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Policy

Item 3.1

3.

DRAFT FORWARD PROGRAMME
Purpose
1.

To provide the Committee with a draft forward programme for 2018 highlighting key
policy papers and other work programmes that are expected to be scheduled for the
committee.

Summary
2.

The Forward Programme sets out the strategy, policy and briefing reports and updates
that are planned for 2018. Workshops and briefings are generally not included in the
schedule.

3.

The Council’s Triennium work programme sets a priority framework for the overall work
programme however there are legislative, regulatory and business requirements that
also require committee consideration.

4.

The Forward Programme include both large scale strategy and policy documents,
projects and unit work streams and also a number of operational reports that require
committee consideration.

5.

A number of work programmes are listed which do not have as yet agreed reporting
timeframes. These have been added separately to ensure that the Committee has
visibility of the fuller work programme. These will be included as scheduled items as
dates are confirmed.

6.

The Forward Programme is planned to be a regular committee item to enable
councillors to have ongoing visibility of upcoming agenda items. A separate
attachment provides the Committee with an update against the Triennium Plan
priorities.

Recommendation/s
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Note the attached forward programme.

3.

Provide feedback to officers on any additional papers or priorities that should be
considered on the programme or where the Committee wishes different timings of
reports or papers.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Attachment 2.
Authors
Authoriser

Item 3.1
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CSC Forward Programme
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Geoff Lawson, Principal Advisor
Crispian Franklin, Governance Team Leader
Baz Kaufman, Manager Strategy
Kane Patena, Director Governance and Assurance
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Financial implications

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Policy and legislative implications

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report. Timeframes
and deliverables are reliant on organisational resourcing and priorities.
Risks / legal

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Communications Plan

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report
Health and Safety Impact considered

Not applicable for this report – this is included within each subsequent report

Item 3.1
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Operational

Item 5.3

5.

TRAFFIC RESOLUTION - TR130-17 MCFARLANE STREET
Purpose
1.

This report outlines a recommended amendment to the Wellington City Council Traffic
Restrictions. This recommendation supports the achievement of the Council’s
Transport Strategy Outcomes of safety, accessibility, efficiency and sustainability.

Summary
2.

The City Strategy Committee (CSC) on the 16 November 2017 agreed to the TR13017 McFarlane Street report lies on the table and not be further discussed at this
meeting, but may be continued at an unspecified future meeting.

3.

The resource consent for the development was granted on 16 September 2014 with a
condition on the consent holder to request a traffic resolution to extend the broken
yellow lines to the north and there was also a requirement for the broken yellow lines to
be installed prior to occupation. This is an unusual condition as the resource consent
process and the traffic resolution process are two separate processes and one should
not be granted with a condition requiring the approval of the other. The traffic engineers
have been in discussions with the Resources Consent team with regard to this
condition. The resource consent decision report provided recommendations based on
the traffic and vehicle access engineers advice that adequate maneouvring would be
achieved by a no stopping restriction opposite the driveways to the two apartments.

4.

Subsequent to the CSC meeting, Councillor Young has met with the applicants of the
resource consent in relation to 21 McFarlane Street. She noted that the broken yellow
lines are essential to facilitate access to their properties and for general safety for
emergency vehicle access, and to comply with the Notice of Decision Conditions of the
Resource Consent.

5.

The Chair of the CSC has agreed to this traffic resolution being presented as a late
paper to Committee.
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Recommendation/s
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.

McFarlane Street, Mt Victoria (TR 130 – 17) No stopping, at all times
Add to Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule
Column One

Column Two

Column Three

McFarlane Street

No stopping, at all times.

Lower part, east side, commencing
119 metres east of its intersection
with Roxburgh Street and extending
in a northerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 14 metres.

Background
6.

The proposed traffic resolution was publicly advertised in the Dominion Post in
September 2017. Copies were hand delivered to all properties in the affected area an
electronic copy was sent to local Ward Councillors, and residents and buisness
associations. An electronic copy was also available on the Wellington City Council
website.

7.

A summary report for the traffic resolution can be found in the attachment. This
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.

Council Officers responses to the feedback.

Attachments
Attachment 1.
Author
Authoriser
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Lindsey Hill, Project Coordinator
David Chick, Chief City Planner
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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

None identified.
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable.
Communications Plan

Not required.
Health and Safety Impact considered

Not applicable.
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SUBMISSIONS AND FEEDBACK PROCESS FOR THE CYCLING
CONSULTATIONS PROGRAMME
Purpose
1.

The purpose of this report is to outline a proposed approach for submissions and
feedback regarding the cycling consultations programme for Kilbirnie and Evans Bay in
early 2018.

Summary
2.

The Council is undergoing a number of traffic restrictions as part of the Transport
Strategy Outcomes on safety, accessibility, efficiency and sustainability through the
Cycling Policy programme.

3.

The projects being undertaken are significant and need to meet the requirements of the
Local Government Act Section 82 and 83 on consultation. The consultation also needs
to meet the requirements of any Traffic Resolutions procedure under the Traffic Bylaw.

4.

The Council is expecting a large number of submissions on the Kilbirnie and Evans
Bay consultation process in February 2018 and officers are suggesting an approach to
manage a potential large number of requests for feedback to Councillors. Submissions
close on Monday 11 December 2017.

5.

The current process is through oral submissions during the City Strategy Committee
meeting public participation process. This has limitations in terms of the number of
public participants that can speak within the Committee timeframe.

6.

This paper does not consider the overall consultation process, only the way we
propose to hear oral submissions for the current cycleway consultation.

7.

If the alternative approach to hearing oral submissions outlined in this report is
accepted as an improved process to the traditional oral hearing process currently used,
it may be used in future for other consultation processes.

Recommendation/s
That the City Strategy Committee:
1.

Receive the information.

2.

Agree that, if numbers of submitters are larger than 20, that members of the City
Strategy Committee attend a community feedback forum for the Evans Bay and
Kilbirnie cycleway consultation as an alternative to hearing oral submissions in
Committee or in a more traditional oral hearing process.

3.

Agree that the detail of how to undertake the forum including its location, time and
operation be decided by the Chief Executive’s delegated officers, and the Portfolio
Leaders for Cycling and Community Planning and Engagement.

Background
8.

The Cycleway programme is experiencing an increase in the number of submissions
received, as well as a marked increase in the number of submitters that wish to speak
to their submission.
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9.

In a recent round of consultations about cycling traffic resolutions for Hutt Road and
Miramar Ave, 316 submissions on cycleways were received with 167 indicating that
they would like an opportunity to speak to the Committee about their submission.
Arrangements were made to hear these submitters through public participation at a
meeting of the City Strategy Committee. However, only eight submitters took the
opportunity to come in and speak.

10.

In recent times we have trialled alternative ways to hear submitters including last year’s
Annual Plan consultation which was held in a forum style.

Discussion
11.

There is an opportunity to trial an alternative way of hearing from submitters in a way
that satisfies their need to be heard and is more accessible to them, as well as allowing
Committee members to further explore ideas and concerns.

Current Process
12.

The current feedback process for any Traffic Resolution is through the Public
Participation item of the Committee meeting process, rather than a dedicated process
to hear these submitters.

13.

However, the Public Participation item has a time limit and is not a dedicated process
for Traffic Resolutions or an efficient way to manage large number of requests.

14.

Public Participation allows for a maximum time of 60 minutes of the Committee
meeting. Any member of the public wishing to speak to the Committee is required to
lodge a request to the Chairperson or Chief Executive requesting an opportunity to
speak to the Committee on agenda items.

Approach
15.

Officers are recommending an approach which will be determined by the number of
submitters who confirm that they would like the opportunity to speak to the Committee.

16.

The following approach allows for low and large numbers of submitters, namely:




Public Participation – is recommended if Council receives less than 20
submitters wanting to speak, this provides for 5 or 10 minute speaking times for
individuals and organisations respectively during the Committee meeting.
Forum style – is recommended if Council receives more than 20 requests to
speak. Officers recommend that the Committee appoint a group of Councillors to
hear submitters in a forum format. Submissions can be grouped into different
categories based on the options of the consultation process.

17.

The Forum Style format enables the Council to engage and consult a greater number
of submitters to be heard outside of the Committee meeting at a time and venue more
accessible to submitters.

18.

The design of the forum would be developed in conjunction with delegated officers,
including the Principal Engagement Advisor within the Communication and
Engagement team, and the Portfolio Leaders for Cycling and Community Planning
and Engagement.

Item 5.4
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Table 1: Advantages and Disadvantages of each approach

19.

Approach

Advantages

Disadvantages

Public participation

 More structured
approach
 Format that Councillors
are familiar with

 Time limitation for both
individuals and
organisations
 Less flexibility around
scheduling, venue and
location
 A formal setting that some
members of the public find
intimidating and don’t
understand
 Can be repetitious if there
are a large number of
submitters speaking about
the same or similar issues

Forum

 A local venue rather than
the council building can
be used (this is more
accessible to members of
the public).
 Closer to the community
 Conversational style
approach
 Meeting diverse needs of
the communities
 Greater flexibility around
speaking times
 Enable a larger number
of people to engage with
decision makers in a
more interactive style

 Requires more resources
 Requires more planning
around logistics

A survey could be developed to get feedback from forum attendees about the format
and their experience, and this could then be used to inform future consultation
processes and ways of giving oral feedback to Councillors.

Next Actions
20.

If the Committee agrees to proceed with this recommended approach, officers will
arrange to meet with Portfolio leaders to discuss the details for a proposed forum
approach.

Attachments
Nil
Authors
Authoriser
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Crispian Franklin, Governance Team Leader
Paul Barker, Planning Manager, Network Improvement
Kane Patena, Director Governance and Assurance
David Chick, Chief City Planner
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Engagement and Consultation

This project is part of a wider engagement and consultation process that has been
undertaken since the beginning of the Cycleway Programme.
Treaty of Waitangi considerations

There were no specific considerations as part of this paper, however Mana Whenua have
been extensively involved in the development of the detailed plans
Financial implications

The budget for the project is $4.5m. The Transport Agency has allocated $1.5m from each of
the NLTF and UCP. The remaining is to be funded by Wellington City.
Policy and legislative implications

The proposed approach complies with the Significance and Engagement policy.
Risks / legal

Risk are being managed through the cycleways programme steering group as necessary.
Climate Change impact and considerations

Not applicable.
Communications Plan

A communications plan has been developed for this project to get it to this stage. An updated
plan will make people aware of the decisions of this committee and cover the communication
requirements through construction.
Health and Safety Impact considered

Not applicable at this stage of the process.
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