfy the criteria required under Section 7 of the Leases Policy for
Community and Recreation Groups.
It is proposed that KPSA is granted another premises lease for a term of 10 years + 10
years consistent with the Leases Policy for Community and Recreation Groups and the
Wellington Town Belt Act 2016.

8.

Karori Sanctuary Trust (Zealandia)
Karori Sanctuary Trust (Trust) was formed in 1995 as the non-profit organisation
supporting Zealandia. Zealandia, a 225 Hectare ecosanctuary, is a conservation
project that continues to reintroduce species of native wildlife back into the area some
of which were previously absent from mainland New Zealand for over 100 years. The
Trust aims to create a self-sustaining ecosystem by re-establishing wild population of
representative fauna and flora and restore indegenous habitats.
The Trust has a current licence for a community garden at Waiapu Green (see
attachment 3: licensed area). The Trust has been gifted a building, the Brierley Pavilion
(see attachment 4) with a footprint of about 273m2. The building is currently the
administration offices for Cricket Wellington and will be no longer required at its current
site at the Basin Reserve due to plans to redevelop the area.
The Sanctuary Trust intends to redevelop existing Trust-owned buildings located
elsewhere within its leased area but this project is in the early planning stages.
While this is happening, and in order to deal with a current accommodation shortage,
the Trust proposes to relocate the Brierley Pavilion from its current location at the Basin
Reserve to Waiapu Green.
The Trust proposes that the building be placed parallel to the pohutakawas (see
attachment 6). They plan to use the building to accommodate their staff and also other
researchers from its partner organisation the Victoria University of Wellington.
The proposal is complementary to the Zealandia ecosanctuary and will give the staff
and researchers the convenience of proximity to existing facilities and enable the
organisation to provide more resources to conservation efforts.
Council officers have reviewed the proposal and can confirm that it is broadly
consistent with the criteria required under Section 7 of the Leases Policy for
Community and Recreation Groups.
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It is proposed that Trust is granted a ground lease for a term of 10 years + 5 years
which is within the parameters of the Leases Policy for Community and Recreation
Groups and the Reserves Act 1977.

Next Actions
9.

If the recommendations in this report are accepted the following will occur:

Public notification / consultation of the proposed leases, in line with the Reserves
Act 1977 and Wellington Town Belt Act 2016 (as appropriate), will occur

The outcome of submissions will be reported back to Committee, if necessary

The terms and conditions of the Karori Sanctuary Trust lease document will be
finalised and the lease signed

The Committee’s recommendations in relation to the Kelburn Park Sports
Association lease will be referred to Council for a decision

If Council approves the Kelburn Park Sports Assocation lease, the lease
documents will be signed

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Attachment 2.
Attachment 3.
Attachment 4.
Attachment 5.
Author
Authoriser
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Public consultation will be undertaken as required under the Reserves Act 1977, Wellington
Town Belt Act 2016 and the Leases Policy for Community and Recreation Groups.
Treaty of Waitangi considerations
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

There are no Treaty of Waitangi considerations
Financial implications

There are no significant financial implications
Policy and legislative implications

The proposals are consistent with relevant Council policies – as outlined in the paper.
Risks / legal

The proposals will be subject to the provisions of the Reserves Act 1977 and Town Belt Act
2016. Legal advice related to these has been incorporated within this paper.
Climate Change impact and considerations

There are no climate change impacts and considerations
Communications Plan

Not applicable
Health and Safety Impact considered

The work is entirely administrative and is a normal operational function of Council Officers.
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Attachment 2 Kelburn Park Sports Association at Kelburn Park
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Attachment 3 Karori Sanctuary Trust at Waiapu Greens
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Attachment 4 Breirly Pavilion Facade
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Item 4.5

WELLINGTON HOUSING ACCORD - NOMINATION OF
SPECIAL HOUSING AREAS
Purpose
1.

This report seeks the Committee’s agreement to recommend to the Minister of Building
and Construction, eleven (11) Special Housing Areas (SHA) in accordance with the
Housing Accords and Special Housing Areas Act 2013 (HASHAA).

Summary
2.

The Council entered into a Housing Accord with Government in June 2014. The Accord
is a tool to address a shortage of housing supply in the city and sets targets for the
number of dwellings and sections consented across the city over the five year period of
the Accord.

3.

Since the Accord was agreed, the Council has recommended four tranches of SHAs to
the Minister, totalling 25 sites:

4.



Tranche 1 - Eight sites covering the principal growth areas of the city including
greenfield development in the northern growth area, central area apartment
development, and medium density residential areas in Johnsonville and Kilbirnie.



Tranche 2 – 13 sites covering a range of opportunity sites and a mixture of
greenfield, medium density and redevelopment opportunities across the city.



Tranche 3 – a further four sites covering infill and redevelopment opportunities
across the city (note: Shelly Bay was nominated as part of Tranche 2 then
amended as part of Tranche 3, for a total of 24 sites).



Tranche 4 – a single site providing for the redevelopment of an existing
residentially zoned site.

Following the nomination of the fourth tranche in March 2016, SHAs were due to expire
in September 2016 on expiry of the HASHAA. An extension to the HASHAA was then
enacted. The effect of that extension was that:


SHAs approved more than a year before the original expiry still expired on 16
September 2016. 23 of the 25 SHAs created in Wellington fell into this category
and have now expired;



SHAs approved within a year of the original expiry of the HASHAA now expire 12
months after they were gazetted – this applied to two SHAs in Wellington which
expired in March and May 2017;



Further SHAs can now be nominated. Additional SHAs created now will expire 12
months after they are gazetted rather than at the lapsing of the legislation.

5.

A fifth tranche is now proposed for nomination to the Minister of Building and
Construction as SHAs. This tranche seeks to ‘roll-over’ and re-approve a number of
SHAs that were previously included as part of the first and second tranches nominated
in 2014 and 2015, focussing on Council’s established growth areas. In addition to these
areas, three new SHAs are proposed for approval.

6.

The proposed sites for nomination are:
Previously nominated and approved
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Adelaide Road – multiple ownership



Lower Stebbings – privately owned



Lincolnshire - Woodridge – privately owned



Johnsonville – multiple ownership



Central Area North – multiple ownership



Central Area South – multiple ownership



Arlington – Council owned



The Reedy Land, 28 Westchester Drive, Glenside – privately owned



30 White Pine Avenue – privately owned

Proposed new sites

7.



3 George Street, Thorndon – privately owned



4 William Earp Place, Tawa – privately owned

The sites proposed for nomination that were previously approved, are principally
located in the Council’s main growth areas. These are:


the two main northern growth greenfield areas



Adelaide Road, as a long-standing redevelopment area



the Johnsonville medium density area, and



the central area for higher density apartment development.

These areas provide for ongoing development capacity for the city and it is on this
basis that they are proposed for re-establishment as SHAs.
8.

In respect of the Reedy land, it is proposed to re-establish the SHA due to resource
consent only being issued for the subdivision of half of the site. The second half of the
site will provide a road linkage through to Westchester Drive as well as creating further
residential sites. The White Pine Avenue site was previously approved but the
landowner did not progress with this site due to focussing on other areas of their
landholding.

9.

The Arlington site is proposed given the redevelopment of the site that is impending.
Creation of an SHA over the site will provide for an alternative consenting path to that
of the Resource Management Act and potentially allow for additional flexibility in the
design and consenting of the redevelopment proposal. The sites inclusion is supported
by the City Housing Team.

10.

The Kilbirnie MDRA has not been proposed for nomination again due to infrastructure
constraints in the area. No other former SHAs have been proposed to be rolled-over as
consents have been issued for these areas.

11.

Except for the Reedy land, the zoning of each of the sites provides for residential
development. The Council previously approved the Reedy land as an SHA due to it
being contiguous with the Lower Stebbings area and suitable for residential
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subdivision. The sites present an opportunity for both greenfield development and
redevelopment. Maps of the proposed sites are attached to this report.

Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Recommend to the Council that the Minister of Building and Construction approve the
following special housing areas and associated qualifying development criteria as
identified in the Special Housing Area maps:

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.
3.

Adelaide Road, with qualifying development criteria being 2 or more dwellings or
allotments.
Lower Stebbings, with qualifying development criteria being 10 or more dwellings
or allotments.
Lincolnshire - Woodridge, with qualifying development criteria being 10 or more
dwellings or allotments.
Johnsonville, with qualifying development criteria being 2 or more dwellings or
allotments.
Central Area North (Thorndon), with qualifying development criteria being 10 or
more dwellings or allotments.
Central Area South (Te Aro), with qualifying development criteria being 10 or
more dwellings or allotments.
Arlington, with qualifying development criteria being 10 or more dwellings or
allotments.
The Reedy Land, 28 Westchester Drive, Glenside, with qualifying development
criteria being 10 or more dwellings or allotments.
30 White Pine Avenue, Woodridge, with qualifying development criteria being 10
or more dwellings or allotments.
3 George Street, Thorndon, with qualifying development criteria being 10 or more
dwellings or allotments.
4 William Earp Place, Tawa, with qualifying development criteria being 10 or
more dwellings or allotments.

That the Chair of the City Strategy Committee and the Chief Executive be delegated to
approve any minor editorial changes to the Special Housing Area maps.

Background
12.

The Council entered into a Housing Accord with Government in June 2014 in order to
increase housing supply in the city, and by extension improve housing affordability.

13.

The Accord outlines targets for the number of dwellings approved and sections
consented across the city. The targets are as follows:
Targets – total number of dwellings and sections consented
Year One

Year Two

Year Three

Year Four

Year Five

1000

1500

1500

1500

1500
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14.

The Council has since that time recommended four tranches of Special Housing Areas
totalling 25 sites. All of these areas have now lapsed.

15.

The first tranche of SHAs approved by the Council focused on the Council’s key growth
areas. They were established quickly after the Accord was agreed in order to provide
an initial tranche of SHAs for sites that were existing growth areas. This served to
provide initial momentum to the Accord and the Council’s implementation of it.

16.

Thereafter three further tranches were approved by the Council. These tranches
approved site specific SHAs rather than larger growth areas and consenting processes
for these sites have finished. With the exception of the Reedy Land and White Pine
Avenue, there is no need to re-establish these sites.

17.

Council officers worked proactively with the development community and the sites
comprising tranches two – four were principally nominated as a result of this
engagement. The two new sites proposed as part of this report have been nominated
by landowners.

18.

As part of nominating the first tranche of sites, the Council agreed to a range of
assessment criteria under which future sites would be assessed for nomination as
SHAs. The sites proposed for nomination in this tranche have been assessed against
those criteria.

19.

The Council also approved a series of incentives to aid in the uptake of consenting
opportunities presented by the approved SHAs. These incentives spanned a range of
measures from financial to process incentives, as follows:






Process incentives
o

A one-stop-shop consent function, which will use the streamlined
consenting processes under the HASHAA; and

o

Proactive engagement with the development community, infrastructure
providers and key stakeholders.

Financial incentives
o

A two year period of deferred rates increases on greenfield subdivisions in
excess of 30 allotments or dwellings (from the time Council signs off the
subdivision (s224(c)), or when the land is sold; and

o

Waiving of pre-application resource consent fees.

Council targeted investment
o

Some of the SHAs are in areas where the Wellington Urban Growth Plan
has signalled growth will be encouraged through the provision of growth
supporting infrastructure and public realm improvements.

20.

Since the Accord was agreed, officers have been focused on the implementation of the
Accord and monitoring and reporting on the implementation of the Accord.
Implementation activities have focussed on engagement with the development
community, and this has led to a number of sites being nominated to the Council for
consideration as SHAs. This was particularly the case for tranches two, three and four.
Additionally, officers have been working with the Ministry of Business, Innovation and
Employment and maintain a strong working relationship with Ministry officials.

21.

Consenting under the Accord has led to an overall increase in consenting numbers,
particularly for subdivision. For the period ending 28 February 2017, consents were
issued for 1470 new sections and dwellings with a particular increase evident in new
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sections consented. Of the 929 sections consented over this time, 543 were consented
within SHAs.

Discussion
22.

The sites proposed for nomination provide a range of development opportunities for
various housing types. Approval of the sites proposed will reinstate a number of SHAs
relevant to the Councils key growth areas that were previously identified as SHAs.

23.

The proposed sites are:
Site

Description

Adelaide Road

The proposed SHA encompasses the Mt Cook
Centre overlay, a specifically identified area
surrouding Adelaide Road. The underlying
zoning is Centre and envisages residential
development.

Lower Stebbings

The proposed SHA replicates that area
created in the first tranche. It applies to the
residentially zoned portion of the Lower
Stebbings growth area.

Lincolnshire - Woodridge

The proposed SHA is based on the area
created in the first tranche, however clarifies
its application to only those portions of the site
zoned for residential development as shown
on the appended map.

Johnsonville

The proposed SHA replicates that area
created in the first tranche and appleis to the
Johnsonville Medium Density Residential
Area.

Central Area (North)

The proposed SHA replicates that area
created in the first tranche. It applies to a
selected section of the central area around
Molesworth Street that has a height limit of
27m or less.

Central Area (South)

The proposed SHA replicates that area
created in the first tranche. It applies to all of
the central area south of Cable Street that has
a height limit of 27m or less and excludes all
areas identified as Heritage Areas.

Arlington

The site has an area of 7495m and is zoned
Inner Residential. The site provides for a
significant portion of the Council’s social
housing stock and is undergoing
redevelopment.
Approximately 20 hectare site, containing one
residential dwelling, primarily zoned Rural and
in part subject to a ridgelines and hilltops
overlay. A consent has now been issued for
residential subdivision of approximately half of
the overall site.

The Reedy Land, 28 Westchester Drive,
Glenside

30 White Pine Avenue, Woodridge
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3 George Street, Thordon

The site has an area of approximately 2728m
and is zoned Inner Residential. The site
contains a large industrial building formerly
used as a Ministry of Works depot. The
proposal is to convert the building to
apartment use.

4 William Earp Place, Tawa

The site has an area of approximately
2
10549m and is zoned Business 1. The site is
vacant. Residential development has been
consented for the southern portion of the site.

Consistency with the Wellington Housing Accord
24.

The sites proposed for nomination are consistent with the Housing Accord’s aim of
increasing housing supply. The sites proposed for nomination will provide for
development opportunities within the existing urban footprint of the city, thereby also
achieving the Council’s general policy aim of urban containment.

25.

The two non-greenfield or growth area sites have been nominated to Council as
opportunity sites. The George Street site will provide for the redevelopment of a site
within an existing urban area, whilst the Wiliam Earp Place site has previously had
residential development consented on its southern portion.

26.

Council agreeing to the nomination of the areas proposed as SHAs would align with the
requirements of the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity in
ensuring sufficient provision of development capacity and the provision of a range of
development opportunities.

Consistency with the District Plan
27.

Except for the Reedy land, the zoning of the sites provides for residential development.
The residential development of the sites is therefore consistent with the District Plan
policy intention, as confirmed by their zoning. The Reedy land has previously been
approved as an SHA and now has a residential subdivision consented over
approximately half of its area.

28.

Where any site specific controls are in place in the District Plan (such as a heritage
listing or other overlay), these provisions will be taken into account, as they normally
would be, in considering any future resource consent application.

29.

Recommendation of these sites as SHAs does not approve a development proposal,
nor signal that a development proposal would ultimately be approved. Where a site
such as this is subject to a particular District Plan provision (such as a heritage listing),
this provision will be taken into account, as it would normally be, in considering any
future resource consent application.

Infrastructure availability
30.

Comments were sought on the availability of three waters infrastructure for the site.
Wellington Water Ltd (WWL) have advised that in respect of water, there are no known
supply or capacity issues.

31.

In respect of wastewater, there are capacity constraints within the central area.
Projects are programmed to address these constraints. Site specific design solutions
may be required in some instances which can be addressed at the resource consent
stage.
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32.

In respect of stormwater, WWL advise that there are network capacity issues which
would need to be addressed at the resource consent stage. This can be achieved
through attenuation or through minimum floor levels.

Landowner and Iwi views
33.

Of the two non-growth area sites, landowners are supportive of the sites being
nominated as an SHA. None of the sites proposed for nomination are known to have
any particular significance to iwi, are not sites identified as a ‘Maori Site’ or located
within a ‘Maori Precinct’ in the District Plan.

Demand for Housing
34.

Ongoing demand for housing exists within the present urban area of the city, with a
moderate rate of growth evident. The sites proposed for nomination would cater for a
range of development options and housing types thereby boosting housing supply and
addressing the housing shortage.

Qualifying Development Criteria
35.

Qualifying development criteria relate to the number of dwellings/sections required
within each SHA for a development to be able to progress under the HASHAA. The
recommended criteria for these proposed SHAs is consistent with previous Council
decisions on Tranches 1-4.

Communication and Engagement
36.

A Communications Plan for the Housing Accord was prepared in 2014 following the
signing of the Accord outlining the Council’s general approach to communication in
respect of the Housing Accord.

37.

Six of the eleven proposed SHAs have been extensively consulted on in the recent
past and are identified as the City’s strategic growth areas in the Wellington Urban
Growth Plan (WUGP).

38.

Officers have consulted with the landowners of the two new sites (3 George Street and
4 William Earp Place) proposed for nomination in preparing this report and they are
supportive of these recommendations.

39.

No consultation beyond that undertaken with landowners is proposed as part of
recommending this site. Officers have consulted staff from the Ministry of Business,
Innovation and Employment and WWL in preparing this paper.

Next Actions
40.

Following the nomination of this fifth tranche to the Minister of Building and
Construction, officers will continue to assess potential future SHAs and the ongoing
monitoring of consenting under the Accord.
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Officers have consulted with the landowners of the individual sites proposed for nomination,
along with officials from the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment, and
Wellington Water.
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

There are no known implications.
Financial implications

There are no known implications.
Policy and legislative implications

Council has signed a Housing Accord with the Crown. The Special Housing Areas
recommended for approval will need to be approved by the Minister of Building and
Construction, and Cabinet, before being gazetted and included as a schedule to the Housing
Accord and Special Housing Areas Act as Special Housing Areas.
Risks / legal

There are no known risks or legal implications from the recommendation of these sites as
Special Housing Areas.
Climate Change impact and considerations

The proposed Special Housing Areas provide for the development of sites within the existing
urban footprint and/or on sites zoned for residential development. This would support the
Council’s policy of general urban containment. Promoting a compact urban form reduces the
consumption of fossil fuels and harmful greenhouse gas emissions which result in negative
climate change impacts.
Communications Plan

A Communications Plan has been prepared for the implementation of the Housing Accord.
Health and Safety Impact considered

There are no known risks.
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Item 4.6

MIRAMAR SOUTH – PROPOSED 24 HOUR PARKING
RESTRICTION (TR 73-17)
Purpose
1.

This report details a proposal for a 24 hour parking restriction in an area in Miramar
South where there is a concentration of parking by motorists related to Wellington
International Airport. The proposal is designed to discourage parking in local residential
streets for durations in excess of 24 hours and is expected to provide relief for
residents, visitors and others who experience significant inconvenience as a result of
this long-stay Airport-related parking.

Summary
2.

There has been mounting local pressure on the Council to find a solution as residents
find it harder to park close to their homes. The extent of local frustration is evidenced
by a local resident puncturing car tyres on large numbers of cars parked in the area.

3.

In order to address these high and increasing levels of Airport-related street parking,
the officers propose that Council introduces a parking scheme which targets the type of
parking which is unique to the area, namely non-residents who park their cars for
periods in excess of 24 hours, and fly out of Wellington e.g. on vacation. This type of
parking is quite different from the commuter parking which takes place in many other
areas of Wellington and could be seen to be beyond what might be considered
acceptable.

4.

The proposed P24 hour restriction would apply within an area immediately north of the
Airport where surveys show that most of the long stay parking takes place. (see
Attachment 1). Within this area anyone parking for over 24 hours will be liable for a
parking fine or potentially be towed away. It is proposed that residents are eligible for
up to two exemption permits.

5.

As this type of restriction will be new for Wellington, it is proposed that if approved by
Councillors, the scheme will be monitored for a period of 6 months to see how it has
performed and whether any further changes are needed. Based on parking surveys
carried out within the area, around 190 cars park in excess of 24 hours during a typical
weekday, and would be impacted by the proposal. This represents 40 to 50% of the
total airport-related parking affecting the area, with the remainder being workers or
travellers parking for less than 24 hours.

6.

In order to test the public’s views a letter was sent to all owners and occupiers of
properties within the proposed P24 hour area at the end of January 2017. There was
also a media release aimed at the wider Wellington area. The feedback from local
residents and the general public in February showed good community support for the
proposed parking scheme, with the proviso that residents were exempt from the
scheme, which is now recommended to the Committee.

7.

To comply with Council’s Traffic Bylaw the proposed traffic resolution required to legally
implement the proposed 24hr parking restriction, was publicly notified in the Dominion
Post on 18 April 2017, and placed on Council’s website, with the public invited to
provide any comments in writing. As a result, 17 responses were received from the
public and are analysed in Attachment 7. These also showed a good level of support
for the proposal.
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Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:

1.

Receive the information.

2.

Note the results of the feedback from local residents and the general public following
the initial engagement and communication with local residents and the wider public in
January/February 2017 and the subsequent public notification of the proposed scheme
in the Dominion Post on 18 April 2017 (see Attachment 7)

3.

Approve an amendment to the Traffic Restrictions pursuant to the provisions of the
Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008 to implement a 24-hour zonal parking
scheme in the area shown on the Plan as Attachment 1 of this report and including the
streets listed in Attachment 2. (TR 73/17)

4.

Note that the effect of the proposal will be to restrict parking within the area by any
motor vehicle to a maximum period of 24 hours with an exemption for authorised permit
holders.

5.

Resolve to declare the proposed 24 hour zonal parking scheme to be a Zone Parking
Area under Clause 12.4 (13) of the Land Transport Rule: Traffic Control Devices 2004
(TCD Rule)

6.

Approve an exemption to the proposed scheme for authorised residents vehicles
issued with a permit by the Council on the basis of up to two permits for each
residential housing unit. Permits to be issued initially free of charge with a review after
the first 6 months of operation.

7.

Note that the parking scheme will be monitored for a period of 6 months and the results
reported back to the Committee with any recommendations for changes to the scheme.

Background
8.

The wider picture on parking in Miramar
In the wider Miramar area there are the typical suburban parking activities and
pressures. These include residents and visitors parking in residential streets near their
properties; customers and workers parking close to shops and businesses in central
Miramar and where there are other localised clusters of shops or businesses.
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9.

There are also parking pressures unique to Miramar which include workers close to the
busy film industry premises at Stone Street Studios, Park Road Post, Weta Workshop
and Camperdown Studios.

10. In addition there is a growing parking demand generated by Wellington International
Airport from workers and travellers who park free of charge on local streets in Miramar
South conveniently close to the Airport, rather than using the parking available at the
Airport. This demand is exacerbated by the location of a number of car rental operators
who find it convenient to locate their businesses in Miramar close to the Airport.

11. It is this growing use of local streets by Airport-related parking which has resulted in
increasing inconvenience to local residents and which is addressed by the current
proposal for a restriction on long term (over 24 hours) parking in a defined area of
Miramar South where the majority of this long term parking takes place.

12. Airport parking a major influence
As referred to above, there has been a steady increase in recent years in street parking
in Miramar South close to Wellington International Airport (WIAL). This is a result of
continuing expansion of Airport activity and the lack of parking at the Airport at a price
which workers and travellers find attractive.

13. In order to understand the nature and scale of street parking in Miramar South, a
comprehensive parking survey was commissioned from Bullen Consultancy covering
the areas affected by Airport parking. This work was carried out in 2016 and provided
useful survey data showing the quantity of on-street parking in the various streets by
time of day and also, using registration plate surveys, the breakdown of parking by
residents, workers and travellers. The results showed that:

Most of the Airport parking occurs in the area bounded by Calabar Road,
Caledonia Street, Devonshire Road, Ellesmere Avenue and Broadway.


Worker parking represents around 20% of the total



Airport traveller parking represents around 45% of the total

14. Analysis of the survey data showed that in this area, around 190 vehicles or 42% of the
total number of vehicles parked, were staying longer than 24 hours.

15. Parking on grass berms- Coroners case
A specific issue in Miramar, including the streets close to the Airport, is the unusual street
layout. In Miramar, many streets have grass berms sited not in the normal way, behind
the kerb and channel, but within the carriageway. These, generally wide streets were
laid out before WW II when there was low car ownership, providing a pleasant green
streetscape with trees planted within some of the berms.

16. In recent years, car ownership has grown, and although generally the houses in this
area have generous on- site parking, some residents have multiple vehicles and find it
convenient to park kerbside on the street. This growth in street parking has resulted in
damage and deterioration of some of the grassed berm areas.
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17. To compound the problem, the high demand from Airport workers and related
businesses (e.g. car hire operators) and travellers, has placed further pressure on
street parking including the berms, to the point where a number of residents in the area
nearest the Airport, have installed home-made barriers of various kinds ranging from
rocks, posts with wires or ropes or in some cases no-parking signs designed to deter
non-residents from parking on the berm next to their property.

18. Unfortunately in June 2013, a fatal accident occurred involving a cyclist colliding with a
low wire strung between two waratahs on a berm in Kedah Street which had been
erected by a resident. The Coroner in 2015, concluded that the barrier had contributed
to the cyclist’s death and recommended that the Council address the safety of the
barriers so they do not pose a safety risk. As a result officers have developed a
proposal to replace the existing home made barriers with standard post design which
has been offered to residents following a public engagement process. This
replacement task was during May.

19. In the longer term officers believe that those streets in Miramar which have grass
berms should be redesigned so as to reduce the number of berms, with the retained
berms protected from parked cars by kerb and channel. An example of how this can be
achieved is Devonshire Road where the street was upgraded through the asset
renewal programme. This work was carried out in 2012 with further modifications in
2017 with the works being designed in close collaboration with residents and reflecting
residents’ wishes for more street parking and less berm area for them to maintain. It
also addressed the ongoing deterioration of the original berms due to vehicle damage.

20. If this design was implemented in the area close to the Airport where the current
parking pressures are high, this would help to provide more parking options as well as
reducing ongoing maintenance and upkeep obligations for both residents and Council.

21. Possible Parking Options
The Council has been under increasing pressure to find answers to the steady
encroachment of Airport parking into local residential streets and there are a number of
ways which the Council could address these through its regulatory powers as opposed
to physically providing more parking which would be costly and currently unbudgeted.
They include:
1.
Providing residents with some priority over non-residents e.g. similar to the
resident parking in inner residential areas.
2.

Coupon parking. Similar to the coupon scheme introduced into residential areas
close to the CBD and designed to deter commuter parking by price.

3.

Introducing no-stopping or time limited parking to deter long stay parkers.

Each of the options offer benefits, however selecting either options 1 or 2 raises
questions over why Council would choose to give priority to Miramar South as opposed
to many other parts of the city where there are long standing commuter parking
pressures. This includes Newtown where there are continuing parking pressures
generated by the Wellington Hospital.

22. There are similar pressures in Johnsonville with commuters and local workers
occupying local residential streets close to the shopping centre. There are also many
locations around the edges of the CBD where commuters park in residential streets
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and walk or bus in to work. There are other similar examples of commuters engaging in
localised park and ride further out in the suburbs in particular those which are served
by buses as opposed to trains with the latter having much better formal park and ride
facilities at rail stations.

23. Another example in central and north Miramar is generated by the busy and expanding
film industry. The question of potential parking interventions in the areas mentioned
above, and the priority which might be allocated to each of these areas, will be most
appropriately addressed through the parking policy review which is currently under
way.

24. In the meantime if the Council wishes to progress measures to provide some relief to
the parking pressures in Miramar South, without raising questions over the wider
parking priorities referred to above, then a variation on option 3 offers the best
solution. This is described in further detail below.

25. Proposed Parking Option
The scheme proposed consists of a parking option which targets the type of parking
which is unique to the area, namely non- residents who park their cars for periods in
excess of 24 hours, and for example, fly out of Wellington on vacation. This type of
parking is quite different from the commuter parking which takes place in many other
areas of Wellington and could be seen to be beyond what might be considered
acceptable.

26. The proposed P24 hour restriction would apply within an area immediately north of the
Airport where surveys show that most of the long stay parking takes place. (see
Attachment 1). Within this area anyone parking for over 24 hours will be liable for a
parking fine or tow-away. It is proposed that residents are eligible for up to two
exemption permits per household. Permits to be issued initially free of charge, with a
review after the first 6 months of operation. The justification for proposing that permits
are at least initially offered free to residents, whereas in the established residents
parking areas in inner residential suburbs close to the CBD, residents are charged an
annual fee (currently $115 a year), is that in the case of the current proposal, residents
will not be given exclusive marked-out lengths of street allocated only for residents.
Depending on the performance of the scheme, the matter of permits, their eligibility
criteria and pricing will be reviewed.

27. As this type of restriction will be new for Wellington, it is proposed that if approved by
Councillors, the scheme will be monitored for a period of 6 months to see how it has
performed and whether any further changes are needed. Based on parking surveys
carried out within the area, around 190 cars park in excess of 24 hours, and would be
impacted by the proposal. This represents 40 to 50% of the total airport-related parking
affecting the area.

28. The scheme if approved will be a “Zonal Parking Area” as allowed under the Traffic
Control Devices Rule. The Rule allows the Council as a Road Controlling Authority to
introduce a parking restriction which is common or uniform throughout an area
comprised of a number of roads or sections of roads. At the zone boundary each entry
point to the zone will have a “Zone Begins” sign facing drivers entering the zone. At the
same locations there will be “Zone Ends” signs facing drivers exiting from the zone.
Within the zone there will “Zone repeater signs” to remind drivers that the zone
restriction still applies. These repeater signs are required at intervals within the zone
generally not more than 200m apart. Overall this type of zonal scheme can now be
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introduced with minimal signage and without the need for road markings, thus keeping
costs down and avoiding unnecessary clutter of traffic signs and markings.

29. The implementation costs for the proposed scheme are expected to be around
$30,000, which will be funded from existing budgets

30. Initial Public Engagement:
In order to test the public’s views a letter was sent to all owners and occupiers of
properties within the proposed P24 hour area at the end of January. The letter
explained the options available and outlined why the Council was proposing the 24
hour parking option. There was also a media release aimed at the wider Wellington
area which was placed on the Council website

31. During the period 31 January 2017 to Friday 24 February 2017 which was allocated for
public feedback, a total of 166 submissions were received of which 128 were residents
who lived within the proposed zone and 38 were non-residents. The results are
analysed and presented in Attachment 5.

32. Further Public Engagement:
In the light of the feedback received from the initial round of public engagement in
January/February 2017, it was concluded that there was sufficient level of support to
proceed to further develop the 24 hour parking option and to work through the process
to report to the City Strategy Committee with a detailed proposal.

33. To comply with Council’s Traffic Bylaw the proposed traffic resolution was publicly
notified in the Dominion Post on 18 April 2017, and placed on Council’s website. (see
Attachment 6) The public were invited to provide any comments in writing. As a result
17 responses were received from the public. The results are presented in Attachment
7.

34. Parking Enforcement/Administration
Discussions with Council’s Parking Services unit have confirmed the scheme is able to
be satisfactorily managed from both the enforcement and scheme administration
aspects.

35. Routine enforcement will be carried out in the area on a daily basis within current staff
and budgetary levels. There will be a maximum fine of $57 for vehicle owners who
overstay the 24 hour parking restriction and Council is able to tow away any offending
vehicles.

36. It is proposed that an exemption to the proposed scheme will be given for authorised
residents vehicles issued with a permit by the Council on the basis of up to two permits
for each household. Permits to be issued initially free of charge with a review after the
first 6 months of operation.

37. On the matter of the cost of managing the residents’ exemption process, Parking
Services estimate there will be an additional operating cost of around $7,600 per
annum. This will be covered by the scheme budget for the initial period of operation,
however, depending on the performance of the scheme (if approved) the matter of
ongoing operating costs will need to be reviewed. Relevant factors will include the
potential for the scheme to be expanded and for charges to be levied for residents’
exemption permits after the initial 6 month period.
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38. Monitoring
If the proposed scheme is approved, parking surveys will be carried out to gather data
showing the quantity of on-street parking by time of day and also using registration
plate surveys, the breakdown of parking by residents, workers and travellers. The
surveys will be carried out before the scheme is implemented and also 6 months
following implementation both within the boundary of the proposed 24 hour parking
restriction and also in a wider area surrounding the zone where there could be some
potential migration of parking demand.

39. This data will be used as input to the proposed review of the scheme following a 6
month period of operation. There will be a follow-up report to the City Strategy
Committee on how the scheme has performed, with any recommendations for changes
to the scheme.

Conclusion
40. Officers recommend the 24 hour parking restriction as a practical scheme which can be
expected to significantly reduce the levels of Airport-related parking and inconvenience
to residents, visitors and businesses in the area. If approved its performance will be
monitored over a 6 month period to see how it has performed and whether any further
changes are needed.
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Recommendations have been publicly advertised and feedback sought from affected
residents and wider public - see Appendix 5 & 7 for results
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

Not applicable
Financial implications

The work required is contained in a range of Operating Project budgets
Policy and legislative implications

The recommendations comply with the legal requirements for amendments to traffic
restrictions as laid down by the Bylaws.
Risks / legal

Not applicable.
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable.
Communications Plan

Not applicable.
Health and Safety Impact considered

Health and Safety considered.
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Attachment 1 Appendix 1 - Map of proposed area
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Attachment 2 Appendix 2 - List of streets affected
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Attachment 3 Appendix 3 - Photos of parking issues
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Attachment 3 Appendix 3 - Photos of parking issues
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Attachment 4 Appendix 4 - Letter and form to affected residents
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Attachment 4 Appendix 4 - Letter and form to affected residents
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Attachment 4 Appendix 4 - Letter and form to affected residents
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Attachment 5 Appendix 5 - Summary of feedback received on initial contact with
residents mar 24 hour parking scheme
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Attachment 5 Appendix 5 - Summary of feedback received on initial contact with
residents mar 24 hour parking scheme
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Attachment 5 Appendix 5 - Summary of feedback received on initial contact with
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Attachment 5 Appendix 5 - Summary of feedback received on initial contact with
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Attachment 6 Appendix 6 - Copy of DomPost advert
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Attachment 7 Appendix 7 - Summary of submissions following proposal
announcement scheme
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Attachment 7 Appendix 7 - Summary of submissions following proposal
announcement scheme
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Item 4.7

TRAFFIC RESOLUTIONS
Purpose
1.

This report outlines the recommended amendments to the Wellington City Council
Traffic Restrictions. These recommendations support the achievement of the Council’s
Transport Strategy Outcomes of safety, accessibility, efficiency and sustainability.

Summary
2.

The proposed resolutions were advertised on 18 April 2017, giving the public 18 days
to provide feedback.

3.

All feedback received during the Consultation period has been included in the
attachments of this report and, where appropriate, officers’ responses have been
included.

Recommendations
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Approve the following amendments to the Traffic Restrictions, pursuant to the
provisions of the Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008.

a.

Class Restricted – Car Share At All Times - Wakefield Street (TR 04-17)
Remove from Schedule F (Metered parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Wakefield Street

Metered Parking, P120
maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am – 6:00pm,
Friday 8:00am – 8:00pm,
Saturday and Sunday
8:00am – 6:00pm.

South side, commencing 19
metres north-west of its
intersection with Cuba Street
(Grid Coordinates X=
1748838.4185 m,
5427523.5982m) and extending
in a north-westerly direction
following the southern kerbline
for 57 metres (15 angled
parking spaces)

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Add to Schedule B (Class Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Wakefield Street

Item 4.7

Car Share, At All Times

South side, commencing 19
metres north-west of its
intersection with Cuba Street
(Grid Coordinates X=
1748838.4185 m,
5427523.5982m) and extending
in a north-westerly direction
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following the southern kerbline
for 3 metres (1 angled parking
space)
Add to Schedule F (Metered parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

b.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Wakefield Street

Metered Parking, P120
maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am – 6:00pm,
Friday 8:00am – 8:00pm,
Saturday and Sunday
8:00am – 6:00pm.

South side, commencing 22
metres north-west of its
intersection with Cuba Street
(Grid Coordinates X=
1748838.4185 m,
5427523.5982m) and extending
in a north-westerly direction
following the southern kerbline
for 54 metres (14 angled
parking spaces)

Stop Control - Pinkerton Grove – Newlands (TR 24-17)
Add to Schedule G (Give Way and Stop Controls) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule.

c.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Pinkerton Grove

Stop Control

Pinkerton Grove at its south
bound approach to its
intersection with Horokiwi West
Road.

Roundabout, No Stopping At All Times & Give Way - Main Road / Surrey Street,
Tawa (TR 28-17)
Add to Schedule D (No Stopping) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Main Road

No stopping, at all times

Main Road

No stopping, at all times

West side, commencing 52
metres south of its intersection
with Victory Crescent (Grid
Coordinates X=
1753151.4581m,
5441116.2766m) and extending
in a southerly direction following
the western kerbline for 69
metres
West side, commencing 127
metres south of its intersection
with Victory Crescent (Grid
Coordinates X=
1753151.4581m,
5441116.2766m) and extending
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Main Road

No stopping, at all times

in a southerly direction following
the western kerbline for 6
metres
West side, commencing 138
metres south of its intersection
with Victory Crescent (Grid
Coordinates X=
1753151.4581m,
5441116.2766m) and extending
in a southerly direction following
the western kerbline for 33
metres

Add to Schedule G (Give Way & Stop) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Main Road

Give Way

Main Road

Give Way

Northbound traffic, at its
intersection with Surrey Street
Southbound traffic, at its
intersection with Surrey Street

Remove from Schedule D (No Stopping) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Surrey Street

No stopping, at all times

South side, commencing 53m
west of its intersection with
Oxford Street and extending in
an westerly direction following
the southern kerbline for 26
metres

Add to Schedule D (No Stopping) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Surrey Street

No stopping, at all times

North side, commencing from
its intersection with Main Road
(Grid Coordinates X=
1753133.957m, 5441037.92m)
and extending in an easterly
direction following the northern
kerbline for 24.5 metres

Surrey Street

No stopping, at all times

South side, commencing 43m
west of its intersection with
Oxford Street (Grid Coordinates
X= 1753211.1174m,
5441008.1679m) and extending
in an easterly direction following
the northern kerbline for 36
metres
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Add to Schedule G (Give Way & Stop) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

d.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Surrey Street

Give Way

Westbound traffic, at its
intersection with Main Road

New Cycle Lanes - Featherston Street, Bunny Street and Thorndon Quay, Pipitea
– (TR 31-17)
Delete from Schedule C (No Right Turn) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Featherston Street

No Right Turn- At All Times

Southbound traffic, no right turn
to Bunny Street

Add to Schedule C (No Right Turn) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Featherston Street

No Right turn except for
cycles – At all times

Southbound traffic, no right turn
to Bunny Street except cycles.

Add to Schedule I (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Featherston Street

Cycle Lane

Featherston Street

Cycle Lane

Featherston Street

Cycle Lane

Bunny Street

Cycle Lane

West side, commencing at the
intersection with Bunny Street
(Grid coordinates
x=1748995.3m, y=
5428691.2m) and extending in
a northerly direction following
the western kerb line for 162.0
metres.
East side, commencing at the
intersection with Thorndon
Quay (Grid coordinates
x=1749095.5m, y=5428837.7m)
and extending in a southerly
direction for 172.8 metre.
Centre, commencing 20
metres north of intersection
with Bunny Street (Grid
coordinates x= 1749016.8m,
y= 5428713.2m, extending in a
southerly direction for 20
metres.
South side, commencing at the
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e.

Bunny Street

Cycle Lane

Thorndon Quay

Cycle Lane

intersection with Featherston
Street (Grid coordinates
x=1749006.5m,
y=5428661.3m) and extending
in an easterly direction for
90.6m.
North side, commencing at the
intersection with Featherston
Street (Grid coordinates
x=1749020.1m,
y=5428680.2m) and extending
in an easterly direction for
90.6m.
North side, commencing at the
intersection with Featherston
Street (Grid coordinates
x=1749087.6m,
y=5428649.1m extending in a
northerly direction for 25.0m.

No stopping at all times - Rodrigo Road, Kilbirnie (TR 34-17)
Add to Schedule D (No stopping restriction) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

f.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Rodrigo Road

No stopping at all times

East side, commencing 26
metres
South
of
its
intersection
with
Childers
Terrace (Grid coordinates x=
1,750,084.3 m, y= 5,424,303.8
m), and extending in a
southerly direction following
the eastern kerb line for 11
metres.

No stopping at all times - Hornsey Road, Melrose (TR 37-17)
Add to Schedule D (No Stopping Restriction) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

g.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Hornsey Road

No stopping at all times

West side, commencing 597
metres North of its intersection
with Houghton Bay Road (Grid
coordinates x= 1,749,541.2 m,
y=
5,422,845.4 m),
and
extending in a Northern
direction following the western
kerb line for 42 metres.

No stopping except for authorised residents vehicles At All Times - Durham Street,
Aro Valley (TR 37-17)
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Add to Schedule E (Residents Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Durham Street

No stopping except for
authorised residents
vehicles,
at all times

South side, commencing 31.5
metres west of its intersection
with Durham Crescent (Grid
Coordinates X= 1,747,750.7m,
Y= 5,426,862.2m) and
extending in a westerly
direction following the southern
kerbline for 22 metres. (4
parallel parks)

Add to Schedule D (No Stopping Lines) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

h.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Durham Street

No stopping at all times

South side, commencing 53.5
metres west of its intersection
with Durham Crescent (Grid
Coordinates X= 1,747,750.7m,
Y= 5,426,862.2m) and
extending in a westerly
direction following the southern
kerbline for 7 metres.

Time limited parking P120, Mon-Fri - Moorhouse Street, Wadestown (TR 40-17)
Add to Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Moorhouse Street

No stopping at all times

Moorhouse Street

No stopping at all times

East side, commencing from
its intersection with Lennel
Road (Grid coordinates
x= 1,748,861.3817 m,
y= 5,430,567.4304 m), and
extending in a southerly
direction following the eastern
kerb line for 13 metres.
East side, commencing 26
metres south of its intersection
with Lennel Road (Grid
coordinates
x= 1,748,861.3817 m,
y= 5,430,567.4304 m), and
extending in a southerly
direction following the eastern
kerb line for 9.5 metres.
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Moorhouse Street

No stopping at all times

West side, commencing 24
metres south of its intersection
with Lennel Road (Grid
coordinates
x= 1,748,853.042 m,
y= 5,430,565.9911 m), and
extending in a southerly
direction following the western
kerb line for 6 metres.

Add to Schedule A (Time Limited Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

i.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Moorhouse Street

P120, Mon-Fri,8am-6pm

West side, commencing 30
metres south of its intersection
with Lennel Road (Grid
coordinates
x= 1,748,853.042 m,
y= 5,430,565.9911 m), and
extending in a southerly
direction following the western
kerb line for 5 metres.

No stopping, at all times - Clark Street, Khandallah (TR 41-17)
Delete from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Clark Street

No stopping, at all times.

Clark Street

No stopping, at all times.

Clark Street

No stopping, at all times.

North side, commencing 68
metres west of its intersection
with Box Hill and extending in a
westerly direction following the
northern kerbline for 140
metres.
North side, commencing 215
metres west of its intersection
with Box Hill and extending in a
westerly direction following the
northern kerbline for 32 metres.
North side, commencing 303
metres west of its intersection
with Box Hill and extending in a
westerly direction following the
northern kerbline for 14 metres.

Add to from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule
Column One

Item 4.7

Column Two

Column Three
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Clark Street

j.

No stopping, at all times

North side, commencing 68
metres from its intersection with
Box Hill
(Grid coordinates
x= 1,750,043.0936 m,
y= 5,432,530.0617 m), and
extending in a westerly direction
following the northern kerbline
for 223 metres.

No Parking restriction (No Parking , Mon-Fri, 8.30 – 9.00am, 2.45 – 3.15pm. during
school terms only) - Rimu Street, Tawa (TR 42-17)
Add to from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule

k.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Rimu Street

No stopping, at all times

Rimu Street

No stopping, at all times
No parking ,
Mon- Fri, 8.30 – 9.00 am,
2.45 – 3.15 pm, During
school terms

Rimu Street

No stopping, at all times

West side, commencing 29.5
metres north of its intersection
with Hampton Hill Road
(grid coordinates
x= 1,752,959.7164 m,
y= 5,441,141.0124 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the
western kerbline for 7 metres.
West side, commencing 36.5
metres north of its
intersection with Hampton Hill
Road
(grid coordinates
x= 1,752,959.7164 m,
y= 5,441,141.0124 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the
western kerbline for 12
metres.
East side, commencing 35
metres north of its
intersection with Hampton Hill
Road
(grid coordinates
x= 1,752,965.4636 m,
y= 5,441,146.1913 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the eastern
kerbline for 4.5 metres.

No stopping, at all times - Crieff Street, Northland (TR 44-17)
Delete from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions
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Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Crieff Street

No stopping, at all times.

Crieff Street

No stopping, at all times.

Northeast side from its
intersection with Glenmore
Street and extending in a Northwesterly direction for 6 metres.
Southwest side from its
intersection with Glenmore
Street and extending in a Northwesterly direction for 6 metres

Add to from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule

l.

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Crieff Street

No stopping, at all times.

Crieff Street

No stopping, at all times.

Crieff Street

No stopping, at all times.

North side, commencing from
its intersection with Glenmore
Street
(Grid coordinates
x= 1,747,366.7811 m,
y= 5,428,109.7684 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the northern
kerbline for 21 metres.
South side, commencing from
its intersection with Glenmore
Street
(Grid coordinates
x= 1,747,361.7562 m,
y= 5,428,104.8503 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the southern
kerbline for 39.5 metres.
South side, commencing 56
metres north of its intersection
with Glenmore Street. (Grid
coordinates
x= 1,747,361.7562 m,
y= 5,428,104.8503 m), and
extending in a northerly
direction following the southern
kerbline for 26.5 metres.

Give Way Control - Warren Street, Paparangi (TR 45-17)
Add to Schedule G (Give Way and Stop Controls) of the Traffic Restrictions
Schedule.
Column One

Item 4.7

Column Two

Column Three
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Warren Street

m.

Give Way Control

Warren Street at its west bound
approach to its intersection with
Helston Road.

Class Restricted: – Coach Stop, Mon-Sun, 4pm to 8am – P10 Loading Zone, At All
Other Times – Taxi Stand, At All Times - Featherston Street, Wellington (TR 47-17)
Remove from Schedule B (Class Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Featherston Street

Coach Stop, Monday to
Sunday 4:00pm - 7:00am.

Featherston Street

Taxi Stand, Monday to
Sunday 7:00am - 4:00pm.

Featherston Street

Loading zone - goods
vehicles and authorised
vehicles only, P10, At All
Times.

Featherston Street

Taxi Stand, At All Times

East side, commencing 14.5
metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 16.5 metres.
East side, commencing 14.5
metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 16.5 metres.
East side, commencing 31
metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 7 metres.
East side, commencing 38
metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 11 metres.

Add to Schedule B (Class Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Featherston Street

Coach Stop, Monday to

East side, commencing 14.5
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Sunday, 4pm – 8am. P10
Loading Zone, At Other
Times.

Featherston Street

Taxi Stand, At All Times.

metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 16.5 metres.
East side, commencing 31
metres south of its intersection
with Brandon Street (Grid
Coordinates
X=2658825.290637 m,
Y=5989954.346518 m) and
extending in a southerly
direction following the kerbline
for 17 metres.

Background
4.

14 proposed traffic resolutions were publicly advertised in The Dominion Post on
Tuesday 18 April 2017. Copies were hand delivered to all properties in the affected
area and electronic copies were sent to local Ward Councillors, and residents and
business associations. Electronic copies were also available on the Wellington City
Council website.

5.

After reviewing the feedback received, 12 proposals are being recommended for
approval as advertised, 2 have been withdrawn, and 1 has been added from a previous
round.

6.

A summary report for each traffic resolution can be found in the attachments. Each
summary contains:
a.

the proposed traffic resolution report including map(s) as advertised for public
feedback, or subsequently modified as a result of public feedback

b.

any feedback received

c.

where appropriate, Council Officers responses to the feedback.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Attachment 2.
Attachment 3.
Attachment 4.
Attachment 5.
Attachment 6.
Attachment 7.
Attachment 8.
Attachment 9.
Attachment 10.
Attachment 11.

Item 4.7

TR 04-17 Wakefield Street
TR 24-17 Pinkerton Grove
TR 28-17 Main Road
TR 31-17 Featherston Street
TR 34-17 Rodrigo Road
TR 35-17 Hornsey Road
TR 37-17 Durham Street
TR 40-17 Moorhouse Street
TR 41-17 Clark Street
TR 42-17 Rimu Street
TR 44-17 Crieff Street

Page 174
Page 179
Page 182
Page 195
Page 202
Page 205
Page 208
Page 211
Page 216
Page 225
Page 230

Page 171

Item 4.7

8 JUNE 2017

CITY STRATEGY COMMITTEE

Item 4.7

8 JUNE 2017

Attachment 12.
Attachment 13.
Author
Authoriser

Item 4.7

TR 45-17 Warren Street
TR 47-17 Featherston Street

Page 236
Page 239

Lindsey Hill, Project Coordinator
David Chick, Chief City Planner

Page 172

CITY STRATEGY COMMITTEE
8 JUNE 2017

Item 4.7

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Recommendations have been publicly advertised
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

Not applicable.
Financial implications

The work required is contained in a range of Operating Project budgets.
Policy and legislative implications

The recommendations comply with the legal requirements for amendments to traffic
restrictions as laid down in the Bylaws.
Risks / legal

Not applicable.
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable.
Communications Plan

Not required.
Health and Safety Impact considered

Not applicable.
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