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Toitu Poneke Sports Hub c
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects e
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase ¢
Living Wage c
Community Grants changes
New Outdoor Events Series
Toi PGneke support
Placemaking

Middleton Road

Council art collection
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14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where
should we find the savings?

Comments

Private wastewater pipes (laterals)

15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private
wastewater connections in the road reserve?

“ Yes
“ No

Comments

Other issues/ matters or general comments

Comments

In late February 2016, Capital BMX working together with the Wellington City Council completed
Stage 1 of the Wellington BMX Track. Due to the work required to complete the Track, Capital BMX
was not in a position to present its proposals on the 2016-17 Annual Plan during the pre-
consultation period. Capital BMX now takes this opportunity to present its proposals. Before
presenting its proposals, Capital BMX first wishes to thank the WCC for its support to complete
Stage 1 of the Track. The WCC contributed $80,000 towards the Stage 1 costs of $260,000, with
Capital BMX funding the balance from grant funds. Capital BMX also received substantial pro bono
civil engineering and earthmoving services. Capital BMX makes 2 proposals in relation to the Track
and 2 proposals in relation to lan Galloway Park. TRACK PROPOSAL 1 - WCC assistance to
maintain the Track The Track has been a great success and is experiencing very high levels of use
from the community. In particular, from riders aged 5 to 15 (but also from older riders as well). ltis
very pleasing for Capital BMX to see so many people enjoying the fun, excitement, and challenge,
of riding the Track. The very high level of community use (and, regrettably, on occasions abuse) is
resulting in significant wear and tear to the Track necessitating significant levels of ongoing Track
maintenance and repairs. Under Capital BMX's lease with the WCC, the obligation to maintain (and
fund the maintenance of) the Track is the sole responsibility of Capital BMX. Given the very high
level of community use and the resulting wear and tear, Capital BMX is finding the level of
maintenance a considerable challenge. Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide support in 2016-
17 to assist Capital BMX maintain the Track. The greater proportion of the maintenance work that
is required involves the rolling of the Track with a modified quad bike. Capital BMX understands
that WCC staff are unable to assist with the quad rolling due to WCC health and safety policies.
Proposal 1(a): Capital BMX proposes that the WCC provide Capital BMX with funding of $13,500 to
be applied by Capital BMX to purchase the following materials that are required to maintain thﬁ 73
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Track: $8,000 to purchase lime. The lime is applied as the surface layer to the track. In accordance
with good BMX track maintenance practice, Capital BMX proposes to apply lime to the Track in
August / September 2016 to prepare the Track for BMX racing and recreational riding over the
summer. Capital BMX also proposes to apply a maintenance application of lime to the Track in April
2017 to prepare the track for the 2017 winter. $5,500 to purchase a polymer product to apply to the
lime in August / September. The polymer product binds the lime to form a hard surface, which
reduces Track wear (and creates the desired hard surface for BMX racing). The binding also
minimizes lime dust. Proposal 1(b): In the alternative, Capital BMX proposes that the WCC provide
$15,000 to Capital BMX (or to the WCC's Parks, Sports, and Recreation business unit) with
$13,500 of that sum to be applied by Capital BMX (or PSR) to engage a contractor to roll the track
using Capital BMX's quad bike, with the balance of $1,500 to be paid to Capital BMX for use of the
quad bike. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding to purchase the lime and polymer referred to in
1(a) above. TRACK PROPOSAL 2 - WCC assistance with Stage 2 Stage 2 of the Track
development involves sealing the 3 berms (the banked corners) in asphalt. Capital BMX is working
towards sealing all 3 berms in January 2017. Sealing the berms will significantly reduce the work
required to maintain the Track. The commonly expressed assessment by BMX clubs with tracks
with sealed berms is that sealing reduces track maintenance by approximately 80%. Sealing will
also enable Capital BMX to apply for and host BMX NZ 'significant’ events. In this regard, Capital
BMX and the Wellington Regional BMX Association are presently investigating making an
application to host the 2019 North Island titles. The application close date is November 2016. BMX
NZ advises that the Norths typically attract (i) 650 to 750 riders; (ii) 1000 (or more) associated
supporters; and (iii) 200 to 300 public spectators. The 2015 Norths were held in Taupo and the
Taupo Council assessed the economic benefit to Taupo from the event was approximately
$600,000. Capital BMX has received a quote of $43,400 (excl. GST) to asphalt all 3 berms
($14,465 per berm). The quote also provides for the sealing of 1 or 2 berms at a cost of $15,650
(excl. GST) per berm. The quote includes a 30% discount due to the community benefit of the
Track. Capital BMX estimates additional costs of $15,000 will be incurred to prepare the berms for
sealing and for professional fees and miscellanecus matters. Proposal 2(a): Capital BMX proposes
the WCC provide Capital BMX with $43,400 towards the costs of asphalting all 3 berms. Capital
BMX will apply for grant funding to meet the additional costs of preparing the berms and for
professional fees. Proposal 2(b): In the alternative, Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide Capital
BMX with $31,300 towards the costs of asphalting 2 berms. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding
to asphalt 1 berm and meet the additional costs of preparing the berms and for professional fees.
Proposal 2(c): As a further alternative, Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide Capital BMX with
$15,650 towards the costs of sealing one berm. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding to asphalt
2 berms and meet the additional costs of preparing the berms and for professicnal fees. If Capital
BMX has insufficient funds to asphalt all 3 berms in 2016-17, it will asphalt 1 or 2 berms (as
available funding permits) in 2016-17 and will asphalt the remaining unsealed berm(s) in 2017-18.
IAN GALLOWAY PROPOSAL 1 - public toilet The southern end of lan Galloway Park has
experienced a very dramatic increase in community use as a result of the completion of the Track
and the fenced dog exercise area. There are currently no public toilets in the park. Park users are
going to the toilet in the bushes behind the first berm and in the bushes at the northern end of the
Track. This is highly undesirable. Capital BMX proposes the WCC build a public toilet at the
southern end of lan Galloway Park. IAN GALLOWAY PROPOSAL 2 - car parking The Track, the
fenced dog exercise area, and the skate ramps, are all located at the southern end of lan Galloway
Park and the existing car parking at the southern end of lan Galloway Park is inadequate for the
number of people who use these park amenities. Capital BMX proposes the WCC extend the car
park at the southern end of lan Galloway Park.

Who are we reaching

You don't have to complete this section but this infoarmation helps us to know who we are reaching.
(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.)

lam

* Male

“ Female 174
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My age is

€ under 18 years
© 18-29 years

€ 30-39 years

& 10-49 years

€ 50-59 years

€ 60 years or older

Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?

€ Yes
% No

Which best describes you?

& Residential ratepayer

€ Commercial ratepayer

© Residential and commercial ratepayer
€ | rent

€ Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)

New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

Indian

[ e e B e B B

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

File

Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation
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In late February 2016, Capital BMX working together with the Wellington City Council
completed Stage 1 of the Wellington BMX Track. Due to the work required to complete the
Track, Capital BMX was not in a position to present its proposals on the 2016-17 Annual Plan
during the pre-consultation period. Capital BMX now takes this opportunity to present its
proposals.

Before presenting its proposals, Capital BMX first wishes to thank the WCC for its support to
complete Stage 1 of the Track. The WCC contributed $80,000 towards the Stage 1 costs of
$260,000, with Capital BMX funding the balance from grant funds. Capital BMX also
received substantial pro bono civil engineering and earthmoving services.

Capital BMX makes 2 proposals in relation to the Track and 2 proposals in relation to lan
Galloway Park.

TRACK PROPOSAL 1 - WCC assistance to maintain the Track

The Track has been a great success and is experiencing very high levels of use from the
community. In particular, from riders aged 5 to 15 (but also from older riders as well). Itis
very pleasing for Capital BMX to see so many people enjoying the fun, excitement, and
challenge, of riding the Track.

The very high level of community use (and, regrettably, on occasions abuse) is resulting in
significant wear and tear to the Track necessitating significant levels of ongoing Track
maintenance and repairs. Under Capital BMX's lease with the WCC, the obligation to
maintain (and fund the maintenance of) the Track is the sole responsibility of Capital BMX.
Given the very high level of community use and the resulting wear and tear, Capital BMX is
finding the level of maintenance a considerable challenge.

Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide support in 2016-17 to assist Capital BMX maintain
the Track. The greater proportion of the maintenance work that is required involves the
rolling of the Track with a modified quad bike. Capital BMX understands that WCC staff are
unable to assist with the quad rolling due to WCC health and safety policies.

Proposal 1(a): Capital BMX proposes that the WCC provide Capital BMX with funding of
$13,500 to be applied by Capital BMX to purchase the following materials that are required
to maintain the Track:

e 58,000 to purchase lime. The lime is applied as the surface layer to the track. In
accordance with good BMX track maintenance practice, Capital BMX proposes to apply
lime to the Track in August / September 2016 to prepare the Track for BMX racing and
recreational riding over the summer. Capital BMX also proposes to apply a
maintenance application of lime to the Track in April 2017 to prepare the track for the
2017 winter.

e 55,500 to purchase a polymer product to apply to the lime in August / September. The
polymer product binds the lime to form a hard surface, which reduces Track wear (and
creates the desired hard surface for BMX racing). The binding also minimizes lime dust.

Proposal 1(b): In the alternative, Capital BMX proposes that the WCC provide $15,000 to
Capital BMX {or to the WCC'’s Parks, Sports, and Recreation business unit) with $13,500 of
that sum to be applied by Capital BMX (or PSR) to engage a contractor to roll the track using
Capital BMX's quad bike, with the balance of $1,500 to be paid to Capital BMX for use of the

176
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quad bike. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding to purchase the lime and polymer
referred to in 1{a) above.

TRACK PROPOSAL 2 — WCC assistance with Stage 2

Stage 2 of the Track development involves sealing the 3 berms (the banked corners) in
asphalt. Capital BMX is working towards sealing all 3 berms in January 2017.

Sealing the berms will significantly reduce the work required to maintain the Track. The
commonly expressed assessment by BMX clubs with tracks with sealed berms is that sealing
reduces track maintenance by approximately 80%.

Sealing will also enable Capital BMX to apply for and host BMX NZ ‘significant’ events. In this
regard, Capital BMX and the Wellington Regional BMX Association are presently
investigating making an application to host the 2019 North Island titles. The application
close date is November 2016. BMX NZ advises that the Norths typically attract (i) 650 to 750
riders; (ii) 1000 (or more) associated supporters; and (iii) 200 to 300 public spectators. The
2015 Norths were held in Taupo and the Taupo Council assessed the economic benefit to
Taupo from the event was approximately $600,000.

Capital BMX has received a quote of 543,400 (excl. GST) to asphalt all 3 berms (514,465 per
berm). The quote also provides for the sealing of 1 or 2 berms at a cost of $15,650 (excl.
GST) per berm. The quote includes a 30% discount due to the community benefit of the
Track.

Capital BMX estimates additional costs of 515,000 will be incurred to prepare the berms for
sealing and for professional fees and miscellaneous matters.

Proposal 2(a): Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide Capital BMX with $43,400 towards
the costs of asphalting all 3 berms. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding to meet the
additional costs of preparing the berms and for professional fees.

Proposal 2(b): In the alternative, Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide Capital BMX with
$31,300 towards the costs of asphalting 2 berms. Capital BMX will apply for grant funding to
asphalt 1 berm and meet the additional costs of preparing the berms and for professional
fees.

Proposal 2(c): As a further alternative, Capital BMX proposes the WCC provide Capital BMX
with 515,650 towards the costs of sealing one berm. Capital BMX will apply for grant
funding to asphalt 2 berms and meet the additional costs of preparing the berms and for
professional fees.

If Capital BMX has insufficient funds to asphalt all 3 berms in 2016-17, it will asphalt 1 or 2
berms (as available funding permits) in 2016-17 and will asphalt the remaining unsealed
berm(s) in 2017-18.

IAN GALLOWAY PROPOSAL 1 - public toilet

The southern end of lan Galloway Park has experienced a very dramatic increase in

community use as a result of the completion of the Track and the fenced dog exercise area.
There are currently no public toilets in the park. Park users are going to the toilet in the

177
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bushes behind the first berm and in the bushes at the northern end of the Track. Thisis
highly undesirable.

Capital BMX proposes the WCC build a public toilet at the southern end of lan Galloway
Park.

IAN GALLOWAY PROPOSAL 2 - car parking
The Track, the fenced dog exercise area, and the skate ramps, are all located at the southern
end of lan Galloway Park and the existing car parking at the southern end of lan Galloway

Park is inadequate for the number of people who use these park amenities.

Capital BMX proposes the WCC extend the car park at the southern end of lan Galloway
Park.
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Submitter Details

First Name: chris

Last Name: renwick

Street: PO Box 7056

Suburb:  Newtown

City:  Wellington

Country:

PostCode: 6242

Maobile: 021 511 593

eMail:  chris.renwick@gmail.com

Wishes to be heard:

% Yes

€ 1 do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be
fully considered.

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

“ Agent

© Both

Submission

Low-carbon capital

1. Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital™?

& strongly support
€ support
€ neutral
© oppose
€ strongly oppose

Comments
For our world to survive we all need to become low-carbon!

2. Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful
reduction in emissions?

® Yes
“ No

If not, what else could be done?

Support staff cycle scheme being extended to all people in the same way the mobility scooters
already are.

3. Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction
2030: 40 percent reduction 179
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2040: 65 percent reduction
2050: 80 percent reduction

% Yes
© No

Comments

Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:
4. lead and co-ordinate the regeneration of strategic parts of the city?

® Yes
© No

5. parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing?

% Yes
“ No

6. deliver large-scale Council developments?

% Yes
© No

7. demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability?

® Yes
“ No

8. take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely
market response?

% Yes
 No

Comments

| am an inner-city resident who has once already been forced to move due to structural building
issues (ex Gordon Wilson Flats) many building owners do not have the money needed to bring
buildings up to stratch and often social services are facing problems finding suitable premises due
to earthquake strengthening issues. In a city that could perhaps best be described as an
earthquake risk there is no such thing as making a building earthquake proof. Council needs to be
able to support landlords whether they be public or private to comply with central govt legislation in
the way of cheap or free loans, grants or rate rebates.

180
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Food Act fee changes

9. The Council's preferred option for Food Act fee increases is to charge a fixed fee at a level to
recover all costs. Do you support this approach?

% Yes
© No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

Zealandia Governance

10. Do you support the Trust Board's proposed governance arrangements, which would define
Zealandia as a Council-controlled organisation?

% Yes
© No

If not, what should happen to the governance of Zealandia?

11. Do you support the Council's intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?

% Yes
“ No

If not, how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed?

Kilbirnie Business Improvement District

12. Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund
the establishment of their BID?

@ Yes
“ No

If not, how should the BID be funded?

Other Initiatives

13a. Councillors have proposed a number of initiatives to be considered for funding in 2016/17

Do you agree the Council should fund this initiative in 2016/177 Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan &
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub

Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase
Living Wage

Community Grants changes

New Qutdoor Events Series

Toi Poneke support

Placemaking

Middleton Road

B
]
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Council art collection I c
13b. Is this one of your top five preferred initiatives?
Initiatives Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan B o
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub 6
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projectse ¢
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase ¢ ¢
Living Wage e c
Community Grants changes G
New Outdoor Events Series c e
Toi Poneke support [ o
Placemaking e
Middleton Road e
Council art collection I
14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where

should we find the savings?
Comments
No | don't support limiting the rates increase that way.
Private wastewater pipes (laterals)
15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private
wastewater connections in the road reserve?
% Yes
“ No
Comments
Yes - consistency in safety is important.
Other issues/ matters or general comments
Comments
Community Gardens need to stay as a social priority and not to be downgraded to a recreation
activity. In Poneke, taurahere Maori whether they be Nga Puhi, Tainui, Ngati Kahungunu, Ngai
Tahu or even Te Ati Awa who don't belong to the Port Nicholson Trust form the majority of Maori in
Poneke and this needs to be continued to recognized in the funding priorities of the Wellington City
Council. At the same time funding needs to be increased on pan-tribal maori activities such as Te
Awe, the Wellington Maori Komiti and its wardens and such activities as the Waka Tete that the
Whare Waka runs
Who are we reaching
You don't have to complete this section but this information helps us to know who we are reaching.
(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.) 182
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lam

€ Male
€ Female

My age is

€ under 18 years
© 18-29 years

© 30-39 years

T 40-49 years

® 50-59 years

© 60 years or older

Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?

% Yes
€ No

Which best describes you?

© Residential ratepayer

¢ Commercial ratepayer

¢ Residential and commercial ratepayer
€ | rent

€ Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)

New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

Indian

b I I I B e B 4 B |

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

File

Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation

183

Attachment 1 2016-17 Draft Annual Plan - Schedule of submitters 09 May 2016 Page 264



GOVERNANCE, FINANCE AND PLANNING A il

CO M M ITTE E Me Heke Ki Poneke
9 MAY 2016

391

Submitter Details

First Name: James

Last Name: Burgess
Organisation: Cycle Aware Wellington
Street:  30A Cleveland Street
Suburb:  Brooklyn

City:  Wellington

Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6021

Daytime Phone: 021565633
Mobile: 021565633

eMail:  jim.burgess@gmail.com

Wishes to be heard:

% Yes

© | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be
fully considered.

Correspondence to:
& Submitter

“ Agent

© Both

Submission

Low-carbon capital

1. Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital™?

% strongly support
© support
© neutral
“ oppose
€ strongly oppose

Comments

There's an urgent need to reduce CO2 emissions and reduce our dependency on fossil fuels
Wellington's urban form and New Zealand's renewable energy gives us better opportunity than
most cities. But it will take bold steps, such as in transport, and a commitment to those steps even if
they are not universally popular. Building infrastructure for safe cycling and better public transport
can make a huge difference. It must be done well, but most of all it must actually be done. Bike
sharing schemes can work well - but have generally failed in places where helmets are mandatory
while cycling. When investigating bike sharing schemes, please model uptake both with and without
the effects of helmet laws to avoid risking a scheme that doesn't succeed. Some cities have
provided exemptions from helmet laws for bikeshare only - this could be a practical approach.

2. Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful
reduction in emissions?

% Yes
“ No

184
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If not, what else could be done?
The activities are appropriate but not ambitious enough.

3. Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction
2030: 40 percent reduction
2040: 65 percent reduction
2050: 80 percent reduction

€ Yes
© No

Comments

Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:

4. lead and co-ordinate the regeneration of strategic parts of the city?

% Yes
 No

5. parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing?

€ Yes
© No

6. deliver large-scale Council developments?

% Yes
€ No

7. demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability?

® Yes
 No

8. take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely
market response?

% Yes
© No

Comments 185
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Food Act fee changes

9. The Council's preferred option for Food Act fee increases is to charge a fixed fee at a level to
recover all costs. Do you support this approach?

T Yes
® No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

Zealandia Governance

10. Do you support the Trust Board's proposed governance arrangements, which would define
Zealandia as a Council-controlled organisation?

“ Yes
© No

If not, what should happen to the governance of Zealandia?

11. Do you support the Council's intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?

“ Yes
“ No

If not, how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed?

Kilbirnie Business Improvement District

12. Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund
the establishment of their BID?

“ Yes
© No

If not, how should the BID be funded?

Other Initiatives

13a. Councillors have proposed a number of initiatives to be considered for funding in 2016/17.

Do you agree the Council should fund this initiative in 2016/177 Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan G
Toitu Péneke Sports Hub

Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase
Living Wage

Community Grants changes

New Outdoor Events Series

Toi Poneke support

e T N T I e |
1o 000 Tie Te T Tiie e
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Placemaking c o
Middleton Road
Council art collection ~ e

b
]

13b. Is this one of your top five preferred initiatives?

Initiatives Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan c
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub c
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects &
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase e
Living Wage ]
Community Grants changes
New Outdoor Events Series
Toi Poneke support
Placemaking

Middleton Road

Council art collection

]

aaaaeD
TN

14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where
should we find the savings?

Comments

Private wastewater pipes (laterals)

15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private
wastewater connections in the road reserve?

“ Yes
© No

Comments

Other issues/ matters or general comments

Comments
We support the active transport initiatives in the plan - particularly the cycleway implementation, the
improvements to Middleton Road, and the pedestrian improvements in the CBD.

Who are we reaching

You don't have to complete this section but this information helps us to know who we are reaching.
(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.)
lam

 Male

© Female 187
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My age is

© under 18 years
© 18-29 years

© 30-39 years

% 40-49 years

© 50-59 years

© 60 years or older

Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?”?

% Yes
© No

Which best describes you?

® Residential ratepayer

© Commercial ratepayer

© Residential and commercial ratepayer
“ I rent

© Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)

New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

Indian

b I I B B I e I 4

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

File

Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation
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Submitter Details

First Name: Pippa

Last Name: Sanderson

Street:  Flat 1, 1 Rixon Grove

Suburb:  Mount Victoria

City:  Wellington

Country:

PostCode: 6011

Daytime Phone: 027 3564103

Mobile: 027 3564103

eMail: pippasanderson7@gmail.com

Wishes to be heard:

% Yes

“ | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be
fully considered.

Correspondence to:
& Submitter

© Agent

© Both

Submission

Low-carbon capital

1. Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital™?

@ strongly support
€ support
© neutral
© oppose
© strongly oppose

Comments

2. Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful
reduction in emissions?

® Yes
“ No

If not, what else could be done?

3. Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction
2030: 40 percent reduction

2040: 65 percent reduction
189
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2050: 80 percent reduction

% Yes
© No

Comments

Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:
4, lead and co-ordinate the regeneration of strategic parts of the city?

“ Yes
© No

5. parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing?

% Yes
© No

6. deliver large-scale Council developments?

“ Yes
 No

7. demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability?

® Yes
© No

8. take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely
market response?

® Yes
© No

Comments

Food Act fee changes

9. The Council's preferred option for Food Act fee increases is to charge a fixed fee at a level to
recover all costs. Do you support this approach?

“ Yes
“ No

190
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If not, what is your preferred approach?

Zealandia Governance

10. Do you support the Trust Board's proposed governance arrangements, which would define
Zealandia as a Council-controlled organisation?

© Yes
© No

If not, what should happen to the governance of Zealandia?

11. Do you support the Council's intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?

T Yes
© No

If not, how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed?

Kilbirnie Business Improvement District

12. Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund
the establishment of their BID?

© Yes
© No

If not, how should the BID be funded?

Other Initiatives

13a. Councillors have proposed a number of initiatives to be considered for funding in 2016/17

Do you agree the Council should fund this initiative in 2016/177 Yes No

Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan & C
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub e
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects c
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase ]
Living Wage &

Community Grants changes
New Qutdoor Events Series
Toi Poneke support
Placemaking

Middleton Road

Council art collection

B

aon e W
o T e Mo Mo e B e T e Bie |

]

13b. Is this one of your top five preferred initiatives?

Initiatives Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan c G 191
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Toitu Poneke Sports Hub ]
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects e
Johnsaonville Library Kindergarten purchase &
Living Wage 3
Community Grants changes
New Outdoor Events Series
Toi Poneke support
Placemaking

Middleton Road

Council art collection

Bl b
a0 @

Bl
e T T e

L T B
DI

14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where
should we find the savings?

Comments

Private wastewater pipes (laterals)

15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private
wastewater connections in the road reserve?

& Yes
® No

Comments

Other issues/ matters or general comments

Comments

Who are we reaching

You don't have to complete this section but this information helps us to know who we are reaching.
(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.)

lam

 Male
& Female

My age is

€ under 18 years
 18-29 years

€ 30-39 years

© 40-49 years

& 50-59 years

© 60 years or older
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Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?

T Yes
% No

Which best describes you?

® Residential ratepayer

© Commercial ratepayer

€ Residential and commercial ratepayer
“ | rent

& Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)

New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

i [ B I e B B B <

Indian

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

File

Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation
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Submitter Details

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Mellor

Street:

Suburb:  Seatoun

City:  Wellington

Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6022

Daytime Phone: 0276841213
Mobile: 0276841213

eMail:  mmellori@gmail.com

Wishes to be heard:

% Yes

| do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be
fully considered.

Correspondence to:
& Submitter

£ Agent

© Both

Submission

Low-carbon capital

1. Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital™?

@ strongly support
© support
€ neutral
© oppose
T strongly oppose

Comments

2. Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful
reduction in emissions?

% Yes
© No

If not, what else could be done?

The draft Plan's stated intention to reduce emissions by changing the way we move through
investing in public transport, walking and cycling to reduce car use and ownership is absolutely
right. For example, WCC has specific public transport interests through its being the provider of
infrastructure for buses, and its ownership of the Cable Car and the trolleybus infrastructure, and it
is also the provider of the pedestrian footpath network. Yet public transport and active modes merit
just 5 lines of consideration in a 46-page document - without a single reference in that paragraph to
walking! The Plan is correct in that there is a paucity of levers, but there are ones available ones
that are not even being identified, let alone used. | support the proposed initiatives as far as they go
(including removal rather than review of Minimum Parking Requirements - this is a classic casq§4
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where the market will in fact provide, and regulation just distorts that) but initiatives on the lines of
the following should be added to facilitate and encourage non-car movement: a) Reallocate
roadspace to buses, including increasing the number of bus lanes and their hours of operation (for
example, bus demand is still high at 6pm - 7pm would be a more realistic finishing time); b)
Reallocate roadspace to pedestrians at key points, e.g. through footpath widening; c) Close roads
to vehicles at intersections such as along the Golden Mile (like Bond St), facilitating both pedestrian
and bus movements; d) Give buses priority at traffic lights along key routes and at key locations; e)
Give pedestrians more time at busy signalised intersections and crossings; f) Turn lower Cuba St
into a proper shared space (as in Auckland), building on its pedestrianisation for the night markets;
and close Dixon St to vehicles where it crosses Cuba St; g) Investigate closing roads to vehicles at
weekends, as happens in many cities overseas; h) Put a sinking lid on the provision of on-street
parking; i) Price on-street parking to achieve average 85% occupancy (as Auckland is daing); j)
Reflect the reality of many CBD shoppers using the bus by reallocating the subsidy implicit in ‘free’
weekend parking (which runs directly contrary to the draft Plan's intent) to non-car users; k) Review
bus stops against NZTA's guidelines (https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/About-
usfdocs/Consultations/2014/guidelines-pt-infrastructure-draft.pdf) with particular reference to
impediments to use such as insufficient space for buses to pull fully into the kerb, or with the
shelter, stop sign and yellow box (where present) misaligned, sometimes by many metres; |)
Improve signage and quality of pedestrian routes to key public transport access points, e.g. main
bus stops, ferry wharves and railway stations, which is at best inconsistent; m) Fully integrate the
Cable Car into the Metlink network, including such things as signage and integrated fares; n)
Retain the trolleybus overhead so that it is available if (hopefully when) GWRC reviews its decision
to increase emissions from buses; o) Move towards street signage becoming oriented to people
rather than vehicles, for example modifying the many 'No exit' signs that apply just to vehicles and
conceal many useful pedestrian short cuts; p) Review signage in parks and walkways - many signs
are so worn as to be illegible; q) Improve signage of the many useful pedestrian links in the CBD
that are not obvious, e.g. Masons Lane, the subway under The Terrace at Woodward St, and the
many links between The Terrace and Lambton Quay/Willis St that are required by the buildings'
respective Resource Consents. Also from a transport perspective the Plan needs to recognise
airport operations as a significant carbon emitter, and include their reduction and taking into
account any runway extension.

3. Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction
2030: 40 percent reduction
2040: 65 percent reduction
2050: 80 percent reduction

% Yes
“ No

Comments

Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:
4. lead and co-ordinate the regeneration of strategic parts of the city?

“ Yes
“ No
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5. parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing?

“ Yes
® No

6. deliver large-scale Council developments?

® Yes
© No

7. demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability?

% Yes
“ No

8. take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely
market response?

€ Yes
© No

Comments

Food Act fee changes

9. The Council's preferred option for Food Act fee increases is to charge a fixed fee at a level to
recover all costs. Do you support this approach?

T Yes
® No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

Zealandia Governance

10. Do you support the Trust Board's proposed governance arrangements, which would define
Zealandia as a Council-controlled organisation?

 Yes
 No

If not, what should happen to the governance of Zealandia?

11. Do you support the Council's intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?

“ Yes
“ No

196

Attachment 1 2016-17 Draft Annual Plan - Schedule of submitters 09 May 2016 Page 277

ltem 2.2 AHachment 1



ltem 2.2 AHachment 1

GOVERNANCE, FINANCE AND PLANNING

COMMITTEE
9 MAY 2016

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

397
If not, how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed?
Kilbirnie Business Improvement District
12. Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund
the establishment of their BID?
“ Yes
“ No
If not, how should the BID be funded?
Other Initiatives
13a. Councillors have proposed a number of initiatives to be considered for funding in 2016/17
Do you agree the Council should fund this initiative in 2016/177 Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan c
Toitu Péneke Sports Hub c €
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects & [
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase [ I
Living Wage c
Community Grants changes c €
New Outdoor Events Series o
Toi Poneke support PP
Placemaking &
Middleton Road &
Council art collection & &
13b. Is this one of your top five preferred initiatives?
Initiatives Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan c
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub c [
Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projectse e
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase ¢ ¢
Living Wage e @
Community Grants changes c e
New Outdoor Events Series c
Toi Pdneke support c I
Placemaking e 6
Middleton Road c ©
Council art collection c
14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where
should we find the savings?
Comments
197
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Private wastewater pipes (laterals)

15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private

wastewater connections in the road reserve?

“ Yes
© No

Comments

No WCC funding for a new Convention Centre or Film Museum, nor funding a share of any runway

extension that is greater than its share of ownership of the airport

Other issues/ matters or general comments

Comments

There are many projects listed on p24 but there is no specific opportunity to comment on them.

Why is this?

Who are we reaching

You don't have to complete this section but this infermation helps us to know who we are reaching.

(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.)

lam

* Male
© Female

My age is

€ Under 18 years
© 18-29 years

© 30-39 years

© 40-49 years

€ 50-59 years

% 60 years or older

Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?

% Yes
© No

Which best describes you?

® Residential ratepayer

© Commercial ratepayer

© Residential and commercial ratepayer
“ | rent

€ Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)
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New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

Indian

s e B B e B I

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

File

Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation
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Submitter Details

First Name: Dawn

Last Name: Sanders
Organisation: Shakespeare Globe Centre NZ
Street: PO Box 17215

Suburb:  Karori

City:  Wellington

Country: NZ

PostCode: 6147

Daytime Phone: 04 384 1300
Mobile: 027 283 6016

eMail:  Action-Sanders@xtra.co.nz

Wishes to be heard:

% Yes

© | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be
fully considered.

Correspondence to:
& Submitter

© Agent

© Both

Submission

Low-carbon capital

1. Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital™?

© strongly support
& support
© neutral
© oppose
€ strongly oppose

Comments

2. Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful
reduction in emissions?

“ Yes
“ No

If not, what else could be done?

3. Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction
2030: 40 percent reduction
2040: 65 percent reduction 200
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2050: 80 percent reduction

T Yes
“ No

Comments

Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:
4, lead and co-ordinate the regeneration of strategic parts of the city?

% Yes
© No

5. parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing?

T Yes
€ No

6. deliver large-scale Council developments?

© Yes
% No

7. demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability?

% Yes
“ No

8. take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely
market response?

® Yes
© No

Comments

The strengthening of the Town Hall, St James Theatre and Turnbull House are all of urgent priority
and are required so that this city can still claim to be the Arts and Cultural centre of New Zealand.
There is a paucity of venues which accommodate between 350 and 1200. These two venues need
to be fully accessible, plus a new one built which is a flexi-space 500 -1000 seat performance
venue, would could also be used for conferences and other events. The absence of these is a real
inhibitor for both local and touring performances, shows and events. Given the popularity and draw
to Auckland of audience from all over NZ and overseas to the Pop-Up Globe, serious consideration
should be given to the proposed Container Globe - which can have a pull over roof and be used for
non-Shakespeare events as well. Wellington does, after all, the major of these events each year.
Restoration of buildings in Cuba Street is also a priority - losing the integrity of that part of tow@ Q1

Attachment 1 2016-17 Draft Annual Plan - Schedule of submitters 09 May 2016 Page 282



GOVERNANCE, FINANCE AND PLANNING Aty Pttty i
CO M M ITT E E Me Heke Ki Poneke
9 MAY 2016

398

would be a huge loss to a key attraction of the city.

Food Act fee changes

9. The Council's preferred option for Food Act fee increases is to charge a fixed fee at a level to
recover all costs. Do you support this approach?

© Yes
® No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

Zealandia Governance

10. Do you support the Trust Board’s proposed governance arrangements, which would define
Zealandia as a Council-controlled organisation?

® Yes
© No

If not, what should happen to the governance of Zealandia?

11. Do you support the Council’s intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?

® Yes
© No

If not, how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed?

Kilbirnie Business Improvement District

12. Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund
the establishment of their BID?

T Yes
© No

If not, how should the BID be funded?

Other Initiatives
13a. Councillors have proposed a number of initiatives to be considered for funding in 2016/17.

Do you agree the Council should fund this initiative in 2016/177 Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan & r
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub

Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase
Living Wage

Community Grants changes

New Outdoor Events Series

Toi Poneke support

DI

28 00
o e T Te M Te e
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Placemaking P
Middleton Road PR
Council art collection e @

13b. Is this one of your top five preferred initiatives?

Initiatives Yes No
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan c c
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub c

Ngauranga to Airport — minor capital projects ¢
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase e
Living Wage e
Community Grants changes
New QOutdoor Events Series
Toi Poneke support
Placemaking

Middleton Road

Council art collection

s 0N
io e TR T TR e TR RS TS TR B |

I E

14. If you think the Council should continue to limit rates increases to the 3.6 percent stated in the
LTP, where
should we find the savings?

Comments
Stop making cycle lanes which stop and start all over the show and disrupt free flow of traffic. Many

dangerous situations are also set up, with the dividing and narrowing of lanes. Providing amenities
for many more thousands than just the cyclists are more important and, in many cases cheaper.

Private wastewater pipes (laterals)

15. Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private
wastewater connections in the road reserve?

% Yes
“ No

Comments

Other issues/ matters or general comments

Comments

Who are we reaching

You don't have to complete this section but this information helps us to know who we are reaching.
(Note: the information you provide is open to public view.)

lam

€ Male 203
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® Female

My age is

€ under 18 years
© 18-29 years

© 30-39 years

© 40-49 years

€ 50-59 years

% 60 years or older

Have you ever made a submission on a draft annual plan before?

% Yes
© No

Which best describes you?

® Residential ratepayer

¢ Commercial ratepayer

© Residential and commercial ratepayer
“ | rent

€ Other

Which ethnic group do you belong to? (You can tick more than one box)

New Zealand European
Maori

Samoan

Cook Island

Tongan

Niuean

Chinese

Indian

i I B e B B B B

Other (such as Dutch, Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

Attached Documents

| File |

| Annual Plan 2016/17 Consultation |
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SUBMISSION ON WELLINGTON CITY COUNCIL 2016/17 ANNUAL PLAN
From CIVIC CHAMBERS BODYCORP COMMITTEE
25 Cuba Street, Wellington CBD

29 April 2016

Submission presented by Margaret Thompson, Member Civic Chambers Bodycorp Committee
5B Civic Chambers, 25 Cuba Street, Wellington 6011

04 472 6370, margaret.o.thompson(@gmail.com

The Chair of the Civic Chambers Bodycorp Committee wishes to be heard on this submission.

Civic Chambers

Our apartment building occupies an iconic and prominent position in the CBD, being on the corner of
Cuba/Wakefield, opposite the Michael Fowler Centre. There are 24 spacious apartments above the
ground floor retail space. We have a high level of owner occupiers and we have a strong interest in
soundly based, progressive urban development of our beautiful city.

Consultation Question

1. Our submission relates to the proposal for an Urban Development Agency (UDA) as we
consider this a matter of vital interest to the Bodycorp. Our owners will make individual
submissions on other matters of interest to them.

2. Our Bodycorp Committee considers that the proposal for an Urban Development Agency is a
very significant change to the decision making processes for the most important capital
projects the Council will be involved with, and therefore of the projects that are of most
interest to ratepayers. The proposal necessarily carries major legal and financial risks. In
comparison with most other issues put forward in the Plan, the proposal is a whale among
minnows.

3. Because of the magnitude of the change proposed and the potential impact for citizens we
suggest it would have been more appropriate and transparent for it to be consulted on and
discussed separately from the Annual Plan. We recommend below amendments to the
processes set out in the Business Case document for adoption of the UDA that, without
significant delay, would allow more consideration of the issues by both Council and the
public.

Timeframe
4. The Business Case says that Councillors were first briefed on the concept in November 2015,
followed by internal consultation and with other councils and experts. The date on the
published Business Case is March (no date given) 2016. Citizens had one month to comment
before a decision in principle will be made. This short timeframe possibly explains why the
documents casily available on the website for our consideration are fairly superficial. They
explain intentions and aspirations, and risks of not going with the UDA.

Background
From the Business Case
UDAs are employed broadly around the world as special purpose vehicles (SPVs) to facilitate positive change in
urban environments where there has been market failure or a partnership approach is required fo address urban
decay and redevelopment challenge .- - - - Put simply, without direct intervention many of the projects and outcomes

|
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sef out in Council’s urban growth plan (UGP) will not be realised. A dedicafed function which better responds to (and
proactively identifies) partnership opportunities would assist in bringing land to market and delivering the oufcomes
and projects set out in the UGP.

Put simply, the problem identified by Council is lack of market response to their planned
urban regeneration. The UDA proposal is intended to make private partnership with Council
more profitable and therefore more likely to occur. The intention, according to the Business
Case diagram, is for the UDA to become self-funding.

The five proposed projects that the UDA would undertake are all of vital interest to ratepayers
but they are described only in brief general terms and there are no objectives or overview
details in the accessible documents. Such major projects would clearly involve a varying
range of options, such as property sale or change of ownership, changes to existing policies or
planning requirements, situation adjustments for some people and businesses, input of
ratepayer funding and return on investment etc. It is impossible without more information to
form a soundly based opinion about any of them, and therefore to offer either support or non-
support at this stage.

Earthquake Re-engincering

7.

One of the five proposed UDA projects that we are asked to support is of particular interest to
us — Take a leadership role in areas where earthquake prone building issues are preventing a
timely market response.

We are in a position to assess this proposal as, along with the many other apartment owners
affected, we know very clearly what the problems are. They relate to the shortfall between
funding available privately and the scale of the work required, the wide divergence in
carthquake engineering assessment methodology, and the slowness of central government in
developing robust, and workable legislative frameworks. The potential impact and the scale
of the problem for us and the Council right now is serious and urgent.

We would certainly be interested in knowing more about the leadership the UDA might offer
and what interventions the partnership model could introduce to assist current owners. We
would be supportive of options to resolve the hard issues now facing apartment owners, the
Council and all ratepayers.

. Our Bodycorp has taken every opportunity to present and discuss earthquake engineering

renewal issues with the Council and others groups involved. Where there are major
infrastructure problems affecting many people many of us can and do contribute to
developing solutions, not just developers. A major gap in the proposal for the UDA, in our
view, is that it may reduce the connection between decision making and those vitally affected.

Local Body Democracy

11.

The structure diagram indicates that the UDA would operate under a Council Committee and
that the UDA Operation would be directed by a UDA Board advised by an Independent
Reference Group. There is no discussion of the respective reporting lines but potentially this
seems to put three more layers between a project’s decision makers and affected ratepayers. It
potentially sets up tension between Councillors, Council officers facing the public and the
various branches of the UDA, tension in which the voting power of citizens could be the loser
as appears to have arisen in some situations elsewhere, including Christchurch and Auckland.

. Our Bodycorp can offer a current example of Council failure to consult adequately, which

gives us good reason to oppose any further reduction of connection between citizen views and
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project decision making.

. We refer to the proposal to develop the MFC carpark on which a call for expressions of

interest from developers was advertised in the holiday period. Although we were told there
would be public consultation, the project will be non-notifiable and we understand that a
decision will be made in a month or so. We requested more information under LOGOIMA
but, despite the now truncated timeframe for the project, none has yet been provided. The
Council has said that upgrade of the Town Hall requires the sale of this land, a statement that
seems more manipulative than accurate.

. We understand that the successful developers may have a 99 year lease, which in law would

amount to a sale of public land. There is a clear public interest in alienation of public land,
and strong public interest expressed over many years in retaining publicly available space in
the CBD. We trust this is not an example of the kind of public participation that would follow
establishment of the UDA.

OUR RECOMMENDATION

15.

17.

The Civic Chambers Bodycorp Committee acknowledges the good intentions behind the
UDA proposal but considers that we, the ratepayers, do not yet have sufficient information to
make an informed decision on the proposal. We have heard of some examples of local body
template-based restructuring which end up costing ratepayers more, including under some
UDA type structures.

. We strongly suggest that more information should be available to ratepayers before a final

decision is made. There has been a truncated consultation period for such a far reaching
proposal yet the problem definition does not give any reason for urgency. Opportunities for
substantive discussion about the financial and legal options can only benefit the final design
of the UDA proposal. We suggest that with a change of this magnitude the Council has a
good faith obligation to take citizens with them, even if that takes more time. Otherwise, we
see a risk of alienating those of us already committed to and supportive of progressive urban
renewal of Wellington.

As a positive way forward, we suggest amending the processes set out in the UDA Business
Case, and recommend two options that would not result in major delay. The current processes
are:

«  Seek Council approval to consult on the establishment of the UDA through the 2076-17 annual plan

process.

«  Consider submissions received on the UDA proposal through the 2016-17 annual plan process. An in-
principle decision can be made at this stage

«  Seek Council approval for funding to operationalise the UDA on 1 July 2017 through the 2017-18
annual plan process.

We recommend two options for Council to consider.

Adopt UDA processes for a specific large urban development project and
monitor/review/report on the process and outcome so as to demonstrate the viability of
the model to the public, and enable the final design of the UDA to incorporate findings
from this practical research. (We note that the large projects examples given in London and
Melbourne could be one-off projects.)

Undertake a further consultation round this year after more details are provided about
the projects, the structure and its reporting lines, and the legal and financial framework
of the proposed UDA. A decision in principle to proceed with the UDA or not would be
made afier this consultation.
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Consultation on the 2016/17 WCC Annual Plan

This submission in on behalf of the Hue té Taka Incorporated Society. We wish to
make an oral submission.
Contact details: Dr Sophie Mormede, 39A Moa Point Road

The Hue té Taka Incorporated Society is a group of concerned residents of Moa
Point, Wellington. We are particularly interested in the proposed airport
extension and the environmental impacts it would have not only on the Moa
Point Bay but also Lyall Bay and the South Coast in general. Therefore, we would
like to comment on the resilient city, low carbon capital and Lyall Bay resilience
plan. We will not comment on other parts of the proposed 2016/17 plan.

In summary, we urge the Wellington City Council to stop its support for the
airport extension and consider long-term solutions to the erosion of the South
Coast rather than “business as usual”.

Resilient City

Wellington boasts itself as a resilient city, as chosen for the Rockfeller 100
resilient cities. Then why is it pushing for an airport extension? It should instead
push for a move of the airport to somewhere actually resilient. Some of the
supporting facts are as follows.

e The entire airport area is a liquefaction zone, unlikely to resist large
earthquakes (Tonkin and Taylor report 2013, commissioned by WCC).

e Large portions of the airport and its access are going to be impacted by
climate change, particularly rising sea levels; keeping the roads open to
the airport will require very significant engineering on Cobham Drive
(same Tonkin and Taylor report 2013, commissioned by WCC).

o This T&T 2013 report does not take into account the new increased
expected impacts of climate change, and its effects which are likely to be
worse than anticipated in this report. Why is WCC ignoring the advice it
itself sought and paid for?

e Theairport extension as currently proposed would result in an un-usable
runway should a large earthquake ensue (building a useable runway was
investigated and dropped as too expensive). Cracks up to 2m wide and
1m high would appear following a large earthquake (AECOM reportin
WIAL'’s submission)

* The latest climate change report by the Royal Society of New Zealand
(2016) expects climate change to be daily reality and impact on New
Zealanders around the country by 2020.

Low carbon capital

Wellington wishes to achieve low emission targets. However it has increased its
emissions rather than reduce them even though it has implemented all its
previous plan (p15 of annual draft plan). The plan is unambitious, with lower
targets than previously, and is centered around cars. However it doesn't even
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consider the school-run traffic. In terms of the airport, we contend that air travel
should be curtailed rather than encouraged. Specifically:

* Thereport expects air travel emissions to reduce and as a result to not be
a problem. This is contrary to a report by URS for WCC (2014). If increase
in emissions is added to the expected increase in traffic promised by the
airport, then the contribution of the airport to emissions becomes highly
problematic.

e WCC claims to lead by example, yet there is no proposal to reduce its own
flight emissions by encouraging video conferencing, or scrapping its
support for the airport extension.

* [nternational air travel is likely to drop within the next 20 years due to
climate change, through the combination of the reduction in acceptability
of air travel, and the increase in fuel prices (Royal Society of New Zealand
report on climate change, 2016). [t makes no sense to support the airport
extension based on the premise to fill at least one daily long-haul flight to
80% capacity (what is needed to attract an airline to fly long-haul to
Wellington).

Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan

$1 million is proposed to continue business as usual. Repairing the car park and
the walls will only lead to the same outcome: they will be damaged at the next
Southerly storm. This is pouring money down the drain. A holistic and novel
approach needs to be devised, that will be future-proof.

e The current system does not cope with current storms. How will it cope
with the increase in strength and frequency of storms that is forecast (and
already happening)?

e Coastal erosion is expected to be one of our biggest challenges, we need to
future-proof the issue (Royal Society of New Zealand report on climate
change, 2016).

* The proposed airport extension is expected to result in an increase in the
wave height at the car park and immediately behind the spur groin, the
two exact positions where there are already damages. The increase is at
least a staggering metre height wave on top of the height of those large
waves (NIWA report in WIAL's submission). This is expected to increase
the frequency and level of damage of these areas. Stop your support for
the airport extension.

* Furthermore, the airport is proposing a wave-focusing device of almost
the size of the ‘cake tin’ in the middle of the bay. It would potentially
increase the height and quality of surf-able waves. However, it would also
increase the height of storm waves, making erosion and damage to the
centre of the Bay more likely. This is already an area under stress, and
further stress should not be added. Stop the wave-focusing plan, and the
airport extension.

Access to references
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Royal Society of New Zealand report on climate change, 2016.
http://www.royalsociety.org.nz/expert-advice /papers/yr2016/climate-change-
implications-for-new-zealand/

AECOM: Concept feasibility and design report, 2015 -
www.connectwellington.co.nz

NIWA: Coastal processes assessment, 2015 - www.connectwellington.co.nz
URS: greenhouse gas report, 2014 -
http://wellington.govt.nz/%7E/media/services/environment-and-
waste/environment/files/greenhouse-gas-inventory-web.pdf

Tonkin and Taylor: sea level rise options, 2013 -

http://wellington.govt.nz/~/media/services/environment-and-
waste/environment/files/61579-wcc-sea-level-rise-options.pdf
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Living Streets Aotearoa %

Lkhek AARRER

www.livingstreets.org.nz

Submission from Living Streets Aotearoa on

Wellington City Council Annual Plan 2016 and Low Carbon Plan

Contact person: Ellen Blake

Email: wellington@livingstreets.org.nz
Phone: 0211067139

Date: 29 April 2016

Submission

Living Streets Aotearoa thanks the Council for this opportunity to submit on these important
proposals.

Proposal 1 Low carbon plan
We support the WCC plan to lower Wellington’s Carbon Footprint and see this as an urgent
priority.

We applaud the WCC for providing the website Climate Calculator that allows people to assess
different options for climate mitigation and adaptation. This is a really important tool to help
people appreciate what actions will be required. We look forward to the impact of more walking
on climate change mitigation being included in the calculations.

The plan identifies that housing, transport, and water infrastructure will still be in use in 50 years
and the need for good maintenance and design is supported.

We support WCC targets for carbon reductions both for the council and the city.
We applaud the CEMARS certification of WCC.

e Pillar1
We support review of Minimum parking requirements in all areas with a view to their removal.

e Pillar 2
These proposals are very weak.
More people walking can contribute to lowering carbon emissions.
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WCC has arole to ensure carbon reduction by all developments having good walking access that
encourages walking, good public transport provision and safe cycleways. The northern suburbs
have been identified as a high car use, poor sustainable transport area and should be a priority to
improve the poor design and service. All roading contracts should include proper quality
standards for pedestrians (based on the NZ Pedestrian Planning and Design Guide) with proper
supervision of the contracts.

The Urban Growth plan adopted the sustainable transport hierarchy and so we would expect this
plan to support that with some bold new walking initiatives. A priority to investigate the impact
of walking initiatives on lowering carbon emissions in Wellington should be a priority.

There are no proposals to increase walkability being considered - this should be a priority as the
most important aspect of the transport hierarchy.

What steps are WCC taking to encourage staff to walk around our compact city?

A significant increase in school travel planning with a focus on walking and public transport use
is urgently needed and should receive dedicated funding.

WCC should be ensuring that its transport assets support carbon reduction, for instance

s by optimising bus stops to ensure operational efficiency and increased patronage;

* by better use of roadspace through footpath widening, bus lanes, and separate cycleways;

s by maintaining the trolleybus overhead network so that it is still capable of being used if
the Regional Council changes its short-sighted trolleybus abandonment policy;

s by integrating the cable car with the Metlink public transport network;
by signposting all walking tracks, rather than hiding many of them behind “No exit” signs
that apply only to vehicles, not to people;
reviewing intersections so pedestrians crossing have a good level of service

s include emissions from the airport and its operations (including the effects of any runway
extension) in the picture.

Car sharing and electric vehicles are way down the priority and this should be reflected in the
actions - we hope footpaths are not considered for EV charging stations; this pedestrian space is
already too crowded.

Public transport does not enjoy sufficient road space to make it the premier mode for travelling
longer distances. Proper bus priority needs to be developed and should be part of this plan -
WCC determine road space allocation and priority. We urge Council to introduce traffic-light pre-
emption equipment on buses and on traffic-light control equipment. Once commissioned, this
system will enable buses approaching red traffic lights to have them go green. This will speed the
movement of buses, especially through intersections such as those along the Golden Mile. We
recommend that Council check if this equipment is already fitted to buses and traffic-light control
equipment, and ask that it be commissioned urgently. We urge WCC to declare the Golden Mile
car-free, truck-free, and van-free, in the morning and afternoon peaks, to facilitate the movement
of buses,

Proposal 2 Urban development agency

One month to consult on this significant change is not enough.

The ‘barriers to development’ are not well explained, there is a lot of rhetoric and not enough
detail to properly consider this proposal.
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What policy would constrain the Board, and be the blueprint for action?

Is affordable housing going to be quality housing - many apartment developments were not?
Large scale council projects - what are these?

We would be concerned at a loss of democratic representation with the creation of another
Council Controlled Organisation - what will elected councillors role be?

Would be very concerned if this becomes a regional agency - is this amalgamation by stealth?
Attracting the right talent - what constraints on foreign and non-Wellington developers being
part of this?

Who would be on the Board? Will there be a gender balance? Wellington people?

And an independent review group - who will be on that?

Council has not been good at picking development opportunities - there is not a good case put
forward for Council involvement.

Proposal 5 Kilbirnie Business District

Seems like a good local initiative - we look forward to improved walkability which is shown to
increase retail competiveness.

What will the rate money be used for?

Proposal 6 New initiatives
e Ngauranga to airport $375,000
Repurpose money from bus priority to walking.
It is unclear what this is about - we need both bus priority, and walking in CBD.

e Middleton Road
Is this a ‘shared path’?
We do not support shared paths, they are not as safe for pedestrians and they are a disincentive
to walking,
Spend the money on quality footpaths and safe cycleways.

s Place-making
We support the place-making initiatives

Long term plan implementation

We support fencing dog exercise areas - these help keep dogs under control while off the lead - a
win for dog owners and pedestrians.

¢ Harbour Escarpment Walkway - Waihinahina to Kaiwharawhara
We support the new path for walkers - but is this actually a walkway, or is it ‘shared’?

¢ North Kumutoto area
How will these design improvements occur?

e Safer Speeds
We support this initiative

s Urban Activation Fund
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We support this fund and look forward to good pedestrian design principles being used including
improvement in wayfinding

e Operational projects - improvements
We support the Te Mahana project to address homelessness in Wellington - liveable cities don't
have ‘homeless’ people.

* Trails upgrade
We note tracks are no longer referred to as walking tracks. Local trail users - We expect that
these upgrades will be consulted on with the significant majority walking users before plans are
finalised, not as we have recently seen. Catering to the minority on our walkways will reduce
their amenity for walkers. Beginning riders do not have the skills to use walking tracks. There is a
serious gap in knowledge of track users - a robust review of current and potential users needs to
be undertaken by someone who is not wedded to mountainbiking

e Budget
Identifies over $7 million for pedestrian network opex and $4.6 million for capex
What do we get for this?

We would like to be heard in support of our submission,

About Living Streets

Living Streets Aotearoa is New Zealand’s national walking and pedestrian organisation, providing
a positive voice for people on foot and working to promote walking friendly planning and
development around the country. Our vision is “More people choosing to walk more often and
enjoying public places”.

The objectives of Living Streets Aotearoa are:

« to promote walking as a healthy, environmentally-friendly and universal means of transport
and recreation

- to promote the social and economic benefits of pedestrian-friendly communities

- to work for improved access and conditions for walkers, pedestrians and runners including
walking surfaces, traffic flows, speed and safety

. toadvocate for greater representation of pedestrian concerns in national, regional and urban
land use and transport planning.

For more information, please see: www.livingstreets.org.nz
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Talava Sene

From: Robin Goulden <rob.goulden@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Friday, 29 April 2016 11:06 a.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: Annual Plan submissions 2016.

Dear Submission managers.
| have spoken with Mr Neil Mclnnes (WCC this morning.
Today is closing day for Annual Plan submissions. | have been givem an extension until Tuesday 2nd May 2016.

I wish to make a number of oral submissions so could you please book me a spot to present thoughs. | am told i have
5 minutes for each one and would prefer to present in the mornings. after 9.30 a.m.

I wish to submit on the following subjects

1. Council spending and debt. change in thinking

2. Boat ramps and marina facilities.

3. Proposed cycleways and spending.

4. Democratic process, transaparency and consultation.
Please advise.

Regards

Rob Goulden

ED JP MBA
Ph 0274348751
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