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Have your say!

You can make a short presentation to the Councillors at this meeting. Please let us know by noon the working day
before the meeting. You can do this either by phoning 04-803-8334, emailing public.participation@wcc.govt.nz or
writing to Democracy Services, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington, giving your name, phone
number, and the issue you would like to talk about. All Council and committee meetings are livestreamed on our
YouTube page. This includes any public participation at the meeting.
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AREA OF FOCUS

The role of the Strategy and Policy 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 covered in the
Long-Term Plan (Governance, Environment, Economic Development, Cultural Wellbeing,
Social and Recreation, Urban Development and Transport) with particular focus on the
priority areas of Council.

The Strategy and Policy Committee works closely with the Annual Plan/Long-Term Plan
Committee to achieve its objective.

To read the full delegations of this Committee, please visit wellington.govt.nz/meetings.

Quorum: 8 members
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1. Meeting Conduct

1.1 Karakia

The Chairperson will open the meeting with a karakia.

Whakataka te hau ki te uru,
Whakataka te hau ki te tonga.
Kia makinakina ki uta,

Kia mataratara ki tai.

E h1 ake ana te atakura.

He tio, he huka, he hauhd.
Tihei Mauri Ora!

Cease oh winds of the west

and of the south

Let the bracing breezes flow,

over the land and the sea.

Let the red-tipped dawn come

with a sharpened edge, a touch of frost,
a promise of a glorious day

At the appropriate time, the following karakia will be read to close the meeting.

Unuhia, unuhia, unuhia ki te uru tapu nui

Kia watea, kia mama, te ngakau, te tinana,
te wairua

| te ara takati

Koia ra e Rongo, whakairia ake ki runga
Kia watea, kia watea

Ae ra, kua watea!

1.2 Apologies

Draw on, draw on

Draw on the supreme sacredness
To clear, to free the heart, the body
and the spirit of mankind

Oh Rongo, above (symbol of peace)
Let this all be done in unity

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.

1.3 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.

1.4 Confirmation of Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on 4 June 2020 will be put to the Strategy and Policy

Committee for confirmation.

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 Strategy and

Policy Committee.
The Chairperson shall state to the meeting:

1. The reason why the item is not on the agenda; and
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2. The reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until a subsequent meeting.

The item may be allowed onto the agenda by resolution of the Strategy and Policy
Committee.

Minor Matters relating to the General Business of the Strategy and Policy Committee.

The Chairperson shall state to the meeting that the item will be discussed, but no resolution,
decision, or recommendation may be made in respect of the item except to refer it to a
subsequent meeting of the Strategy and Policy Committee for further discussion.

1.6 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.

Requests for public participation can be sent by email to public.participation@wcc.govt.nz, by
post to Democracy Services, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington, or by phone
at 04 803 8334, giving the requester's name, phone number and the issue to be raised.
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2,

General Business

PROPOSED TRAFFIC RESOLUTIONS FOR TEMPORARY STREET
CHANGES - COVID-19 RESPONSE PROJECTS

Purpose

1.

This report describes the proposed street changes associated with the first five

Innovating Streets COVID-19 response temporary projects:

. Brooklyn Road — uphill bike lane on Brooklyn Road between Willis Street and
Ohiro Road

. Evans Bay Parade — bike lane between Greta Point and Cobham Drive

. Massey Road - a 3 km two way shared walking/ cycling path on Massey Road
created by prohibiting traffic one way from Scorching Bay to Shelly Bay

° Onepu Road — bike lanes on either side of Onepu Road between Rongotai Road
and Leonie Gill Pathway

. Stout Street — increased space for pedestrians by removing parking from one
side of the street

2. It includes a package of traffic resolutions required to formalise the kerbside parking
and other changes necessary for the implementation and operation of these temporary
projects.

3. Aspects of the Evans Bay Parade proposal has been adjusted in response to feedback
and community concerns, resulting is the use of Cogg Park for pedestrians and cyclists
and other micromobility users in order to retain the on-street parking provision.

4.  An outline of the revenue implications of these initiatives is provided in the Supporting
Information section of this report but equate to approximately $35k per month.

Recommendation/s

That the Strategy and Policy Committee:

1. Receive the information.

2. Note the various roading, traffic and place making changes to the road corridors which
are incorporated in the project designs.

3. Approve the attached amendments to the Traffic Restrictions pursuant to the provisions

of the Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008.

TR98-20 Evans Bay Road temporary cycle lane

TR99-20 Brooklyn Road temporary cycle lane

TR100-20 Onepu Road temporary cycle lane

TR101-20 Massey Road temporary shared path

TR102-20 Stout Street temporary increase in pedestrian space

PO T®
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Background

5.

10.

11.

12.
13.

Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency announced the Innovating Streets for People pilot
fund on the 3 April 2020 to help councils create more people-friendly spaces in our
towns and cities. This pilot fund of $7 million provides councils with a 90% funding
assistance rate (FAR) as well as capability building support for successful applicants,
including participation in a ‘community of practice’.

The purpose of the fund is to enable councils to use temporary ‘tactical urbanism’
interventions to test and pilot projects to develop new urban spaces in collaboration
with communities and stakeholders and help demonstrate their value to the community.
These might include temporary pop-ups, pilots, trials or interim treatments.

Proposals for non-COVID-19 related proposals were required to demonstrate a
pathway to permanent installation and alignment with Council strategies in order to be
successful. WCC has sent in applications for five non-COVID-19 projects and are
awaiting feedback from Waka Kotahi.

Due to the COVID-19 global pandemic and the current requirements for social
distancing, our transport systems and services could be significantly impacted for the
foreseeable future. Waka Kotahi has supported the consideration of COVID-19
response temporary projects on a case-by-case basis, providing councils with an
opportunity to adapt their streets to better support active and safe transport needs,
while following official advice about people movement.

From late March, officers considered around 80 projects originating from a mix of
community suggestions, councillors, Greater Wellington Regional councillors,
Wellington City Council staff and special interest groups. These were screened based
on a number of criteria including:

e appropriateness as a response to COVID-19 — i.e. it would enable social
distancing or the use of active modes

e suitablity for trialling
e a pathway to permant installation
e alignment with Council’s strategic direction.

Projects were screened out at this stage if they did not meet the above criteria. Ideas
that met these criteria were advanced to a short list.

Seven COVID-19 projects were selected and approved for submission to Waka Kotahi

by Council on 7 May 2020.

. Approval for 90% funding (equivalent to around $740k based on estimated cost
of $820K) was given by Waka Kotahi on 13 May 2020.

This report proposes the implementation of the first five of the seven temporary
COVID-19 projects.

The other two COVID-19 projects will be presented to Council on 24 June 2020.

These COVID-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to provide
increased mode choice and enable social distancing. The changes, whilst temporary,
align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the plan to move more
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people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. So we will
be able to learn from them.

ltem 2.1

14. We will be using temporary materials that can be easily moved or removed — so we can
trial, monitor and test things once they are in place. While they’re in place, we’ll make it
easy for people to let us know what's worked well, and what hasn’t, with a dedicated
resource in the City Design and Place Planning Business Unit. If things don’t work — or
we need to adapt because things change — we’ll be able to quickly and cost effectively
alter the designs based on feedback from users, businesses and the community.
15. These installations are expected to be in placefor as long as safe distancing is required
— until there is a vaccine. We do not know how long that will be.
16. Whilst the Traffic Resolutions were open for feedback, a large team of transport
engineers and urban designers progressed the designs, including an in-house design
review and safety audit. These designs are attached to the Traffic Resolution papers
for information.
17. Contractors have been provided concept plans for programming resources and
materials.
Discussion
18. Consultation on the first five COVID-19 response projects started on 15 May 2020 and
included some high-level concept designs of the proposed installations. We used the
Traffic Resolution process to consult and these were advertised on 15 May 2020. We
have also dropped information to properties and businesses along the routes as well as
holding Zoom meetings on request with the Miramar and Kilbirnie BIDs as well as the
Brooklyn Residents Association.
Summary
Traffic Resolution Summary
Traffic Project Description Estimated Delivery Impact
Resolution total cost) by
TR98-20 Evans Bay Install 1,579 metres of $130,000 Late June  Improves safety for people on
Parade temporary cycle lane along bikes and gives people more
the east side of Evans Bay choice in how they get around
Parade. and enable social distancing
along Evans Bay Parade.
Removal of approx. 140
unrestricted parking spaces.
Removal of 14 x P120 spaces
TR99-20 Brooklyn Install a 1,200 metre $110,000 Mid July Improved safety for people on
Road temporary uphill cycle lane bikes
on Brooklyn Road between Removal of 139 coupon
Willis Street and Ohiro parking spaces
Road
TR100-20 Onepu Install 900 metres of $40,000 Mid June Improved safety for people on
Road temporary cycle lanes on bikes
either side of Onepu Road Removal of 41 x P60 car
between Rongotai Road parking spaces
and Leonie Gill Pathway
TR101-20 Massey Convert one traffic lane to $130,000 Mid July Improved safety for

Iltem 2.1 Page 9
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Road

a two-way 3 km shared
pedestrian/cycling path
Prohibit vehicles from
travelling from Scorching
Bay to Shelly Bay

pedestrians and people on
bikes

TR102-20

Stout Street

Increase space for
pedestrians

$60,000

Mid June

Increased space for
pedestrians to comply with
COVID-19 social distancing
guidelines.

Removal of 39 metered
parking spaces

Relocation of motorcycle
parking and two mobility parks

19. We received over 1,400 individual submissions to the five Traffic Resolutions with
many submitters having their say on each proposal, resulting in a total of 3,079
individual submissions. In addition to this, we have been notified of an e-petition to
Parliament opposing the temporary street changes on Evans Bay Parade (Greta Point
to Cobham Drive) and their effects on Greta Point café, which has over 300 signatures.

Traffic Resolutions' Submissions

Summary

TR98-20 (Part of) Evans Bay Parade
TR99-20 (Part of) Brooklyn Road
TR100-20 (Part of) Onepu Road

TR101-20 (Part of) Massey Road (Shelly Bay 410
to Scorching Bay)

TR102-20 (Part of) Stout Street

TOTAL

Support

377
610
316

294

2,007

Against Total Support Against
290 667 57% 43%

354 964 63% 37%

164 480 66% 34%

151 561 73% 27%

92 386 76% 24%
1,051 3,058

20. We have provided officers’ responses to each submission opposing the proposals and
these are included with each Traffic Resolution.

21. The general themes and responses are summarised below:

Page 10
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Key Themes of
Opposing
Submissions

Project

Businesses will be affected
by removal of car parks

Parking loss

Waste of money

Why bother, we are almost
at Level 1

Why install in winter when
cyclist numbers drop

Proposals driven by a pro-
cyclist agenda

Safety concerns

Insufficient consultation
period

Design won't achieve its
intended purpose

It is unclear how or why
these projects were chosen

Why has this started so
late in the COVID-19 crisis

Increased difficulty for Evans
kayakers to access boat Bay
ramp at Cog Park
Evans
Bay
Greta Point Café needs the
parking spaces to cater for
customers
There is no need to close ~ Brooklyn

the passing lane as the
road is wide enough.

Specific

Officers' Response

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but
we also know from a lot of research around the world that removing car
parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths generally does not have a
negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project.

The proposal is being implemented as a low-cost scheme requiring the
minimum of installation to keep people on bikes and on foot safe. This
project is co-funded by NZTA as a COVID-19 response project to give
people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

These COVID-19-related street changes are temporary. They will be in place
as long as safe distancing is, or might be required — until there is a vaccine

While the number of people who ride isn’t as high as in warmer months,
there are people who choose to ride all year round.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are
provided a safe area to ride.

As these are temporary COVID-19 response projects, we have balanced the
desire to provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback
with the need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using
temporary materials that can be easily moved or removed — so we can trial,
monitor, and test things once they are in place. While they're in place, we’ll
make it easy for people to provide feedback on what’s working well, and
what isn’t. Some adjustments are possible.

We will be using temporary materials that can be easily removed — so we
can trial, monitor and test things once they are in place. While they're in
place, we’'ll make it easy for people to let us know what’'s worked well, and
what hasn’t. If things don’t work — or we need to adapt because things
change — we’ll be able to quickly and cost effectively alter the designs based
on feedback from users, businesses and the community

A long list of projects was considered and a shortlist derived based on a
number of factors including risk, buildability and alignment with long term
strategic objectives. The projects were chosen on their ability to be
implemented quickly and cost effectively, provide benefit to cyclist and
pedestrians in meeting social distancing guidelines and in line with our city
and regional goals to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.

Work started on the selection of these projects in late March.

The proposal has been adjusted, with the temporary cycleway now planned
to go through Cog Park so some of the existing parking adjacent to the park
could be retained.

We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses and
residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the
road. The availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of
the scheme and adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be
installed using temporary materials that can be easily removed — so we can
trial, monitor and test things once they are in place. If parking remains an
issue we can clearly identify the problem and adapt the design quickly and
cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses and the
community.

The removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road will help reduce the
conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing
lane.

Item 2.1
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Brooklyn
Bus stops and cycle lanes The bus stops will be moved toward the traffic lane clear of the cycle lane
are a known safety hazard. and provision made for bus passengers to safely cross the cycle lane.

Onepu We know the removal of car parking concerns some, but we also know from
a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and

The loss of 41 car parks is widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and

too many hospitality businesses. The removal of 41 on street carparks must be viewed
in the context of the relatively high number of off street car parks within close
vicinity.

The entire road needsto  Massey . . ) .

be upgraded Road Upgrading roads is outside the scope of these temporary projects.

: Stout . .
Not enough pedestrians to Street Approximately 9,500 pedestrians per day use Stout Street under normal
warrant this conditions.

Examples of Supporting Submissions g;oejgﬁ;[c
Supported as it will improve safety for people on bikes
Hope it becomes permanent
Will improve health and wellbeing
These changes are a good start but please go further
Excellent. This fills in the 'gap’ between on-road cycle lanes at Greta Point and E
vans Bay

the new path at Cobham Drive
Great to have a commuter route for e-bikes to relieve bus pressure.

Brooklyn Road

As for the loss of car parks, I've never seen anything like 139 cars parked on

the uphill side of Brooklyn Rd — hard to imagine there are nearly that many to

Brooklyn Road

lose. Nevertheless

Great showcase for our natural scenery Massey Road
The temporary cycle lanes you've proposed are not only a sensible public

health measure for a pandemic, but for a future in which we want our Massey Road
communities and our environment in good health

Consider making Stout Street pedestrian only Stout Street
Great to see more space for walking in the city Stout Street

Safer cycling for those doing short trips for shopping or errands, limiting the
amount of cars coming to the area and parking required.

Onepu Road

This would encourage use of this route Onepu Road

22.

23.

There have been many comments and questions as to the “temporary” nature of these
schemes, specifically how long they will be in place. The reality is that we do not know
how long the threat of COVID-19 will be present in New Zealand. Some are of the view
that we will be COVID free within 2 weeks whilst others are of the view that the virus
will have a much longer tail. Either way the timing of any relaxation of border
restrictions will be critical in terms of a timeframe to returning to any kind of business as
usual. The sooner that occurs potentially the higher the risk of a second wave of
COVID-19 noting that the Government appears to be taking a conservative approach in
this regard.

While it is true that we have moved down through the alert levels far more quickly than
originally expected the Ministry of Health is still indicating that it is “pursuing an
elimination strateqgy that seeks to eradicate or minimise cases of COVID-19 from New
Zealand to a level that is manageable by the health system, until a vaccine becomes
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24,

25.

26.

available to achieve population-level immunity”[1] As such in terms of central
government guidance our position remains to follow MoH guidelines and aim for the
availability of a vaccine as being the endpoint in this pandemic.

We are also monitoring public attitudes and behaviours to active and public transport
and what we know from our weekly City Recovery Insights survey, 37% have indicated
they intend to use more active modes of transport (61%, the same, and 2% less) and
the equivalent number have indicated they will reduce their reliance on Public
Transport (58% the same and 5% more).

No one can say with any certainty what will happen over the next few months and even
years. lItis Officers’ view that the implementation of these projects will provide
increased options for our residents in how they choose to travel whilst also making it
easier to maintain social distance now and if new outbreaks occur. We will be actively
monitoring these projects and reporting back to Council if any changes are required.

Once we are at the “endpoint” of the pandemic Council will determine, based on our
ongoing monitoring of the schemes, whether to proceed with a permanent solution via
our standard investment process or to revert back to the current status quo via the
Traffic Resolution process. Both processes will require engagement with the
community.

Risks and Mitigations

27. Moving at great speed to design schemes of this nature presents risks and challenges
and these are listed below
Risks Mitigations
An extensive team of transport engineering and urban design specialists have been working
Scope together on the designs of these schemes.
We will be monitoring the performance of the schemes from day one and will act quickly to
adapt on the basis of feedback from users, businesses and the community.
Whilst there was a real desire from Council to act with speed to design these schemes, there
was also an acknowledgement that we needed to consult as widely as possible in the time
available. We have received a good level of engagement and response (1,400+), with between
Delivery 55%—76% of support for all schemes.
Our maintenance contractors have already programmed this work into their work programme
so it can be delivered to time. Should the projects NOT proceed, there will be the requirement
to re-programme work and demobilise resources.
Cost Waka Kotahi has indicated it will cover its funding portion (90%) of all opex costs regardless of
project status as long as we can demonstrate we have met the conditions of approval.
Options
28. The Council can approve all projects to proceed.
29. The Council can approve a sub-set of projects to proceed.
30. The Council can decline all projects and further work will stop. Officers recommend that

we continue with the delivery of these COVID-19 projects under urgency to ensure we
can provide increased choice of transport mode for our residents and enable social
distancing whilst the COVID-19 threat is present which could be until there is a vaccine.

M covID-19 Health and Disability System Response Plan -
https://www.health.govt.nz/publication/covid-19-health-and-disability-system-response-plan
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31. These changes are also very much aligned to our long-term strategic goals, including
the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change.

32. The attached Traffic Resolutions detail the proposed street changes to the use of road

space.

33. Also attached is a full set of submissions to each Traffic Resolution.

Attachments
Attachment 1.  Table of Traffic Resolutions Legal Description SPC 11 June Page 17
2020 §

Attachment 2.  Evans Bay Parade TR98-20 - TR Report Page 23
Attachment 3.  Evans Bay Parade TR98-20 - Submissions & Responses § Page 37
Attachment 4. Brooklyn Road TR99-20 - TR Report § Page 141
Attachment 5.  Brooklyn Road TR99-20 - Submissions & Responses § Page 155
Attachment 6.  Onepu Road TR100-20 - TR Report § Page 329
Attachment 7. Onepu Road TR100-20 - Submissions & Responses § Page 339
Attachment 8.  Massey Road TR101 - TR Report § Page 385
Attachment 9.  Massey Road TR101-20 - Submissions & Responses § Page 389
Attachment 10.  Stout Street TR102-20 - TR Report §. Page 441
Attachment 11. Stout Street TR102-20 - Submissions & Responses I Page 449
Authors Wendy Ferguson, Project Coordinator

Lindsey Hill, Project Coordinator, Network Operations

Monique Vincent, EA, Transport and Infrastructure
Authoriser Siobhan Procter, Manager, Transport and Infrastructure

Vida Christeller, Manager City Design & Place Planning

David Chick, Chief City Planner
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Engagement and Consultation

We advertised Traffic Resolutions for these projects and hand-delivered letters along
effected routes. The Traffic Resolutions were open for comment for 2 weeks from the 15
May 2020 to the 28 May 2020. During this period we held Zoom meetings with the Miramar
and Kilbirnie BIDs as well as the Brooklyn Residents Association.

Treaty of Waitangi considerations

The Evans Bay Parade project and the Massey Road project are located in sites of
significance for Mana Whenua, as these stretches of coast enable access to Te Whanganui-
a-Tara and important sources of kai moana. We have not received any official view from
Mana Whenua, but have received support for all the Innovating Streets projects from the
Taranaki Whanui representative we approached in relationship to this project.

Financial implications
Funding of these five COVID response projects
- The proposed projects would require $470,000 total, $47,000 WCC share of

operational cost funding which is expected to be covered by the existing City
Design and Place Planning budget.

- Base on the estimated timeline, $217,000 will likely to be spent on these projects
by June 30", which would require $21,700 to be funded out of the current year’s
internal savings.

- This means that the remaining $25,300 will be funded by the business unit’s
20/21 OPEX budget. This is achievable because of the reimbursement for labour
costs of City Design and Place Planning staff who are currently working on
LGWNM. This reimbursement is likely to be at least $229k a year.

Impact of resulted loss of parking revenue on rates

- The projects would also remove on average around $34,127 per month of parking
revenue. This is in addition to the parking revenue loss in 2020/21, forecast to be
over $7m due to the effects of COVID-19. There are no increases to parking fees
being proposed for 2020/21 therefore Council is not planning on mitigating.

- Over a year, the loss of parking revenue from these five projects would equate to

up to around $409,524 and would add up to 0.12% to the currently proposed
5.1% rates increase. The proposed projects are short term in nature therefore
their benefit is attributed to 2020/21 year.

- This impact is in addition to the proposed 2020/21 Annual Plan which carries
significant risks and a substantial organisational savings target.

- Summary on the impact of loss of parking revenue on overall rates increase

in 2020/21
Parking area Converted Average Annual Addition
affected Carparks monthly equivalent to Rates

income

Stout St 45 metered $22,231 $266,777 0.08%
Bunny St 3 metered $2,678 $32,139 0.01%
Brooklyn Road 50 coupon $9,217 $110,609 0.03%
Evans Bay 145 restricted,14 x 0 0 0%
Parade P120
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Onepu Road 41 x P60 0 0 0%
. | Massey Road 0 0 0%
Z‘;" Total $34,127 $409,525 | 0.12%

and legislative implications
The recommendations comply with the legal requirements for amendments to traffic
restrictions as laid down in the bylaws.

Risks / legal
Refer Risk Section in body of report.

Climate Change impact and considerations

We need to move more people with fewer vehicles in Wellington especially at peak travel
times. These projects are designed to encourage cycling and walking rather than the private
car, and therefore reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

Communications Plan

The communications plan for these COVID-19 response projects will be further developed to
cover the implementation and the next phase of engagement for those projects which are
approved. The Traffic Resolution process provided an initial opportunity to provide some
feedback ahead of these changes. Work is now under way to provide easy ways for people
to provide feedback once the temporary projects are in place — so they can be adjusted if
necessary, and so we can learn from them.

Health and Safety Impact considered
We have considered the safety impacts of these proposals with the aim to improve safety of
all road users.
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Evans Bay Parade, Haitaitai (TR98-20) Two way pop-up bike Lane

Delete from Schedule A (Time Limited) of the Traffic Resolutions Schedule

Column One Column Two

Column Three

Evans Bay Parade P120, Monday to Sunday | East Side, commencing 412 metres
8am-6pm north of its intersection with Rata
Road and extending in a northerly
direction following the eastern
kerbline for 27.5 metres
Evans Bay Parade P120, Monday to Sunday | South Side, commencing 198.5

8am- 6pm

metres north of the prolongation of
its intersection with Rata Road (Grid
Coordinates x=1,750,722.4m
y=5,425,813.9m) and extending in
an easterly direction following the
southern kerbline for 35 metres.

Add to Schedule | (Cycle Lane) of the Traffic Resolutions Schedule

Column One Column Two

Column Three

Evans Bay Parade Cycle Lane

East side, commencing 248 metres
north of its intersection with Cobham
Drive (Grid coordinates
X=1,750,314.65m Y=5,425,015.35m)
and extending in a northerly direction
following the eastern kerb line for
1,414 metres.

Brooklyn Road, Brooklyn (TR99-20) pop-up uphill

bike lane

Delete from Schedule A (Time Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two

Column Three

Brooklyn Road P5,
Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

East side, commencing 139 metres
west of its intersection with Nairn
Street and extending in a southerly
direction following the southern
kerbline for 17 metres.

Add to Schedule | (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

East side, commencing 28 metres
west of its northern intersection with
Nairn  Street (Grid Coordinates
X=1,748,193.16m
Y=5,426,726.71m) and extending in
a southerly direction, following the
eastern kerbline for 470 metres

Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

East side, commencing from its
southern intersection with Nairn
Street (Grid
CoordinatesX=1,748,145.07m
¥=5,426,293.51m) and extending in
a southerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 207 metres

Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

East side, commencing from its
intersection with Bidwill Street (Grid
coordinates X=1,748,127.76m
¥Y=5,426,183.9m) and extending in a
southerly then westerly direction for
336.5 metres

Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

South side, commencing from its
intersection with Washington Avenue

(Grid coordinates X=1,747,863.35m

Iltem 2.1, Attachment 1: Table of Traffic Resolutions Legal Description SPC 11 June 2020
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Y=5,426,128m) and extending in a
westerly direction for 163 metres

Onepu Road, Kilbirnie (TR100-20) pop-up bike lanes both sides

Delete from Schedule A (Time Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Onepu Road

P60,
At all times

East side, commencing 140.5
mefres south of its intersection with
Rongatai Road and extending in a
southerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 26 metres

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

West side, commencing 15.5 melres
north of its intersection with Coutts
Street and extending in a northerly
direction following the western
kerbline for 34.5 metres.

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

West side, commencing 61 melres
north of its intersection with Coutls
Street and extending in a northerly
direction following the western
kerbline for 69.5 metres.

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

West side, commencing 141 metres
north of its intersection with Coutts
Street and extending in a northerly
direction following the western
kerbline for 27.5 metres.

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

West side, commencing 168.5
metres north of its intersection with
Coutts Street and extending in a
northerly direction following the
western kerbline for 14 metres.

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

West side, commencing 191 metres
north of its intersection with Coutts
Street and extending in a northerly
direction following the western
kerbline for 8.5 metres

Onepu Road

P60 Monday to Saturday,
8:00am - 6:00pm

East side, commencing 44 metres
south of its intersection with
Rongotai Road and extending in a
southerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 73.5 metres

Add to Schedule | (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Onepu Road

Cycle Lane, At All Times

East side, commencing at its
intersection with Rongotai Road
(Grid Coordinates X=1,750,349.45m
Y=5,424,356.02m) and extending in
a Southerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 210 metres

Onepu Road

Cycle Lane, At All Times

East side, commencing at its

Page 18
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intersection with Coutts Street (Grid
Coordinates X=1,750,286.61m
Y=5,424,137.35m) and extending in
a Southerly direction following the
eastern kerbline for 244 metres

Onepu Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

West side, commencing at its
intersection with Leonie Gill Path
(Grid Coordinates X=1,750,255.79m
Y=5,423,895.64m) and extending in
a Northerly direction following the
western kerbline for 244 metres

Onepu Road Cycle Lane, At All Times

West side, commencing at its
intersection with Coutts Street (Grid
Coordinates X=1,750,281.55m
Y=5,424,158.51m) and extending in
a Northerly direction following the
western kerbline for 210 metres

Massey Road (Shelly Bay to Scorching Bay (TR10
shared bike and walking path

1-20) one-way for cars and a

Add to Schedule C (Direction) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two Column Three

Massey Road One Way Road Commencing al a point

( Direction: Shelley approximately 3,079 metres north of
Bay to Scorching Bay) its intersection with Miramar Ave

(Grid Coordinates X=1,751,627.71m
Y=5424,739.86m) and extending in
a north ,east and south direction, for
3,006 metres

Add to Schedule B (Shared Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Massey Road Shared Zone at All Times

Commencing at a point
approximately 3,079 metres north of
its intersection with Miramar Ave
(Grid Coordinates X=1,751,627.71m
Y=5424,739.86m) and extending in
a north, east and south direction, for
3,006 metres

Stout Street, Central City (TR102-20) wider pedest

rian route on east side

Delete from Schedule B (Class Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two

Column Three

Stout Street Motorcycle Parking, At

All Times

Southeast side, following the
kerbline 11 metres east of ils
intersection with Lambton Quay
(Grid Coordinates
X=2658761.066857 m,
¥=5990200.13679 m) and extending
in a north-easterly direction for 6.5
metlres.

Delete from Schedule F (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two

Column Three

Stout Street Metered mobility parking
- displaying an operation

mobility permit only,

Southeast side, following the
kerbline 79.5 metres east of ils
intersection with Lambton Quay

Iltem 2.1, Attachment 1: Table of Traffic Resolutions Legal Description SPC 11 June 2020
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at all times, P120
Maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am -
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am -
8:00pm, Saturday and
Sunday 8:00am -
6:00pm.

(Grid coordinates x= 1748739.4 m,
y=5428487.9 m), and extending in a
north-easterly direction for 9 metres.
(2 angle car parks)

Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, commencing 82.5
Maximum, Monday to metres northeast of its intersection
Thursday 8:00am - with Whitmore Street (Grid
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | coordinates x= 1748890.5 m, y=
8:00pm, Saturday and 5428587.1 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction following the
kerbline for 17.5 metres. (3 parallel
carparks)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the
Maximum, Monday to kerbline 17.5 metres east of its
Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Lambton Quay
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748739.4 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428487.9 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 20
metres. (6 angle car parks)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the
Maximum, Monday to kerbline 41.5 metres east of its
Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Lambton Quay
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748739.4 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428487.9 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 38
metres. (13 angle car parks)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the
Maximum, Monday to kerbline 46.5 metres northeast of its
Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Ballance Street
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748824.6 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428544.8 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 5.5
melres. (1 parallel carpark)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the
Maximum, Monday to kerbline 9 metres east of its
Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Ballance Street
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748824.6 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428544.8 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 27
metres. (9 angle carparks)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the

Maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am -
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am -
8:00pm, Saturday and
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm.

kerbline 9 metres northeast of its
intersection with Whitmore Street
(Grid coordinates x= 1748890.5 m,
y=5428587.1 m), and extending in a
north-easterly direction for 53.5
metres. (9 parallel carparks)
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P120 Maximum, Monday
to Thursday 8:00am -
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am -
8:00pm, Saturday and
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm.

Stout Street Metered parking, P120 North side, commencing 15.5 metres
Maximum, Monday to east of its intersection with Ballance
Thursday 8:00am - Street (Grid coordinates x=
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | 1748819.4 m, y= 5428549.7 m), and
8:00pm, Saturday and extending in an easterly direction
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. following the northern kerbline for 12
metres. (2 parallel parking spaces)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 North side, commencing 43 metres
Maximum, Monday to east of its intersection with Ballance
Thursday 8:00am - Street (Grid coordinates x=
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | 1748819.4 m, y= 5428549.7 m), and
8:00pm, Saturday and extending in an easterly direction
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. following the northern kerbline for 12
metres. (2 parallel parking spaces)
Stout Street Metered parking, P120 Southeast side, following the
Maximum, Monday to kerbline 79.5 metres east of its
Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Lambton Quay
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748739.4 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428487.9 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 9 metres.
(2 angle car parks)
Stout Street Metered parking, Northwest side, following the
P120 Maximum, Monday | kerbline 13.5 metres northeast of its
to Thursday 8:00am - intersection with Lambton Quay
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | (Grid coordinates x= 1748738.3 m,
8:00pm, Saturday and y=5428494.6 m) and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-easterly direction for 43.5
metres. (13 angle carparks)
Ballance Street Metered parking, Southwest side, commencing 34

metres northwest of its intersection
with Maginnity Street (Grid
coordinates x= 1748854.0 m, y=
5428479.4 m), and extending in a
north-westerly direction following the
kerbline for 29.5 metres. (10 angle
carparks)

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

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Stout Street

Motorcycle Parking, At
All Times

Northwest side, commencing 13.5
metres northeast of its intersection
with Lambton Quay (Grid
Coordinates x= 1748854.0 m, y=
5428479.4 m) and extending in a
north-easterly direction for 10.5
melres.

Add to Schedule F (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Stout Street

Metered parking, P120
Maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am -
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am -
8:00pm, Saturday and
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm.

Northwest side, commencing 24
melres northeast of its intersection
with Lambton Quay (Grid
Coordinates x= 1748854.0 m, y=
5428479.4 m) and extending in a
north-easterly  direction for 33

Iltem 2.1, Attachment 1: Table of Traffic Resolutions Legal Description SPC 11 June 2020
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metres. (10 angle parks)

Ballance Street Metered parking, P120 Southwest side, commencing 34
Maximum, Monday to melres northwest of its intersection
Thursday 8:00am - with Maginnity Street (Grid
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - | coordinates x= 1748854.0 m, y=
8:00pm, Saturday and 5428479.4 m), and extending in a
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. north-westerly direction following the
kerbline for 20 metres. (7 angle
carparks)
Ballance Street Metered mobility parking | Southwest side, commencing 54

- displaying an operation
mobility permit only,

at alf times, P120
Maximum, Monday to
Thursday 8:00am -
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am -
8:00pm, Saturday and
Sunday 8:00am -
6:00pm.

melres northwest of its intersection
with Maginnity Street (Grid
coordinates x= 1748854.0 m, y=
5428479.4 m), and extending in a
north-westerly direction following the
kerbline for 9.5 metres. (2 angle
carparks)

Page 22

Iltem 2.1, Attachment 1: Table of Traffic Resolutions Legal Description SPC 11 June 2020




STRATEGY AND POLICY COMMITTEE

11 JUNE 2020

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

We are proposing a change in your area

Kia ora,

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Pineke

You are receiving this leaflet as we would like to inform you of a proposed change we are making in

or around your neighbourhood/place of business.

Proposal:

What we'd like to do

Install 1,414 metres of temporary Cycle Lane along
the east side of Evans Bay Parade.

Why we are proposing the change

In response to COVID-19 and in an effort to provide
an improved alternative mode of transport,
Wellington City Council is proposing a 2.5 metre wide
cycle way along the sea side of Evans Bay Parade to
ensure the Covid-19 social distancing guidelines can
be achieved.

Location — where we propose to
make the change

Evans Bay Parade, Hataitai— Greta Point to Cobham
Drive

Impact

Improves safety and ensures physical distancing for
pedestrians and cyclists along Evans Bay Parade.

Removal of approx. 140 unrestricted parking spaces.
Removal of 14 P120 restricted parking spaces

Additional Information

To view the legal description for this Traffic
Resolution, an electronic copy of the report will be
available on the Councils website from 9.00am Friday
15 May 2020 at
www.wellington.govt.nz/haveyoursay or you can call
(04) 499 4444 and we will send one out to you.

Reference

TR98-20 Evans Bay Parade - Two way pop-up bike
Lane

Feedback

If you would like to provide us with specific
feedback, you can do so by filling out an online
submission form, downloading a printable
submission form on
www.wellington.govt.nz/haveyoursay or
emailing us at trfeedback@wcc.govt.nz .
Please note if you are giving feedback the
consultation period opens 9.00am Friday 15
May 2020 and finishes 5.00pm Thursday 28
May 2020.

Next Steps

Feedback collated by Friday 5 June 2020.

The proposal will go to SPC Committee on Thursday
11 June 2020.

If approved, the proposal will be installed within the
next 3 months.

Wellington City Council | 10f13
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Traffic Resolution Plan: TR98-20 Evans Bay Parade, Haitaitai — Two way pop-up bike Lane

P120 restricted parking
spaces removed

P120 restricted parking
spaces removed
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As a result of the submissions the proposal has been modified and the detail can be found in the
updated plans below.

In summary the cycle path has been diverted through Cog Park enabling the reinstating of 5 carparks
(one a mobility park); the retention of the existing bus stops and an overall shortening of the route
on the road from 1579m to 1414m.

A copy of the submissions and the Officer’s responses can be found attached to the SPC Committee
Report.

Wellington City Council | 3of13
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We are proposing a change in your area

Legal Description:

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Delete from Schedule A (Time Limited) of the Traffic Resolutions Schedule

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Evans Bay Parade

P120, Monday to
Sunday 8am-6pm

East Side, commencing 412 metres north of
its intersection with Rata Road and
extending in a northerly direction following
the eastern kerbline for 27.5 metres

Column One

Column Two

Column Three

Evans Bay Parade

P120, Monday to
Sunday 8am- 6pm

South Side, commencing 198.5 metres
north of the prolongation of its intersection
with Rata Road (Grid Coordinates
x=1,750,722.4m y=5,425,813.9m) and
extending in an easterly direction following
the southern kerbline for 35 metres.

Add to Schedule | (Cycle Lane) of the Traffic Resolutions Schedule

Column One Column Two Column Three

Evans Bay Parade Cycle Lane East side, commencing 248 metres north of
its intersection with Cobham Drive (Grid
coordinates X=1,750,314.65m
¥=5,425,015.35m) and extending in a
northerly direction following the eastern
kerb line for 1,414 metres.

Prepared By: Renee Corlett (Transport Engineer Assistant)

Approved By: Charles Kingsford (Principal Transport Engineer)

Date: 04/06/2020
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First Name: |Last Name: |oe you Comments about TR98-20: Officers Response

agree?

Tim Parker No As a cyclist, | see this as unnecessary. Social distancing wont affect These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
riding and walking round this area. choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. Providing dedicated space

will also improve the safety of vulnerable road users.

Gaye Bergquist No With the current road works creating a bike lane this would be a The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
waste of council monies, which would be better spent on drainage installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
and water. We are also moving into winter and even your stounchest |Covid response project to give people maore choice in how they get around and enable
cyclist will drive their car to the cbd. social distancing.

While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Tim Henlay No The council is already constructing a cycle way along here, they'll only |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
have to remove the temporary one as s00n as it's put in to allow the |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
further construction. as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. This proposal has

been designed as a quick response but is consistent with the long term plans for the
area,

Nikolaos Zahariadis No It is high time WCC has re-assessed its priorities with the deciding These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more

(Mik) factor being: necessity, urgency of situation and implications if basic  |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
infrastucture is neglected by prioritising projects on the basis of "nice
to have" rather than "must have operational NOW"! Wake up city The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.
councillors before it is too late to save our city!

Jamie Jane No

Aneesha Budhia No

A O'Sullivan No Ridiculous pursuit of an agenda to solve a non existent problem. Can't [These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
believe the council is spending time, effort and money on such a choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
waste unless it is to progress an agenda the ratepayers did not vote The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.
for. At the absolute minimum the council should tell us the cost and  [These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
the impact especially of removing hundreds of car parking spaces. No [policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
wonder the council is becoming a laughing stock. reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Nicola Hawkins No Why are you wasting money on these initiatives? We have plenty of |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
other more important things to think. Having lived overseas in large |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
cities for over 20 years, Wellington doesn't have a traffic problem...

The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Blaire Alder No Comolete waste of money, blatantly pushing your agenda under the |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
|guise of covid-19. No doubt these changes will mysteriously become |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
permanent after the publics attention is diverted elsewhere, i.e. an
ellection. You people are as transparent as a lump of concrete. If we  |The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.
can be trusted to walk behind someone at a safe distance, then why
not next to someone?! Beggars belief, There is a million other things |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
this money could be spent on that would be far more beneficial and  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
productive. But hey, lets just blindly push an agemda through, not my |reduce emissions that cause climate change.
money right?!
Michelle McGuire No Trucks use this road as they can't use the tunnel. NO! Hazardous Will [Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
this really be temporary? | doubt moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
lan Anderson No | would only support this proposal if these temporary changes only These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
last as long as Wellington is in level 2-4 lockdown. It is not clear from |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
the proposal how long the temporary changes are intended to be in  |as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.
place. If the real intention is for these changes to be permanent then
they shouldn't be classified as a temporary response to Covid-19.
Sophie Hart No We are going into winter and less people ride bike when the weather |While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
is bad. Cyclist do not use current cycle ways as it is. If cyclists pay road |choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.
user chargers sure go ahead untill then i do not want my rates and
road user chargers to be used for one type of transportation.
Thomas Guldborg No If there is a barrier between bike and car lanes it is too dangerous Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway protected from moving
cyclists to pass one another, bike lane will become congested, and traffic - this will be done by installing hit sticks rather than a barrier. This ensures
riders will use the road. This will aggravate drivers. Two-way bike vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
lanes do not work, and all the bike lanes you have built are overrun by
pedestrians.
Grace Christison No
T Peters No
Josh White No Make cyclelane in centre of the road. There is a wide median strip The temporary removal of car parks and current median strip provide the necessary
which could be easily converted or dissolved. To have off street space to implement the project.
parking and a cyclelane Think of all those small businesses that are
struggling to survive. And now your thinking about taking away We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
customers parks. Making them go bankrupt. know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
|businesses.
Justin Smith No Waste of money. Fix our water and sewerage This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
David McNicholas No
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Charlotte Jarvis No wate of money. This should not be a focus when other needs are This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
highly required in the city, like public transport issues and water choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
issues. Cyclists dont use the cycle lanes we have and Island bay has
proven this was a waste of time and road use

Chris Maorley-Hall Mo i would like clarification on the following - At the northern end of the |At the Northern end of the proposed scheme cyclists can join the existing on road
proposed bike lane (past NIWA) why does the bike lane not carry on  |facilities where a safe crossing point is already established on the road. Qur long term
along the water side ( eastern side) and connect back up to the cycle |vision is for a two way path on the eastern side of Evans Bay Pde (seaward side) that
way less than 100 m further up . instead i imagine you expect cyclist  |links with the work under construction at the Morth end of Evans Bay Pde with the work
to cross across to the hill side where the current cycle lane is located |happening on Cobham Drive. This temporary path is a Covid response in line with this
? make one cycle way around the bays and make it on the eastern long term vision. In regard to Evans Bay Pde cutside Kilbirnie Park we have recently
side! Also the cycle way should carry on along the eastern side of completed a two way cycleway and footpath on the Western side (St Pats) which is part
kilbirnie park on Evans Bay Parade. This would provide a nice tree of connecting cycleway facility in the Eastern suburbs. There are no plans under this
lined cycle way instead of allocation for car parks under trees. Instead |proposal to add additional facilities. It is also proposed to utilise place-making materials
of just putting water barriers / concrete blocks / road cones in place  |alongside traditional traffic management devices to improve the sense of place and
to define the temporary walk ways/ cycle ways please consider vibrancy of this scheme.
something more appealing such as planters.

robert douglas No | think the council should focus on important matter like - Reducing  |This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
rates to zero for Wellington Business instead of increasing them to choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

5.2% - Getting car moving, for most road users, bikes and scoters are

not an option of getting there kids to school or sports or picking up These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
shopping. - Fixing the Bus problems - Get the library back and running |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
properly 1'm a cyclist, | have a electric scooter and | use the bus. This |reduce emissions that cause climate change.

expenditure is not a priority in the scheme of things and using Corvid

19 to justify it is a complete joke.

Lia Moon No | am against anything that is proposed by or in any way supported by |This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
Julie Anne Genter and the Green Party as a cynical way to progress choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
their agenda under emergency conditions. This proposal is not
properly researched or thought out, nor is it necessary, and JAG and  |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
the Green Party will claim it as a victory when it will deliver nothing of |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
value to the people of Wellington. reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Anna Williams No | agree to most, but not in full. | launch my sea kayak from the boat The proposal has been adjusted, with the temporary cycleway now planned to go
ramp next to Cog Park (393 Evans Bay Pde), as my partner keeps his  |through Cog park so some of the existing parking adjacent to the park could be retained.
kayak at Kupe Canoe Club secure storage there. To get my kayak The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
there, | drive down with it on my roof, and park on the Eastern side of |project.
the road (so | don't have to carry my 5.5m long kayak across the
road), before carrying it down to the boat ramp. The closer | can park
to the boat ramp, the better - in terms of safety for myself,
pedestrians, cyclists, and other road users - as well as convenience. |
prefer to use this boat ramp to launch from because the main other
users of the ramp are non-motorised vessels and craft - and thus it is
safer for me in my sea kayak. What alternatives will be put in place in
terms of parking for recreational users of the boat ramp?
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- Serge Peeters No Does not make sense under Level 2, cost not justified for a temporary |[This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
N solution. Why is this an issue here but not on narrow walking tracks  [choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. social distancing.
E or mountain bike tracks.
) These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
= policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
Anthony Yeo No This looks like a hastily considered proposal driven by a pro-cycling The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
agenda 1) waste of ratepayers' money. 2) we will move to level 1 installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
soon 3) seems like a covert attempt to trial permanent cycle lanes 4) |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
Many other priorities (flooding in Karori, tagging, local business ....) social distancing. social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our
Please do not proceed. city and regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people
with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary. They will be in place as long as
safe distancing is, or might be required - until there is a vaccine
lan Logie |INo Because of the location of Kupe Canoe club in the Sea Scout complex, [The proposal has been adjusted, with the temporary cycleway now planning to go
the loss of parking outside the Sea Scout complex would create a through Cog park in order to retain some of the existing parking around the outside of
dangerous hazard for kayakers, cyclists, and vehicle drivers. The Cog Park. The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to
current car parks allow kayakers to carry their kayaks to the shed and |implement the project.
boat ramp without having to cross the traffic. Many of the current
kayaks are around 5m long. Evans bay parade is a busy road. When a
person commits to cross a road with a kayak on their shoulder, often
they will be able to see just one lane as their view will of the other
lane will be obscured by the kayak. Preferable would be to have the
cycle lanes going onto the wide footpath directly outside the sea
scout centre and keep the parking as it is currently. With the dog
park on the opposite side of the road, car parking is already scarce at
lot of the time.
Sophie Michot No Why does this temporary proposition sound like a permanent one? These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary. They will be in place as long as
We are now at level 2 going to level 1 before the end of this safe distancing is, or might be required ~ until there is a vaccine
consultation and far before the Council meets and review these
propositions i.e. 11th of June. Is it a way for the Council to do work This project has a budget of $200,000.
that it had envisaged without paying the main cost burden {90
percent funded by Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency's Innovating
Streets Fund)? How much money is going into a temporary action?
This public consultation so late in the Covid 19 handling of the crisis is
quite baffling.
Gareth Morgan No I don't believe this is necessary and WCC should restrict unnecessary |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
spending as rates affordability is causing substantial mental and installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe.
financial stress for ratepayers currently. This will be a very visible This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
example of wasteful spending if it goes ahead. choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
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Lucia Bercinskas No Cyclists still use the road effort to develop does no justify the usage  |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
and cost maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

MNathan Meyer No Absolute waste and underhand tactics.Look at Ringotai rd cycle way  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
never used! installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe.

This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

Murray Grindlay No Unnecessary, will hinder traffic flow, the footpath is already a shared |While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
pedestrian/cyclist track. With winter approaching and many people choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe,
back at work, it is unlikely that the number of walkers and cyclists
seen during the lockdown good weather will continue. (I am a cyclist
and occasionally use that route.)

Arthur Pan No It is a waste of money and will be unused whilst causing traffic and The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
safety issues installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a

Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

Phillip Bolton No This appears to be way of installing cycle lanes to the detriment of These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
parking. By the time they are completed it is likely that social choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
distancing will be to a point that these are not required. There is no as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine,
guarantee they will be removed

Kevin Clarke No Keep Lycra lizards confined to a veledrome. Mo response,

Martin White No There just isn't enough traffic to make this necessary. If people can be |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
in the same cafe, cycling past each other without touching is hardly a |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
concern. as safe distancing is, or could be reguired — until there is a vaccine.

Duncan Domett No Why are u doing this now The less disruption the better after what These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
we have just been thru ! choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long

as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine..

Mark Walker No To remove 140 plus car parks from the area will cause absolute chaos, |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
there are multiple apartments in the area with no car parking plus choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
multiple other residences with one car park in a 2 vehicle household. |as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine.
the footpath in this area is already relatively wide. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

project.
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- Mark Huttley No This goes against the long term plan for the area and is a knee jerk These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
N reaction ! The cost is not specified in the proposal and therefore the  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
E value proposition is not proven. The winter months are upon us anc reduce emissions that cause climate change.
) the number of cyclists significantly reducing. A couple of key items While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
- come to mind: when is the road speed going to be reduced along choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.
Evans Bay Parade ideally 30 or 40 Kmh as there are times of the day  |There are currently no plans to reduce the speed limit on this road.
where i take my life in my hands trying to cross the road ? Secondly,
despite large areas having been converted to cycle lanes it is still not
compulsory for cyclists to use the cycle paths and therefore causing
poor traffic flow and endangering cyclists as vehicles attempt to pass
them on very much narrower roads!
Anthony Forlong No | am a cyclist, and in my opinion this is not necessary on this stretch of |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
road. The lost of parking will be a major problem, project.
Jenny Bun No Dear Wellington City Council, We are submitting about proposal TR98- |We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
20 which affects our business directly. Losing our P120 parks across know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
the road makes our business effectively worthless. We respect your  |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
thought to improve travels modes and paying attention to the effects |businesses.
of COVID, but we think it's a bit of an oversight. Since, our business
has also been affected, and if this proposal goes through, it will only
worsen. The act of removing those temporary car parks across the
road from us will affect business because: The majority of our
customers arrive by car, we do not rely heavily on foot traffic.
Approximately 4-6 cars can park there at once, over the span of a day,
that brings a large number of customers to us. Our customer base is
predominantly senior. The car parks are close and accessible for the
elderly. If they cant park there, they dont come in store. We would
appreciate it greatly if this proposal was not followed through, or
possibly not this section of the road. It will have a massive impact on
our business. Thank you.
Rob McGregor No This proposal will remove 159 car parks from an area where car The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parking is already a problem and replace it with a 'temporary’ bike project.
lane - | am opposed to this proposal
John Bishop No This is an extraordinarily stupid proposal even by the standards of the |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
WCC. There is hardly enough room now for cards, and removing the  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
carparks will only make it harder to get around. Drop the idea! reduce emissions that cause climate change.
The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.
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Robbie and  |Selwyn No The volume of bikes does not justify the loss of the carparks. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

Christine Alternatively bikes should ride on the footpath divided by a painted  |project.
white line to separate bikes and pedestrians. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,

policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Daniel Warsaw No | am concerned about some of the elements of the proposed pop-up |We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
cycleway on Evans Bay Parade between Greta Point and Cobham know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
Drive. While I'm wholeheartedly in support of the development of a |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
permanent cycleway between these points, as a resident of Evans Bay |businesses. The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to
Parade | am concerned the current proposal for a temporary implement the project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
cycleway, specifically "TR98-20", does not adequately consider the regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
significant impact on the high density neighbourhood in the Greta fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Point area, particularly the large-scale reduction in on-street parking
spaces in an area where a number of properties have multiple
residents and/or have no off-street parking. Additionally | am
concerned the removal of such a large swathe of on street parking
will exacerbate the already high demand on parking spaces in this
area by users of facilities like the Hataitai Dog Park, Cog Park, Hataitai
Beach and a number of local businesses such as the Greta Point Cafe
(a "destination cafe"), a restaurant, two Day Care Centres, a Motel
and the large NIWA campus. | also ask Council to also ensure that the
pop-up cycle way be aesthetically designed to fit with the unique
cultural and natural heritage along this route, particularly around the
Patent Slip heritage precinct, Cog Park and Hataitai Beach section,
and continue to provide for suitable pedestrian amenity in this area.
Finally this is a very busy road and | believe it would be best to also
reduce speed limits in the narrow, high density area from south of
Hataitai Beach through to NIWA from 50 to 40km/h. In summary,
while | am submitting against the proposal in its current form, | am
not against the concept of both a temporary and a permanent
cycleway being developed appropriately in this area. | ask that Council
further develop this proposal, taking into account issues | have
outlined for our neighbourhood and provide an updated design back

Digby Paape No Citizens are scared of public transport, now, and for a long time to The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
come. They are reverting to cars. More cars on the road mean MORE |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
parks are required and road room.This move of the council has strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
inintended consequences, which are more traffic congestion, slower |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. While the number of cyclists
commuting times, and the need to park further and further from the |drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during winter that
CBD. There will be a few switching to cycles until wintertime. They are |need these facilities to keep them safe.
young, fit, don't shop, or have children. FYl. None of the changes
affect me personally.
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Andronicos

Economous

No

How can you without consultation and with minimum notice decide
on the future of a piece of road you don't live or belong to and by
doing that remove my rights as a rate payer as where | can park and
not park, and furthermore remove my basic ability of visiting a cafe or
restaurant that at my age need close quarter Parkin

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
|project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that
cause climate change .As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have
|balanced the desire to provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback
with the need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary
materials that can be e community informed.

Jon

Pottinger

No

This is totally unnecessary and a complete waste of ratepayers money
and removing the car parks is rediculous. At a time when the cities
infrastructure is in desperate need of major repair what is this
disfuntional Council thinking??

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

JThe removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

andy

economous

No

| oppose to this as it will disrupt and have a impact on many
peoples way of life and ability to earn a living, whether they are the
sea cadets or the Yoga classes or the Greta point cafe or the yacht
club. And any way go down there and see for yourselves if you really
need to remove the bus and car parks.get real

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
|businesses. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Tina

Economous

No

| would like to oppose the change of plans for the bikeway. We need
those car parks - where are we supposed to park? There aren't
enough car parks as it is.

The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
|project. Providing additional space for cyclists and pedestrians to support more mode
choice and social distancing space.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
|policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Murray

Thomas

INo

I am an active Member of the Evans Bay Yacht Club On Race Days
which are most Saturdays in Summer and every 2nd Saturday
saturday in Winter we rely on the parking outside our clubhouse and
the loss if Parking would have a serious effect as there is insufficient
offstreet parking. As a compromise can | ask that for the duration of
the restrictions Members of local clubs and affected residents are
allowed to park in the Marina Trailer park. This area is really full even
on the busiest Summers Day

The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the

|project. Providing additional space for cyclists and pedestrians to support more mode

choice and social distancing space.
These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,

|policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and

reduce emissions that cause climate change.

James

Sheppard

No

Oh my lord Stop screwing up the Eastern suburbs Roads i.e. Crawford
road & Rongotai road are a complete waste of time and valuable
Money & Resources, hardly Anybody uses it nor are they even

Road not on Any of your Stupidly placed cycle lanes !! to this Evans
bay version to be Removing over 160 Carparks and Bus stops is
absolutely unacceptable the Ignorant traffic planners need to go back
to College or maybe Kindy before Ruining more of the Wellington
suburban streets & roads !!

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. These temporary changes
align well with many of our city and regional strategies, policies and goals, including the

Cleaned 2 twice weekly like Not ever ! I'm a Cyclist and | | Ride on the |plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate

change.
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Aaliyah Tainui No Affects the parking for Greta Point Cafe customers The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
protected from maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temparary
materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Dorothy Lee No It is already hard now during the weekend to find a car park to visit We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
my local cafe, taking away even more will make things worse. | also know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
feel for the cafe on Evans Bay Parade as they are a small business and |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
already struggling due to Covid-19. Council should be helping and businesses.
supporting small businesses, NOT making things more difficult for
them. | hope they get some financial support if this goes ahead.

Tola Born No

Hou Hoen No

Mee Moi Edgar No I walk along the bays as I'm lucky to have reasonable mobility. The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
However for those with families/reduced mobility or live in the area, |project.
where are they going to park their cars? |don't believe it justifies These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
removing over 150 parks for some cyclists as conversely there will be |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduced usage of local businesses and facilities in Oriental Bay and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
surrounds when we want to encourage more people to be cutdoors
and not inside all the time during flu season. Terrible idea. Qur risk
for catching COVID-19 outdoors is minimal (~1% to 4% apparently). I'd
rather central government give the money towards our water and
sewage pipes,

Kate Duckworth No - I live in this neighbourhood at Greta Point. What a fabulous part of |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
the world to live in. We are blessed. We regularly cycle and walk installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
around this area and generally we are all for cycle lanes. We love Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
what is being done with the widening of the footpath and cycle way  |social distancing.
from the city to Miramar as we regularly use this route. We have
found it easy to physically distance around this area during COVID-19 |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
and | do not believe the spending on temporary measures is justified. |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
We have found fellow cyclists and walkers very respectful and trust reduce emissions that cause climate change.
that drivers will be too as they return to the roads in larger numbers.

Leanne Leelo Mo
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Antonia Pappafloratos  |No Will affect the Greta Point Cafe and visiting friends in the area. We The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

need to support our local businesses not close them down. project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
protected from maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temparary
materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Shiree Hart No The poor cafe business there had to close for 7 weeks. Now you We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
seriously want to prevent anyone visiting them by taking away all know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
those car parks. Businesses in hospitality are already struggling now  |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
you think it's a great idea to twist the knife? Common di the right not |businesses.
the dummest thing.

Kale Joines No | am in the greta point apartments and utilise the on street parking The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
like so many others in these multi-tenant apartments because the project.
inside parks of our premises are contractually for visitors only. Not These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
quite sure what is going to be achieved here when we've been in policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
lockdown for 7 weeks, and the WCC are only proposing this change reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street changes are
now? We're come out of lockdown into level 2? Unlike a few areas temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
around the bay, | think this stretch of road can easily accommodate social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required
people in both directions maintaining 2m - easy. | have walked, biked |- until there is a vaccine.
and run this the entire lockdown without any concern for space?

Also, if this knee jerk reaction goes ahead where do they propose the
145 cars park now?
Page 10 of 104
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James Eastall No Where do you expect the cars who can not park in the complex to be |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
parked when you temporarily remove these car parks in Evans Bay installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Parade. The car parks in the Greta point are not for residents and are |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
for guests only. Of the majority of the 100 terrace homes next door  |social distancing. The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to
up Niwa Are 3 or 4 bedrooms and have multiple couple living in them [implement the project.
and only 1 allocated parking space when there are more than one These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
vehicle per unit. We have been living in Greta point since it was first  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
built and we need our vehicles because we and other residence work |reduce emissions that cause climate change.
in construction (a lot of tools taking to work each day) (design
transporting a lot of large itemns everyday) aviation (getting to work
around 3-4am) medical staff | starting 11pm and 5am switch overs.

None of the busses Services can accomodate a majority of the times
to get people to work in certain fields and yet when we bring it up to
some of your councillors the only response we got to our face was: 1
sell up and move 2 change your job The arrogance and negative
attitude towards people who have cars is highly noticeable. Have
Wellington city council got plans to start charging road user charges
to cyclist? Does this mean that we now pay less rates because we
won't be able to park out side our house and have to park the
carsfutes about a 20-30 minute walk away from home which we still
need for our jobs? | said to a council staff how great it is to have a car
and go on road trips around the country and her response is: | am the
problem we are polluting the country! I'm actually supporting a lit of
domaestic business travelling in NZ | said there is nothing wrong with
seeing family who live a long way from Wellington | said it doesn't
hurt to gather mates and go for a drive to Taupo and Rotorua and got
hikes. | still received arrogance and the answer: People like me should
be living in the Hutt! If you don't the like the changes in Evans bay

Maria Giannakakis No We like to park around Greta Point to visit and support the local cafe |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
there. Afterwards we walk around the waterfront with our young project.
children and explore that part of town. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,

policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Jay Garden Mo Parking in the area is already at a premium. | don’t know where those |The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
100+ cars would have to move to. | am also a cyclist, riding to and project.
from the CBD every day, and | just don't see the point. Itis working These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
perfectly adeguately as it is. The proposal would not improve safety  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
for cyclists or efficiency for cars. reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Robbie McDougall No Thank you for the advice regarding this proposed change. My These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
feedback is: 1. | am an active cyclist including commuting to and from |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is
work daily. In my experience the majority of cyclists utilise the road  |required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. The proposal is being
NOT the footpath. This includes family groups on weekends. | implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
therefore fail to understand how this proposed change contributes to |cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
social distancing or safety. 2. This complex comprises 90+ units and project.
have very limited parking. Evans Bay Parade has, as a general rule, These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
cars parked all day on it, most around here residents and or staff of policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
neighbouring work places. 3. what cost/benefit analysis or research  |reduce emissions that cause climate change.
has been done? Council is obviously under the impression the
pathway is regularly used by cyclists which is it is not,

Mike Woods No Make the cycleway one way as the WCC is not widening the road, but |The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
widening the footpath into the road, thus reducing the width of the  |project. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s
road!! This will impact on parking for residents - loss of 145 car parks. |protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
I am a cyclist and | use the road as the surface is better and it has less |area to ride. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the
interference with pedestrians. It is also faster, constant and | do not  |minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded
interfere with vehicle traffic. Please don't use Covid-19 as an excuse  |by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around
for your land grab into what is a beautiful wide road. This road if and enable social distancing.
reduced in size will impact on the traffic flow and the big trucks that
use this alternate route. Could | have the survey results for cyclists
who use the footpath along Evans Bay into town each morning? It
wont be many. This will be similar to the St Pats extension of the cycle
way - few cyclists, loss of parking, reduced roading.. .Have you
factored in going the other way eastwards towards the sea to widen
your cycleway? We have gained the freedom campers and lost
parking due to "park and ride" and the frequent users now we and
the public have to park further away to walk along Coburn drive or
when they want to use Kilbirnie Park. Students and staff at 5t Pats
already use the marina and Evans Bay for parking which is already at a
premium. Hataitai Beach has lost parking so how do whanau access
the beach and facilities. We residents have had to put up with the
Evans Bay St Pats cycleway, Coburn Drive development, the Freedom
Campers dumped on us and now this extension of a cycleway few
use, Linking Covid to the cycleway is cynical and poorly thought
through health and roading policy.

dfgs rg No
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Tom

Law

No

1. These are perported to be temporary arrangements required by
additional foot and cycle traffic as a result of covid 19. As New
Zealand is now in level 2 heading toward level 1 and out of all levels, |
question whether the need for this will continue to be needed. 2. In
the light of other financial commitments (particularly the high costs of
infrastructure water, sewerage, etc) | am not convinced that
expenditure on this proposal can be justified. 3. Expenditure on
existing initiatives re cycleways (Island Bay) need to be completed
first.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to
give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will
be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine.

Ross

Madgwick

No

To respective Councillors | wish to provide a submission on the
proposed change relating to TR98-20 In respect of this submission |
believe that there are a number of points that need consideration.
One is the definition of the word Temporary for this proposed
change, ie how long is Temporary?? In this context please consider
providing some Temporary car parking in either the Patent 5lip area,
Cog Park, or the dog exercise area for residents of The Patent
apartment complex and customers of the Greta Point Cafeé as
indicated in Item 3. 1.There is doubt in my mind that the proposed
change will NOT achieve the social distancing required as indicated in
the proposal to achieve the requirements of the COVID 19 Level 2
restrictions. My reasoning for this is simply that during lockdown in
Level 4 people cyclists included did not keep social distancing in the
proposed area even when using the pedestrian/cycleway closer to the
sea. 2.There are a number of residents in the area proposed that will
be affected by the removal of unrestricted car parking. This is grossly
unfair to the residents of the adjacent properties. 3.Greta Point Café is
one of the small businesses in the affected area that relies on the
restricted carparks in the area to attract business and these carparks
are constantly in use by customers of the cafe. 4.Removal of the
carparks will adversely affect the users of Hataitai Beach and the use
of Cog Park, both of which are highly patronised at all times of the
year. Car park removal as proposed will create a significant hazard to
pedestrians who will be forced to cross the busy road to Cog Park and
Hataitai Beach. 5.1t is very noticeable that in an area that is
approximately halfway between Rata Street and Belvedere Road
there are already signs indicating that the footpath is a dual use for
cyclists and pedestrians. In my view it would not take a lot of effort

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including
the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change

Ray

Patton

No

FAREARRGTE SR BIRT B 5 TRRYCRGH ) L BRHRFRRR T HBIRWaRd the
general area, who do not venture out very far and will continue to
rely on family and others for grocery shopping, medical deliveries,
social visits etc. Where will these visitors be able park in an area that
is already very congested?

The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including
the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change
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Carole Edwards No This is trying to fix a problem that does not actually exist. | walk this  |We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
path every day and it's perfectly possible for cyclists and pedestrians |know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
to keep their distance. There is insufficient parking in the Greta Point |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
area to start with; removing so many parking places would be |businesses. We propose to introduce these changes to provide additional space for
disastrous for the businesses in the area (including 2 cafes, 3 childcare |cyclists and pedestrians so that they can exercise social distancing in response to Covid-
centres) which are only just getting back on their feet. Losing these 19 guidelines. Providing dedicated space will also improve the safety of vulnerable road
car parks, plus a bus stop, is a huge sacrifice for a problem that isn't users
even a problem. The real problem is on the section of un-shared path
from NIWA to the start of the widening works near Point Jerningham.

This path is very narrow, especially around the bays (Weka, Balaena,
Little Karaka) - certainly not wide enough for cyclists to be on. But
that doesn’t stop them. Every day there are cyclists on that path,
causing problems for pedestrians. It's totally removed the pleasure of
walking round the bays. When | challenge them they are invariably
defensive, unrepentant and arrogant. Please Council, concentrate on
these law-breakers! We need proper, clear, unambiguous signage to
declare that cycling is not allowed on this section of path and that
action will be taken against those who flout the law.

Felicia Quirk INo How are we supposed to support local businesses with no car parks  |We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses.

Maria Pappafloratos |No

Andy Economous No 1 oppose the proposed changes to Evans bay parade Hataitai as it's We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
directly opposed to the governments aim at supporting all businesses [know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
in this current covid19 situation. By removing car parks and a bus widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
stop will have a direct affect on peoples livelihoods.temporary or not |businesses.
it should not even been tabled.

Erin Pearce No First, the worst of the Covid-19 related restrictions will be over by the |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
time this plan is due to take effect. Second, it seems like a waste of  [choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
money at a time when we are likely to be charged more for council as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The temporary
fees that are already pretty darn high. Third, taking away parking removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the project.
spaces in such volumes in a fairly busy area will just cause issues as
people compensate for the lack of spaces in narrow and crowded side
streets that are already excessively crowded.

Charlie Gubb No 1 think it's crazy to wipe out so many parking spaces for cyclists. A lot  |The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
of houses that the council gave consent to build have no off street |project. Providing additional space for cyclists and pedestrians to support more mode
parking already. It would be chaos if this goes ahead. The roads are choice and social distancing space.
already wide enough for competent bikers and the footpaths are safe |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
for young family's. Look at the cycle lane made outside st pats town  [policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
college. 90% of cyclists don't use it and it's made the road dangerous. [reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Please consider the majority here not the minority of cyclists
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work from home will struggle to find parking. Mo alternative parking
arrangements under this proposal have been offered by council. Local
Greta Point Cafe customers will have very limited parking. Level 2 has
seen less cyclists on the road and congestion occurs closer to Oriental
Bay where there are roadworks underway and not along Evans Bay.

Kosta Pantelis No we are supposed to be supporting local businesses - how is this We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
supporting them? know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses.
Peter Butters No Please do not go ahead with the proposed temporary cycle lane. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
Removal of 14 P120 parking spaces and 145 unrestricted spaces in an |project.
area woefully short of spaces already is bonkers. These spaces are These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
heavily used by local residents, visitors, café users, delivery vehicles, |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
tradies and taxis. What alternative parking has been considered? I'm  [reduce emissions that cause climate change.
totally for making paths safer for pedestrians and giving them space
from cyclists, scooters, and other e-vehicles but please solve that
issue without creating bigger problems.
Helen Fry No Parking used by local residents along Evans Bay Parade and who now  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Bryan

Johnston

No

| strongly object to this "temporary’ measure. During the lockdown
this area did not present a problem in having one's 'social distance’
correctly applied! Please consider where you might relocate the
street car parking already in this area before any attempt to remove it
proceeds. There are 3 day care centres, three housing complexes in
the area and yet there are no services like shops nearby - public
transport in the area has improved but it is still far from adequate to
allow anyone to consider being car-free if they live, play or work in
this vicinity. Please understand that the majority of pecple living in
this area DO NOT work in the CBD - there are many nurses, plumbers,
builders, architects, caregivers, Taxi drivers, couriers, students, airport
staff, etc that CHOOSE to live here because the inner city does not
offer the parking they need for vehicles required to get to work. I'm
sure any cyclists that use Evans Bay Parade to go to and from the city
only come this way on a wind-free day and jump on a bus or use their
cars on the windy days. Sarah Free and Sue Kedgely once turned up
here to tout for votes at election time In Winter - and both came by
car.... | knew the extension of the cycle way from oriental bay past
here would be controversial and | strongly object to this ‘Covid-19"
effort to slip it into our area without full consultation with all
interested parties. Perhaps you might consider asking NIWA to allow
all local residents to use their carparks - if so then the roadside
parking might not be necessary any more.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get arcund and enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is
required to provide the necessary space to implement the project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Peter

Moore

No

The road is sufficiently wide for safe use by cyclists not wishing to use
the existing shared footpath. This proposal places cyclists travelling in
both directions at greater risk from vehicles using the various
driveways along this route; the NIWA entrance in particular.
Removing parking and access to Hataitai Beach and toilets will impact
many users. Overall | believe social distancing can be safely achieved
by just cycling on the current road as many already do.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. The temporary removal of
car parks provide the necessary space to implement the project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Peter Rankin No Long term, a continuous cycle way from Oriental Bay to Miramar will |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
be brilliant, but this short-term, temporary, rush-job is being pushed |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode cheice and enables space
through without sufficient thought. For example, the abolition of the |for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
P120 parking places outside the only two cafes on Evans Bay Parade  |protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
just as they are struggling to re-establish themselves after the Covid  |area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
lockdown and then the Level 2 restrictions that halve their capacity and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
will probably force both of them to close. They have not been availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
properly informed of the proposal. The Cambodian owners of the adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
Greta Point Cafe are extremely stressed by this sudden disruption of |materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
their attempts to re-establish their business. Mr Abdelghani at the they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
Marrakech Cafe was not even aware of the proposal until we adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
mentioned it to him. To rush this through as a '‘temporary’ measure and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
claiming it will enable social distancing when we do not even know regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
what social distancing requirements will be when it is completed is reduce emissions that cause climate change.
very poor "on the hoof' policy. Do it properly, do it permanently
(which is clearly part of the plan) and do it with proper consultation.

Virginia Saffioti No | am concerned as a ratepayer that we are losing more and more The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
valuable car parking spaces to cyclists who somehow seem to have installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
endless concessions made for their hobby. Lots of others enjoy these |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
areas and there is ample space for cyclists on the road. | would not be |social distancing.
happy to see any ratepayer funds going towards these projects when
our city's infrastructure is crumbling

andronicos  |economous No | oppose the proposal on many levels tempaorary or not.Firstly the
notice given is way too short for proper evaluation and parking is of  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
utmost importance not double cycle lanes. The cost to us is not installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
welcomed or necessary.Our law is not arbitrary and proper Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
procedures should be met before you interfere with peoples lively social distancing.
hoods. Shame on the councilors pushing for these unacceptable plans

As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed.

margetina |economous No | oppose the proposal on many levels temporary or not.Firstly the The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
notice given is way too short for proper evaluation and parking is of  |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
utmost importance not double cycle lanes. The cost to us is not Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
welcomed or necessary.Our law is not arbitrary and proper social distancing.
procedures should be met before you interfere with peoples lively
hoods. Shame on the councilors pushing for these unacceptable plans |As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to

provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed.
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- andy economous No Firstly | oppose your planned changes.lts a shame that people we The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
N should trust end up in power with the ability to have a change on installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
E peoples lives and livelyhoods.The notice given is way to short to have |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
QO a proper response by the public to the said proposal. Tempaorary or social distancing.
— not or the use of covid19 excuse is deplorable but a sneaky way to
introduce changes. Parking is of premium and your removal of them  |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
is deplorable to say the least and for what?? cycle lanes for 4% of the |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
Wellington population. Shame on you all and double shame for reduce emissions that cause climate change. As these are temporary Covid-19 response
wanting to spend our hard earned money in times of crisis projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some opportunity to
provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We
will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
Tyler McRobie No As a resident in the Great Point complex, the removal of 145 The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
unrestricted parks would have a significant impact on these residents. |project.
These parks are full the majority of the time and would leave many These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
who own cars unable to park their car within 500 metres of their policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
house, which is absurd. Cyclists and pedestrians already share the reduce emissions that cause climate change,
footpath outside NIWA and Greta point without any problems so it
seems to be overkill to make residents lose their parks for this. Please
consider the impact this has on the Greta Point residents who already
him minimal parking options as it is. Thank you Tyler McRobie
Edith Campbell No
ailsa campbell No where are dog walkers supposed to park when visiting the only The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
fenced-in dog park in the eastern suburbs? project.
Peter Adams No | object particularly to the removal of the parking spaces opposite the | We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
Greta Cafe, as this will likely destroy this very popular business. | also  |know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
think the removal of the parking spaces along the Greta Point widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
frontage will be very onerous given the number of residents living on  |businesses.
both sides of the Parade at this point. As a frequent walker along this
part of the Parade | can say that there is not a problem with cycles
and and pedestrians keeping a safe distance apart. Please do not
destroy the cafe business which is also very popular with cyclists!
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Dion

Ngatoro

No

We strongly oppose the removal of 145 unrestricted parks. We are
residents of 312 evans bay parade. We work in wellington city and
upper hutt city. We have 1 household car and 1 work car. We rely on
close proximity to our house as we have 1 newborn baby and 1 child
with special needs. Having carparks outside our house and when not
available, across the road by Marrakech cafe north and southwards is
very important for us to safelv manouevre between our house and
the car with 4 children. We believe the roadworks that will occur will
bring Mare traffic to the area and become even worse/unsafer for
residents with children to safely cross. We suggest if this were to go
ahead the following: 1)implementing resident parking outside 312-
316 evans bay parade for residents of 312-316 evans bay parade.
Occupants at the Greta Point apartment complexes have the use of 1
garage and 1 offstreet park so should therefore not be advantaged
and others not. 2)Removing the x2 5 minute carparks outside 312
evans bay parade and converted to resident parking also. 3)applying
5 minute parking to those parks directly outside the Active Explorers
daycare (normal rules). This suggestion is for the duration of
construction of the cycle lane. We would like to highlight our strong
opposition to this. We feel this will affect our family mentally and
physically if implemented and other measures not put in place. This
will affect our livelihood and daily life strongly. Thank you

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Llani

Ngatoro

No

We strongly oppose the removal of 145 unrestricted parks. We are
residents of 312 evans bay parade. We work in wellington city and
upper hutt city. We have 1 household car and 1 work car. We rely on
close proximity to our house as we have 1 newborn baby and 1 child
with special needs. Having carparks outside our house and when not
available, across the road by Marrakech cafe north and southwards is
very important for us to safely manouevre between our house and
the car with 4 children. We believe the roadworks that will occur will
bring Mare traffic to the area and become even worse/unsafer for
residents with children to safely cross. We suggest if this were to go
ahead the following: 1)implementing resident parking outside 312-
316 evans bay parade for residents of 312-316 evans bay parade.
Occupants at the Greta Point apartment complexes have the use of 1
garage and 1 offstreet park so should therefore not be advantaged
and others not. 2)Remaoving the x2 5 minute carparks outside 312
evans bay parade and converted to resident parking also. 3)applying
S minute parking to those parks directly outside the Active Explorers
daycare (normal rules). This suggestion is for the duration of
construction of the cycle lane. 'We would like to highlight our strong
opposition to this. We feel this will affect our family mentally and
physically if implemented and other measures not put in place. This
will affect our livelihood and daily life strongly. Thank you

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Dion

Ngatoro

Mo

| would like to point out that Parking along Evans Bay Parade is at a
maximum already with residents have to struggle to locate parks day
on day. This is due to non-residents parking and then leaving their
cars for days on end, city workers parking and catching the buses into
town avoiding parking costs and residents of the Greta Point Complex
residents not having enough parking due to the number of persons
per house, We as residents of 312 -316 Evans Bay Parade would
recommend residential parking along the western side of Evans Bay
Parade. kind regards

The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Julia

Burgess

No

Victoria

Young

No

| am a cyclist but do not agree with the purposed pop up bike lane
along Evans Bay. On street parking in that area is already at capacity
and removing it will cause undue chaos for motorist and residence.
Where are the cars meant to park. Removing car parks will not make
Wellington a cycle friendly city or reduce the amount of cars on the
road. Works like this only cause people to be angry at cyclists and
people to become more aggressive towards them.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Julie Gubb No All of the parks along the E side of Evans Bay Pde are absolutely The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
essential ..... it would be impossible for residents , visitors , workers & |project.
those using facilities in the area to function without these parks . The [These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
very idea of taking these parks away is ridiculous ..... there is no way  |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
this can or should happen . At a time when the WCC should be reduce emissions that cause climate change. The proposal is being implemented as a
tightening it's purse strings and spending only on works essential to  |low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians
strengthening the function and vibrancy of the city , this would a total |safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
waste of money not to mention the chaos it would cause . This choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
proposal must not go ahead .

Jez Thomas No This is definitely a good spot for somewhere that's dangerous for Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
cyclists commuting. The problem with the suggested route is that moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
most cycling commuters who head into the city from this far out are
doing 20km/h+, and the ebikes way more, So they're too fast to be
following the narrow planned route and will just continue to use the
road. And this is another general problem with cycle lanes; car drivers
get even more crazy when there's a cycle lane and bikes are still using
the roads. | experienced more road rage to cyclists in Sydney when |
lived there then any other single factor.

Shayne Meclure No

nenab natho No

Mick Kan No Making it a cycle way is the dumbest thing that | have ever heard, I'm |We propose to introduce these changes to provide additional space for cyclists and
sorry for being blunt but really!? Making it a one way what a joke it is |pedestrians so that they can exercise social distancing in response to Covid-19
already conjested enuff, the foot path is wider that the road and gess |guidelines. Providing dedicated space will also improve the safety of vulnerable road
what more people use the road than the foor path it is comman sence |users.
if something is working dont break it. Thank you Kind regards Nick Kan
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Marcus

Cranfield

No

Hi there The current Government is saying jobs, jobs well this cycle
lane is creating more job loss. You will destroy any cafes that operate
along this pathway as customers will no longer be able to park there.
It is difficult enough to get parks at the best of times as Wellington,
Wellington City Council in all their wisdom allowed the apartments to
be built on the Maori land at Greta Point and they all appear to have
two cars each so they were forever parking in the daycare parks when
our kids were there in Greta Point. At one stage we where parking in
the middle of the road with hazard lights to drop kids off to daycare.
This cycle lane will end up killing businesses, killing jobs and killing
people including young children being dropped off to daycare. With
COVID-19 killing businesses the Wellington City Council is going to kill
any other businesses that survive. This toxic decision is why there is
s0 much disharmony and opposition to WCC. No one will be riding to
waork as they are all working from home. If you actually monitored the
current bike lane heaps of them ride on the footpath anyway -
especially the wider footpath you have made which is going to cause
pedestrian deaths. This Government and council are going to kill
businesses forever and you will work this out when you jump on your
bikes to get a coffee and there are no more cafes left or daycares to
put your kids into it. And in turn no rates or taxes to pay your salaries
and debt obligations. This is a disgraceful move under shovel ready
COVID rules.

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Malcolm

Shaw

Mo

1. What on earth has Covid-19 got to do with cycle lanes? Cyclists will
easily keep within 1.5 meters social distancing otherwise there would
be a mixture of spokes, chains, blood and anguish. Cyclists are not
that stupid. 2. What is meant by 'temporary'? Is it two months or two
decades? The paper should define what "temporary' means. 3. It
should be remembered that Evans Bay is an important recreational
area for Wellington - Cog Park, Hataitai Beach, Evans Bay Yacht Club,
etc. People visit from around the city, and it is surprising that WCC
officials have not observed the large number of times that every
available carpark is taken. It is essential to retain the limited
carparking currently available for the many visitors to Evans Bay. 4.
Reference to Grid coordinates are gibberish - it is an insult to
residents. Overall, the paper is poorly researched and poorly
presented, and should be an embarrassment to the officials and
councillors who prepared it. It should be withdrawn forthwith,

We propose to introduce these changes to provide additional space for cyclists and
pedestrians so that they can exercise social distancing in response to Covid-19
guidelines. Providing dedicated space will also improve the safety of vulnerable road
users. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people
maore choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place
as long as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.
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Theresa Reid No | find it incredible that you would take away car parks for two We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
cafe/restaurants along Evans Bay Parade when we have just come know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
out of lockdown level 3 and they have been able to open to some widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
degree. The Covid 19 funding is to help people and businesses get businesses. We propose to introduce these changes to provide additional space for
back to a new normal. They have both been hard heat by the cyclists and pedestrians so that they can exercise social distancing in response to Covid-
lockdown and now what you are proposing will completely destroy 19 guidelines. Providing dedicated space will also improve the safety of venerable road
their businesses. | find it disingenuous to use Covid distancing as an users.
excuse to create a temporary cycle way. Most cyclist breeze past each
other in a flash and are at far less risk of contamination than
pedestrians, There are different types of cyclist, the athletes who go
about 40- 45 kms an hour as do the electric bike cyclists. If the cyclist
lane is blocked by an ordinary going to work bike rider, the athlete
will use the road. Similarly learners and parents with children will
likely use the footpath as they do now. This proposal needs proper
consultation fo permanent solution.

Catriona Evensen No | walk the dog at the dog park - and this would restrict access to it The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

project.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including
the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change

Andrew Scott No What a waste of money. It is extremely difficult to beleive that this The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
has anything to do with covid-19 - never waste a good crisis. installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a

Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

Callum Leslie No | currently live at 305 Evan's Bay Parade. As it stands, it is difficult to  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
park in this area, and ample parking is not provided within the project.
complex for residents. There are limited spaces for parking across These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including
from the complex, with only several parks available between 90 the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
approx apartments. With the removal of these parks, residents will climate change
need to walk upwards of 200m to the complex from vehicles. With
parking already at a stretch, this feels unfair for a route which is not
serviced frequently enough by metlink. The sidewalk along this
stretch of Evan's Bay Parade already acts as a successfully shared
cyclepath, so | fail to see the necessity for a dedicated cycleway here
and feel that the cons of a pop up design have not been factored in.

Kind Regards

Chris Cresswell No

Graham Ashworth No Have you gone completely mad? How does social distancing in an We propose to introduce these changes to provide additional space for cyclists and
outdoor recreational activity limit the spread of Covid-19 when there |pedestrians so that they can exercise social distancing in response to Covid-19
is no community transfer. This is a total waste of ratepayers money guidelines. Providing dedicated space will also improve the safety of vulnerable road

users. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum
of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as
a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.
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Paul Fraser No Even as a temporary measure, this proposal makes no sense. It will The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
cause unnecessary inconvenience and distress, for little apparent installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by N2TA as a
advantage. There is an existing two-way bike lane along the eastern |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
side of Evans Bay Parade. This bike lane has plenty of capacity, even |social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
with the temporary social distancing measures that are in place. The [implement the project.
addition of a (presumably dedicated) two-way bike lane serves no These Covid-19-related street changes are tempeorary and will be in place as long as safe
apparent advantage - more s0 given that it will take 3 months or distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.
longer to install. By the time the new temporary bike line has been
installed, it would be a reasonable assumption to assume that current
social distancing guidelines will have either been further relaxed or
have been removed completely - rendering the 'pop-up bike lane'
redundant. Inthe meantime, some 160 car parks will have been
removed. Some parts of Evans Bay Parade, such as around Greta
Point and Cog Park, have significant car parking pressures already. To
simply remove this parking will create unnecessary inconvenience -
where are these vehicles expected to park? And for those aged
residents or those that have mobility issues - how are they expected
to safely and comfortably secure convenient parking? And what of
the local businesses - the restaurant and cafe? This proposal removes
time-restricted parking spaces set up purposely to support their
trade. At a time when they're struggling to trade post-lock down to
remove parking availability for their customers is short-sighted and
cruel. Then there are the social clubs (Sea Cadets, canoe and paddle
clubs, etc), Sea Scouts and dog park users that require regular access
to local facilities. This proposal is not only non-nonsensical, it makes
no consideration of the local and broader community that regularly
uses the area.

Mark Dommett No The proposal for a temporary bike lane is not based on reasonable These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
need. Social distancing may well not be required by the time this is choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
enacted and there is no limit to the "temporary” measure. This will as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
cost significant money and cause unnecessary disruption, where implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
funds could be better used. | do not agree to this. cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response

project.

Scott Figenshow No PLEASE DO NOT PROCEED with these pop up bike lanes. They are a The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

waste of money; we do not need them for social distancing. the loss
of carparks will devastate our local cafe. WCC should focus all of its
resources on fixing our ageing wastewater and water infrastructure,
and adding affordable housing. the Evans Bay - Oriental Bay cycle
way works. have made it more dangerous for cyclists as the road
cyclists won't use these new paths, and the carriageway is narrower
increasing risk of car - bike accidents. Ive stopped riding my bike
altogether in the city.

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for
some, but we also know from a lot of research around the world that removing car
parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on
retail and hospitality businesses.
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Morman Gray No I'm not sure what you are thinking. Obviously you don't have a plan  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
for where those that use street parking who live in the Greta Point project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
Apartments/ townhomes and the new lwi apartments. Likewise for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
where are diners in the Greta Point Cafe and Marekesh suppose to protected from maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
park? are you trying to ruin these two businesses? Why would you do |area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
that? Have you actually observed who uses the current shared and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
walking and bike path? It is very few bicycles. MOST bikers ride in the |availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
road already and the vehicle traffic is coping with them and have for |adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
the & 1/2 years | have lived in this apartment. Again | ask, WHAT ARE |materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
YOU THINKING? PLEASE do not implement this seemingly senseless  |they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
idea. adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
Mahtab Assadian No This area has a wide sidewalk. There is not any car park available near | The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
this area. Also, it increases the number of people who are walking on  |project.
the sidewalk, because people park the car farther and walk home
Kelly Moore No Removing P120 carparks on the seaside of this amazing swimming The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary space to implement the
spot, public parkland areas is not a sensible idea. Keeping the current |project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
parking makes it safer for families, elderly and general public to including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
continue using than having to always cross the road each time they emissions that cause climate change. So we will be able to learn from them.
want to go to the beach, play Tennis, enjoy the parkland space etc...
Cyclist are safer to continue biking on the road around this area to
leave walkers, dogs on the leash, prams and you families enjoy the
footpath without bike commuters flying past.
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Murray White No Where are residents meant to park? (removing too much parking, The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
especially for the Greta Point Apartments). You've marked out P120 |project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
parks, but actually, a lot of those are unrestricted overnight, for people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
residents to use to park. If thisis 'Temporary' 3€” when does it end? |place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. While
This response seems to have been too slow. If this really needed to be |the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people whao choose to
done, it would have been done weeks, or over a month ago? You're |cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. .
doing this for 'Social Distancing guide lines' and yet today the Govt
announced that from Friday noon, groups of more than 100 people
will be allowed. | think there was another comment in the news about
Social Distancing for Busses, and the need to encourage people to
cycle? S€” Yes busses probably are only able to operate at 50%
capacity, but a lot of people now, many businesses and organisations
in Wellington have now adopted the "Working From Home' attitude.
So you'd probably find that even if busses were allowed to be full,
they would probably only be half full anyway. Another point is
Winter is coming. So if this is a temporary measure for say 3 months
a€"” how many people are you realistically expecting to be out cycling
along here in the middie of Winter, when its darker, and colder? If
anything they will get wet and catch a cold. And then expecting
residents to park their cars a lot further away from where they live,
may mean they have to be cut walking in the miserable weather,
causing them to also catch a cold.

Jakob Paul No

klare braye No it is not clear if it is a shared pedestrian cycle way. if this is in the
plans shared pedestrians and cycles are not appropriate and not a
safety improvement - the need for physical distancing of a cyclist
going past a pedestrian seems a long stretch

Sarah Boddy No Strongly disagree. Have you thought about residents and where they |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
park? Physical distancing is likely to lower in L1 so this is just poor project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
play by WCC. | would like to make a submission. And given COVID people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
times | have not been checking my mail box. Surely you can use place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
email? VERY annoyed by this.

Al Haghnia No The lane is already wide enough. There's no traffic congestion for The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
bikes. We're going down to level 1 soon. S0 the whole purpose of project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
this plan will be under question anyway. There won't be enough car  |people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
parks in the area once the proposed change is made. place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
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Tim

Cosgrove

No

As | live in the affected area and walk the proposed cycleway route
almost daily | believe | am well placed to provide feedback on the
proposal. | oppose the proposed cycleway because: 3€CThe width of
the existing cycleway/walkway is more than adequate from the
proposed start point all the way to Hataitai Beach. a€CThe linkage to
COVID controls is a weak one. The current relaxing of social
distancing guidelines means that it is highly likely that by the time any
cycleway is operational social distancing guidelines are not likely to be
in place. It does read like the Council is trying to push this through
under a COVID heading. 4€¢The removal of car parks from outside
Niwa and the Greta Point will cause significant parking issues as these
areas are always fully occupied with cars. It will also significantly
impact the two local cafA®’s they rely on the P120 parks for
customers. How does the Council propose to provide parking for
those impacted? My suggestion is that if this was to proceed (noting |
do not support it) is to move the start point for the new cycleway to
the start of Hataitai Beach and run from there to the currently
proposed end point near Cobham Drive. That would provide more
width in an area where that would be of benefit and not create
significant parking issues for those living in and around Greta Point.
Regards Tim Cosgrove

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

Alannah

Clark

No

| frequently visit friends at the 302 Evans Bay Parade development,
and was very surprised to hear of the temporary changes in the area
WCC is proposing as part of the COVID-19 traffic resolutions. Parking
around Evans Bay Parade is often difficult, due to the large number of
residents in the multiple developments in the area, and people who
enjoy the local dog park, cafes, restaurant, and ocean amenities in the
area. Evans Bay is a great place because of how accessible it is.
Removing the parking for a temporary cycle way appears to be
solving a problem that does not exist. There is already a shared use
pavement along this stretch of road. Perhaps the current lack of use
of the existing cycle way is due to the poor design around Point
Jerningham where cyclists are forced to cross a busy road to get to
the start of the new cycle way. The temporary removal of parking
along Evans Bay Parade will make the lives of residents and their
friends and family extremely frustrating, as the only option will be
parking in Haitaitai, or cycling - which is unlikely to be everyone's
preference outside of summer. It will also likely spell the death knell
of the Greta Point Cafe. The timing of this project will also likely
entirely miss the period of possible community transmission period of
COVID-19. By the time the changes are implemented, New Zealand
will likely have eradicated COVID-19, making the driver behind the
project redundant.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
|project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
|protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
materials that can be easily removed — so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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- Paul Gubb No As a regular visitor to Evans Bay , having family there & also using The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
N various facilities - the dog park,yacht club and marina ....| would like  |project. We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we
E to voice that this proposal would be totally unworkable not to also know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike
) mention crippling for the various businesses & community facilities in |lanes and widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and
- Evans Bay. All of these parks are used everyday and those cars are not |hospitality businesses. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme
going to simply 'disappear’... there is nowhere else for these people  |reguiring the minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe, This project
to park. The Council needs to wake up to reality & STOP spending on  |is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how
unnecessary fringe things like this cater to a small minority and that they get around and enable social distancing. As these are temporary Covid-19 response
disrupt/ruin life for the majority ....WCC need to watch their money  |projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some opportunity to
and should only be spending on crucial works which will bring people  |provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as possible, We
back into our city eg opening the Central Library,more parking etc.To |will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
finish, this is a ridiculous proposal and should not go ahead.| would
also like to add that the notice asking for feedback on this proposal
was only put in my son's Greta Pt letter box on 21 May ,only giving
folk a week to give feedback..... 2?7
Marvin Bradley No Mot enough space for larger vehicles as it is currently ive witnessed Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
many accidents over the years on this strech of road between maving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride,
vehicles and cyclists.
Kimberly Gaunt No As a resident of 312 Evans bay parade | urged you to not go through  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
with removing our only car parks. We have limited car spaces asitis  |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
and taking this away will leave our whole street without anywhere to |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
park. If this goes ahead you will be forcing myself and a lot of other vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
residents to move, as for myself | have a baby on the way and will not
be able to live here if | can't park my car reasonably close to my
apartment. Please reconsider this proposed change.
Jana Major No In the middle of the boat houses on Evans Bay Parade is a very active [The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
Scout Hall. Nearly everyday of the week there are kids being dropped |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
off and picked up by parents outside the hall, and removing the strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
parking spaces there to create a bike path would impede the safety of |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
these kids. They youth meet in all kinds of weather, so asking parents
to park further away and walk their kids to the hall in inclement
weather will increase the likelyhood of illness to all family members,
Not only that, but it is unsafe to have youth walking to/from the hall
unsupervised. Not all family situations allows for the parent to get out
of the car and walk their child to the hall. The hall is used primarily in
the evening, from 5:30 on, so perhaps a "clearway" type situation
would work. The road usage as a bike lane could end at 5:30pm, and
parking can begin, then parking would end in the morning, and the
bike lane could open again.
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Chantal

Hewitt

No

The removal of over 150 car parks along Evan's Bay parade will be
extremely detrimental to how | get to work each day. | travel in from
Upper Hutt to manage an Early Education Centre. The road car parks
are ALL that are available to myself and my fellow colleagues to park
at. The reasoning of putting in the pop up cycle path for social
distancing is a bit delayed. By the time this would even be relevant
and put in place, we may well be in level 1 and the restrictions
unnecessary. In addition, the footpath in conjunction with the road is
large enough for social distancing to continue happening without any
problems. We have all been doing just fine. Lastly, the amount of
residential dwellers and businesses that live and work along Evan's
Bay Parade will be greatly affected as a whole. Without car parks how
will these workers be able to drive in from work? With the current
restrictions on public transport, it is currently very unrealistic to
expect so many people to now extend their travel days by hours,
when they probably don't even have room for them on public
transportation as an alternative. | truly hope that this position and
the similar position of many others is considered before this proposal
is put to council. The cycle was are also already a priority in this area,
as the construction and road works are in place now and have been
since last year, Change will happen for cyclists to have more space,
just at this time, removing car parks is NOT the way forward. It will
affect business and individuals greatly. Thank you for reading my
feedback. Sincerely, Chantal.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

Diana

O'Neill

No

This is a poorly thought out proposal for the following reasons: |
received information on 23 May,allowing only 5 days for a
submission, not 10 days as quoted. Temporary? How long is this?
Probably we will be at least covid alert level 1 before decision is made
and it will be winter when cyclist numbers decrease. Much of parking
is by boat shed users who will probably not have received this
information. They need parking close to their boat shed. Many
properties on the west side of Evans Bay Pde have multiple garages so
parking is very limited. People who live in Belvedere Rd park their cars
on Evans Bay Pde and take public transport into the city. This
proposal will encourage them to take cars if they cannot park safely.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. As these are
temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people
with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as
quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e community
informed. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people
who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Page 29 of 104

Item 2.1, Attachment 3: Evans Bay Parade TR98-20 - Submissions & Responses

Page 65

ltem 2.1 Atachment 3



STRATEGY AND POLICY COMMITTEE

Absolutely Positively

™ Wellington City Council
e 11 JUNE 2020 Me Heke Ki Poneke
| =
GE)
L
)
O
=
< Evans Bay Parade - TR98-20
- edward 2yskowski No Nothing this council seems to do is ever temporary. There have been  |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
N cones on evans bay pde for the last two years.Anyhow a lot of people |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
E live on the pde,it is a major route from the east and now you want to |as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
m make it narrower.Are we going to get resident pa rking?the number of implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
- camper vans that park on the pde has been amazing and nobody cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
seems to do anything about it.Oh thats right there is fewer tourists project.
now due to covid,ergo less people traveling less walkers and
cyclists,it seems to work so why stuff it up.Spend our money on things
that need doing like pot holes etc.We the drivers pay to be on the
road ,cyclists dont.if you are putting in more cycle ways its a golden
opp for the council to get rid of their gas gussling cars etc and start
using cycles to get around on there dosent seem any need to change
the roads as you are pandering to a few and hurting many.

Russell Laughton No Removal of car parks outside Greta Point apartments will severely The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
reduce car parking options for residents of the 91 units. This will lead |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
to illegal and chaotic parking practices along Evans Bay Parade and in  |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
all the complexes around it. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Robyn Snelgrove No ALL of these carparks are essential to the residents , visitors , users of |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
the community facilities (yacht club,marina,5ea Scouts, canoe project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
club,dog park etc) and customers of businesses in Evans Bay. Without |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
these carparks the area simply will not be able to function and it vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
would disastrous for everyone involved and all that are used to
enjoying what the area has to offer!! Have you no thoughts for the
CafA® and restaurant with no carparks.....and they've just been
through 8 weeks of Lockdown 111! OMG what on earth is the Council
thinking!!

Sophie Ryan No We are a townhouse complex of around 90 apts as | understand it The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
with just one carpark per townhouse. Many of us are renting with 2-3 |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
adults flatting together and multiple cars. Our public transport strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
options are really limited with just 1 bus that only goes 1 / hr off peak |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
and 1 / 30 mins on peak. Our buses are already packed. Please do not
remove any parking, as a leaseholder | would find it very difficult to
find flatmates if you remive parking with such poor public transport
options. Please reconsider this proposal. Sophie Ryan

Cathryn Maclaren No Currently many residents of Greta Point BC park their cars on the The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
road as most Greta Point BC townhouses only have parking space for |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
one car (there are some that are able to park a second car park on strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
their driveway) but for the majority of residents they only have one vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
garage park available to use. We will have no where to park.
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Kristie Campbell No How is the small business coffee shop (Greta Point Coffee shop - our  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
local) downstairs going to survive with these car parks across the road |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
gone. Haven't they suffered enough by closing down with the Covid |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
19 pandemic. There are plenty of trees and park benches by the vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. We acknowledge the removal
carparks that can be pulled down to make way for the bike lane. of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also know from a lot of research
Alternatively get rid of the dog park and turn that into car parking around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths
with restricted parking for our cafe and unrestricted parking for our  |generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses.
residents. This just upsets me....the WLG City Council has done
nothing to support the area over Covid - apart from free buses which
people are too scared to use. It's all about making money, money,
money.,

Tawera Ruakere Mo | am writing to ask that you do not go ahead with removing the car The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parks on Evans Bay Parade. This will leave all of us who live here with |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
no where to park, As it is there is already not enough parking spaces  [strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
for us. My partner is pregnant and we need to be able to park near vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
our house now and especially soon when we have a new born baby.

Please think about the residents of Evans Bay Parade who rely on the
street parking.

Andrew Despres No There is already very limited parking available for the residents and The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
visitors of people living on Evans Bay Parade. Removing the car project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
parking spots would be a great burden to the residents. Bicyclists strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
have been riding in that area for a long time already and are able to  |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
share the sidewalk for that section. Please do not remove the car
parks as it will be a great loss to many homeowners and rates payers
along that stretch of road.

Brett Turia No residents parking will be affected, we need these spaces The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Chris

Seagar

No

There are some serious issues with your proposal. | live in the Greta
Point complex (305 Evans Bay Parade) of which there are 90 units
with many occupiers very reliant on street parking, as many have
more than one vehicle. Your proposal states that approx 145 parks
will be removed. Considering that these parks are constantly used,
what are the alternative and realistic parking options for those
affected. It's not reasonable to have people parking up to a kilometre
or more from where they live, especially when a lot of that could be
uphill. It will also negatively impact on other residences nearby with
vehicles now constantly parked outside their properties. There are
also people visiting this area, who park their vehicle and then go for a
walk around the bay's. Removal of parking will make this now too
difficult. Another important consideration is that the current footpath
outside the Greta Point complex is a little over 3 metres in width,
which more than accommodates the current pedestrian and cycle
traffic, with safe distancing observed. With your concerns over COVID-
19, ironically the Marrakech Cafe and Greta Point Cafe who look like
they've survived the pandemic so far, will probably go out of business
now due to you removing virtually all vehicle parking in their
immediate vicinity. | regularly jog around Evans Bay and it's evident to
me that cyclists and pedestrians are observing social distancing. |
think you need to have more faith in the Wellington public and their
ability to cope and deal with this current pandemic.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Karmen Wallace No | disagree with the proposed changes laid out in TR98-20 On the 27th |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
May, 2020 |, Karmen Wallace of 1/316 Evans Bay Parade, Hataitai, project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
Wellington strongly oppose the above proposed changes for the for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
following reasons:- 1. WCC has given no evidence of any person protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
contracting the Covid-19 virus whilst walking, cycling, spending any area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
time or using any part of the proposed stretch of roading. 2. Given |and residents in the area, Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
the WCC policy pre-covid to insert more cycle ways around availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
Wellington, | have no confidence that this proposal is merely a adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
temporary measure to ensure the Covid-19 social distancing. | materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
believe WCC will use this proposed, arguable improvement, to they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
leverage an argument for it to remain a permanent fixture into the adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
future. Covid-19 is set to be around for a long time. What guarantees [and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
does WCC give that this is temporary? At what Covid-19 level does regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
WCC guarantee removing the temporary fixtures? 3. 14 days reduce emissions that cause climate change.
notification is an inadequate timeframe for residents to call a
community meeting to discuss this proposal and submit questions to
WCC or make an organised group submission. In fact the notification
received in my mailbox was after 15 May 2020 and therefore inside
14 days notice. 4. Many households have no access to off-street
parking or are already competing for very limited parking spaces. As
an example; from the Motel Bella Vista to Greta Point cafe there are
only 14 unlimited time carparks on the Western side of the road to
cater for this densely populated area. Removing the carparks will
compromise the safety and wellbeing of these households,
particularly those with children or residents with physical difficulties,
who will be required to walk some distance to and from their homes
in often unpleasant Winter conditions. Has WCC really considered
the congestion this proposal will cause to Rata Road and Belvedere

Jose Filipe Goncalves Mo

Higino

John Harris No The pop-up bike lane is not a good idea being a resident of the Greta |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
point complex which uses the car parking on Evans Bay Parade, this  |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
will cause many problems as there isn't enough parking within the strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move maore people with fewer
complex. The cafA® rely on parking people need parking across the  [vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
road. Madness

Shayne Hodge No This will cause a significant reduction in car parking which is used by |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
public and owners and tenants of apartments plus street parking is project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
very convenient for visiting residences and restaurants. The latter strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
needs every assistance to ensure the wellbeing of their business post |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
lockdown. 1 am not in favour of a pop up cycle lane as the impact to
rates payers in the area is material as there is not adequate
alternative parking available.
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- Erica Drake No Removal of parking spaces: there are 90 apartments at 305 Evans Bay |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
AN Parade, another sizeable apartment block- 326 Evans Bay Pde, 14 |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional

E apartments-316-312 Evans Bay Pde. Some residents are able to use  [strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

) on-street parking after 6pm and at other times. 316-312 has no off-  |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. We acknowledge the removal
— street parking spaces, and some of these residents use the on-street  |of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also know from a lot of research

parking opposite as well as outside their premises. Many apartments |around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths
at 305 Evans Bay Pde are tenanted, often by four or more people- |generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses.
most of the apartments have more than one vehicle per property. In
the complex there are garages; the driveways vary in length-the
shortest are not able to accommodate a car. How that was allowed is
a mystery; and so they use the adjacent on-street parking. How is the
Marrakech CafA©®-305 Evans Bay Pde, and The Greta Point CafA®
supposed to run their businesses without on-street parking available
a reasonable distance away? The cycle lane proposal is said to be
temporary. Why not carry on utilising funds on permanent transport
solutions, albeit in the Covid 19 situation. There is already physical
distancing between pedestrians and cyclists along Evans Bay Parade.

Sam Woolf No Many residents and workers use these parks as there are no other The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parking options. As a resident in 2 flatting situation it is incredibly |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
hard to get a park that is near my home when | am coming back from |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
work. Many residents have more than one vehicle in this area as vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

there are plenty of flats here. | would encourage to even add parks.
Definitely not take 145 unrestricted spaces from the public

Junior Cameron No As it is there are not enough parking spaces to accommodate for the |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
residents that live in this area.our neighbourhood is struggling to find |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
parking and are getting ticketed by wardens because we have to park |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

in the Smin or 120min parking spaces.alot of us are low income vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

households and have young children as well as groceries to get from
car to inside house and with winter approaching (the most difficult
time of the year)it will cause serious hazards/harm to our families if
we were to lose your proposed parking spaces.what are we supposed

to do???

andrew robins No I am against this proposal because myself and my work colleagues will [The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
have nowhere to park and this will greatly affect our employment. it |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
will mean we may have to park all the way in Kilbirnie or further. including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that

There aren't enough parks as it is. This is not a well thought out plan! |cause climate change

Christine Jones No Parking is difficult enough at present without reducing the number of |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parks. | currently bike around here and feel that any change is |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
unnecessary. strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Annie Brierley No There are 91 town houses that mostly have 1 to 2 vehicles per unit. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
Many of these cars are parked on Evan's Bay Parade as there is not project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
enough parking in the complex. Whilst | understand that many new strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
townhouse/ apartment complexes currently being built are not vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. We acknowledge the removal
including car parking, which is great for the environment, the complex |of car parking will be a concern for some, but we alse know from a lot of research
at Evan's Bay was developed before the idea of less vehicles. around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths
Therefore there would be many many Greta Point complex owners / |generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses.
tenants who would be unable to park anywhere near their homes. In
addition there is also a very busy cafe who's business would struggle
significantly should there be no parking available across he road... this
parking was there before they hich was there before they pened for
business. | am a cyclist and have never found it an issue to use the
wide footpath, in conjunction with pedestrians, alongside Greta Point
complex. It seems a nonsense to distance bikes and walkers, due to
Covid 19, when we can all go to a bar, cafe, church or gathering.

Angela Brown No As an owner of a property in Greta point | am Opposed to any The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
reduction in car parking In the area. Not opposed to cycleways in project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
general but not if it comes at a cost to vehicles that pay road tax use |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
the road. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Janet John Manuel No

Stephen Wake No Removing car parks will create a huge problem for residents, they are [The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
fully occupied 24/7. As far as social distancing, the footpath mainly is |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
wider than normal allowing for walking and cycling together. From strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
Cog park there are 3 options already to walk or cycle. Most people vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
are sensible and quite happy to social distance all around the
Wellington waterfront. The main walking area is around Oriental
Parade. Is this proposal just for cyclists ? Permanent infrastructure is
already happening for cyclists, Social distancing should not mean
social disruption in our personal and working lives. Winter is coming!!

Dark cold nights coming home from work trying to find a place to park
your car for the night may become a safety issue for vulnerable
people. Please do not proceed with this proposal! COVID -19 has
caused enough distress for people , we don't need to extend it any
longer. Best regards Stephen Wake

Anthony Beckett No I would have liked to be able to have a third option to the above These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
question. | agree on having more cycle lanes throughout the greater  |cheice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
Wellington area, however | think that a pop up (assuming temporary) |as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine.
cycle lane will cause confusion and therefore aggression and unsafe
behaviours from both cyclist and motorists.

Antonia Pappafloratos Mo
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happening. You are saying you are proposing this in response to Covid
19 and social distancing. To be honest this is absolutely ridiculous and
a Total waste of money. | stay on Evans Bay across from the Boat
Sheds... | have 1 park in front of my residence and no garage. If the
park has already taken and the cycle lane is in place the nearest on
street parking is 50 metres either side, that is not taking into account
the people who used to park on the seaside side of the street who
now have to try and find a park. | have Not seen the volume of foot
traffic or bicycle traffic to warrant this Extreme change. The amount
of residents, and businesses that will be put out seems crazy!!!! | can’t
believe you would even consider this short term solution to a
minority over the longterm major effect this has on majority who live
here. and lets be honest, you see the few micro seconds of people
passing while walking or cycling more dangerous than standing for up
to an hour in a supermarket queue and spending 45 min in
supermarket isles while doing your shopping? Wouldn't it be Cheaper
and More effective if you just said, if you are sick, don't go out.....
because if its NOT in the Community the Community CANT spread
it!!!! This is just a shit way of putting in a cycle lane using the fear

ahead I'm afraid it gives me No faith or Confidence in the Council!ll

(4P ] Wellington City Council
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- Debbie Wake No How can the WCC think this is an option for Evans Bay Parade The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
N Residents struggle to find a park most days so where on earth are we |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
E supposed to park if these spaces are taken for cyclists and people strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move mare people with fewer
) social distancing We are now coming into winter dark nights wouldn’t |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
- feel safe having to park not close to home also where are all the
visitors going to park we don't have enough visitor car parks in our
complex Also not happy bus stops moving another safety issue to
walk in dark further than is needed We have managed to social
distance from March 2020 so why now do we need to change how we
walk/run fcycle/scooter around our neighbourhood Totally
unnecessary and over the top !l!
Aneesha Budhia No
Rupert Soar No there is no need for this at all. There are very few cyclists as level 2 The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
has most office workers still at home, and even after it is likely to project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
continue. this is essential parking for residents and visitors to local strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
residences. displacing this will force people to walk in the same vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street
proximity as cyclists with more contact time, therefore the reason changes are temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get
given for creating the temporary lane makes no logical sense at all, around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or
NOTE also level 2 is set to finish in 2 weeks!! legal challenge WILL be  |could be required — until there is a vaccine.
mounted if this is subvertive attempt to permanent parking
reductions on the basis of bad faith by Council
andronicos  |economous No | totally object to the said proposed changes.It will penalize indirectly |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
citizens lively-hood choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
Shane Rangi No | am writing this comment as | am totally against this project The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
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Grant Young No Strongly disagree to these pop up changes when we have ZERO cases |[The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
of Civid in Wellington. 1am an avid cyclist and don't need stupid installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
wider cycle lanes and footpaths when the current roads and Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
footpaths are perfectly adequate when used with some social distancing.
commaonsense. Spend WCC time & money on issues that will help
business & individuals keep jobs not pander to the paranoid who can't
walk/ride past someone for 2 seconds without fear,

Baha Mabruk No

Mark Sherlock No The number of people inconvenienced is significantly more than the  |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including
number who will benefit the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause

climate change

Johnny Curtis No This is in response to Covid. Covid appeaars to be at the end of it These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
cycle, with restrictions ending. By the time this gets done there will be |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
no need for social distanting. Also you taking away car parks that are |as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine, The removal of car
used 100 percent of the time and are always full. Around evans bay  |parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. These
near cog park there are several recreational facilities ie dog park, the [temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies, policies and
canoe club, cafe, park and beach which will all be effected and wont  |goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions
be able to be used. So to creat space for a group that wont really use |that cause climate change.
it is bloody stupid.

Lisa Tipping No It is simply not required. | frequently walk or cycle this route, it works |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
fine now. Most cyclists use the road, not the path. Getting rid of project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
those parks would create issues for residents and also would remove |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
any parking for the Greta Point Cafe... for no gain. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Ohmmar Chan No As a person who uses the dog park in Evans bay | Am concerned The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
that the lack of car parks will make it very difficult to exercise my dogs |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
and am sure there are others who feel the same. | have an elderly strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
Aunty who enjoys a drive to Evans bay and a short leisurely walk vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
around Greta point which we would no longer be able to do.

Kathryn Rush No unnecessary. Country about to move out of alert level 2. Winter is These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary. They will be in place as long as
approaching - fewer people will bike and MORE people will drive. safe distancing is, or might be required - until there is a vaccine While the number of
unfair on business who require use of those parks by customers. cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during

winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. .

andy economous No | oppose the proposed changes as a proper evaluation has not been  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
permitted due to wee short notification. The wee cannot arbitrarily installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
have the right to remove my ability to earn my income and then Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
demand that | pay for the privilege through rates. Shame on you wee  |social distancing. As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced

the desire to provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the
need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials
that can be e community informed.

Tina economous No | oppose the said changes based on the simple fact that proper As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
consultation of the residents and businesses who will be directly provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
affected were not given adeguate notice to lodge their complaints. In [them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
such a life changing proposition 2 weeks is not acceptable.Will the community informed. We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for
wce compensate all incomes lost to this preposterous suggestion???  |some, but we also know from a lot of research around the world that removing car
shame on you wec, while the govt is assisting businesses you decide  |parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on
to choke them retail and hospitality businesses,
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Strongly oppose! Will push parked cars up into nearby residential
streets. There is already AMPLE space for cyclists around Evans Bay
Parade. They just need to use it properly. Please, please - spend the
money on our critical waste water infrastructure instead!

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
|project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. .

Although it isn't marked on the map, the document refers to removal
of 145 unrestricted car parks. There are boat sheds along that side of
the road, including the Britannia Sea Scout hall at 421 Evans Bay
Parade (which hosts youth scouting and boating activities and hosts a
|girl guide group one night a week). Car parking is essential outside
this hall as it is where boats are loaded/unloaded onto trailers and
cars are loaded/unloaded for camping and excursions. There is little
parking available across the road from there. Also, regular evening
sessions are held during the week and young children and older youth
are picked up and dropped off outside the hall. That road is very busy
and on dark winter nights it is very dangerous to cross there for pick
up and drop off. There is a crossing much further down the road but
most hall users make a dash across the road. Also, it seems that
Covid distancing requirements are likely to be lifted in the near future.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that
cause climate change

What is happening to carparks (of critical use) adjacent seaward
boatsheds. WRC image of the area is unclear.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
|project.
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Lynley Jones No
John Spooner |No
Amanda Morrison No

This proposal removes all the parking near the Cog Park dog exercise
area and the Greta Point cafe. Do you seriously expect people to take
their dogs on a bicycle to the exercise area? This clearly is not
realistic. As for the cafe - business is tough enough at the moment
under Alert Level 2. Removing all the parking from the vicinity would
be a serious blow to the cafe business. | expect WCC to support local
businesses, not put nails in their coffins. | request that you do not
proceed with this ill-conceived plan that will not benefit anyone.
People are sensible enough to be able to figure out how to social
distance for themselves - especially in this wide open space.

The proposal has been adjusted, with the temporary cycleway now planning to go
through Cog park in order to retain some of the existing parking around the outside of
Cog Park.
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Sarah Vernon No | agree that the purpose of the pop-up bike lane is sound, however These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary. They will be in place as long as
there is no end date on the temporary measure and no review safe distancing is, or might be required = until there is a vaccine The removal of car
planned either, should it go ahead. I'm making comment as an parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. These
individual, a Scout Leader at Britannia Sea Scouts and this submission |temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies, policies and
reflects my opinions, not the group as a whole. We need the parking |goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions
cutside the Britannia Sea Scout Hall at 421 Evans Bay Parade, for that cause climate change.
parents to drop their children off safely. We are a group with a large
catchment area, with some children attending who live in the
Northern Suburbs (because of the Sea Scout specialism). Removing
the parks from outside the hall, where do these parents go? Is there
the ability to widen without removing all parking? Also, | note the
mobility park is moving north, | know a leader whao is in a wheelchair
who uses this sometimes when the road is busy and moving it further
away from the hall is not beneficial to them, | am worried that these
temporary measures will become permanent, as we are also part of a
community of sea scout groups, and host regattas in the summer -
this parking situation would not be suitable if it continues longer
term. What do people do when they want to visit Haitaitai beach in
the summer too? This is a busy parking section for people visiting in
the summer.

Lisa Bragg No There is ample walking and cycling space already. To lose the The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
suggested car parks will cause unnecessary hardship for residents and |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
businesses alike. strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Marina Stevenson No Tired of the council catering to the cycling group, send our rates on These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
things that will make a difference to the majority. Just sick of council |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
pandering. reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Sandra Proctor No There are very few carparks to service a large complex - Greta Point.  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
By taking these parks away, there will be very few parks on the project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
western side of Evans Bay Parade to service the Greta Point complex |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
and the townhouses and 2 daycare centres across the road, plus the  |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
apartments and cafe to the South. Please rethink this.

Warwick Henderson No Substituting parking space for cycleways anywhere in Wellingtonis a |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
flawed concept, especially with winter approaching. Businesses and project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
community groups (e.g. Cadets) who use this area need the parking strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
spaces currently in-place to remain viable. Pop-up cycleways are not |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. While the number of cyclists
a welcome addition to our city. With winter coming fewer people will |drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during winter that
take their bikes and will prefer to sit in a warm, comfortable car on need these facilities to keep them safe. .
their way to work rather than get soaked and cold. The COVID-19
argument is as weak and disingenuous as they come. Meanwhile the
existing cycleways we have are ignored by many cyclists. If WCC
decides to proceed with pop-up cycleways, will the council enforce
their use by cyclists?
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Tom Harris No Appreciate the motivation, but practically, most cyclists ride on the Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
road in this section already. While this would give the cyclists a maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
dedicated lane, from a social distancing perspective it would appear
to actually bring cyclists riding north and those riding south closer
together. Not sure this is necessary here.

Lisa Brown No Even if we developed proper cycleways for cyclists like we have here |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
in Tawa, majority dont use them anyway. Are on the roads defeating |moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. We
purpose of widening and having specific lanes for cyclists. Also with  |acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also know
limited parking would affect small business owners as would impact  |from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
their clientele, widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality

businesses.

Cynthia Munro No | am against this proposal for the following reasons: 3€¢ We walk this |We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also

route at minimum of 4 days a week, and even in Level 4 Lockdown
there was not a problem with social distancing, a€¢ Qur house looks
out onto this section of the road between Greta CafA®© and Rata
Street and | can assure you, this area is not congested 3€¢ | note that
cyclists mainly ride on this piece of road so hence no need for an
extension to the footpath 3€¢ Greta Point CafA® has only just
opened up and taking away parks as proposed around them would
greatly encroach on their business. They have already suffered from
having to be closed for 8 weeks 3€¢ As a high number of older/retired
people go to this cafA®, especially during week days (| was there this
morning and can attest to this), it is very inconvenient for them to
have to walk a unreasonable distance to the cafA®. In fact some
would be unable to do so. 3€¢ Given we are now in Level 2 and this
Level is going to be reviewed in 4 weeks, it is likely that this will
reduce the number of people walking/cycling, etc in this area and
social distancing will not be a problem 3€¢ | see the cost of doing this
is unnecessary and a waste of ratepayers money for the above
reasons, given there is adeguate room for pedestrians and cyclists,
and would be better spent elsewhere should there actually be a need.
Finally, | have not seen any evidence that backs up the need to
remove car parks.

know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the
minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded
by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around
and enable social distancing. The temporary removal of car parks provide the necessary
space to implement the project. These temporary changes align well with many of our
city and regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people
with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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David Craig

Whylie

No

My wife and | walk some or all of this route at least 4 days a week,
and even in Level 4 Lockdown there was not a problem with social
distancing. The lycra and most other cyclists use the road just as they
always have done and there is urgency to create even more havoc
and congestion by putting in a temporary cycle lane. 3€¢0ur house
looks out onto this section of the road between Greta CafA©® and
Rata Street and | can confirm that this area is not congested.
a€cGreta Point CafA®© has only just reopened up and taking away
parks as proposed around them would kill their business. They have
already suffered from having to be closed for 7 weeks 3E<A high
number of older/retired people go to this cafA©, especially during
week days (| was there this morning and can attest to this), it is very
inconvenient/impossible for them to have to walk given there would
be nowhere to park within a reasonable distance to the cafA®© if this
proposal is adopted. Parking is already at a premium in the area and
is compounded by users of the dog park opposite Cog Park. 4€¢Given
we are now in Level 2 and this Level is going to be reviewed in 4
weeks, it is likely that this will reduce the number of people
walking/cycling, etc in this area and social distancing will be even less
of a problem 3€¢I see the cost of doing this is unnecessary and a
waste of ratepayers money for the above reasons, given there is
adequate room for pedestrians and cyclists The Council should focus
it's resources on real issues rather than ruining a business and
inconveniencing many more people than it helps. a€CThere is no
reason to take these car parks away, but there may be a good reason
to change all of the parks on the opposite side of Evans Bay Parade to
residents parking and make some of the many long term parker
purchase a Residents parking permit. Just a thought..

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the
minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded
by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around
and enable social distancing.

Kelly

Gray

No

Cyclists tend to cause far more issues when they are given something
like a cycle way. They say the cycle ways are not maintained and they
choose to ride in the car lane causing traffic to slow. They also refuse
to obey the traffic laws and not signal when turning or give way to
motor vehicles. They take their own life i their hands when the ignore
the safe option. The cars should have room. Taking away any further
toad means cars cannot provide the safety of 2m distance the cyclists
demand

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.

Alun

Rei

No

There is a cycle lane then shared cycle lane that is under utilised now
yet signposted as compulsory. There should be no more wasting
money on these lanes that do not get used once put in unless there is
a law change making them compulsory to use where provided as in
the past.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.
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- Christina Billing No As a Kilbirnie resident, cyclist and Green and Labour voter | The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
N ABSOLUTELY DEPLORE YOU for suggesting these completely installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This preject is co funded by NZTA as a
E unecessary changes which are both expensive and hazardous to our Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
) community!!! The current cycle lanes imposed on Rongotai Road are  |social distancing. . Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
- NOT USED and are a complete HAZARD to drivers and cyclists!!! 1 am  |lanefs protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
afraid to use them as a cyclist and afraid of killing someone as a safe area to ride.
driver! Not to mention this is the WORST USE of taxpayer money in
the area when our sewers are bursting every second week and the
Council cannot contain the sewerage in Lyall Bay!! The Kilbirnie
community functions very well without further cycle lanes and you
have obviously not studied the impacts of current cycle lanes on
driving restrictions and their actual usage or you would not be
proposing such ludicrous ideas!!!
Mik Artemiev No Waste of good money - we don't need it because the country is The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
almost at Covid alert level 1 installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.
Winston Hannaway No Not enough space for a bike lane. Will end up being a big waste of The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
money for something that wasn't broken in the first place just like installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
island bay. A bike lane in a small area does not encourage people to  |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
ride a bike. social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride,
Jamie Thompson No As | live on a hill | have to drive and park, to flat running areas. One of |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
my favorites is parking by the marina and running around the bays. | |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
would no longer be able to do this if | cannot park in this area. | also  |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
visit this area when my family is in town as it is a nice walk around the |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
NIWA/apartment buildings as you can get close to the water and say
hello to the people fishing. Some of my family have mobility issues so
this is nice short walk for them and they really enjoy it.
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Elizabeth

Carson

No

These proposals are another example of where our City Council is
spending all of their energy and funding. It's clearly a backdoor way
for the Council to implement “temporary” changes which will
ultimately become permanent. As a long term rate payer | am
distressed and appalled at how the City Council has been managed
over these last five years and am fed up with the focus being on
cyclists (who are in the great minority) and not on the wider issues we
are facing - busted water pipes, earthquake strengthening projects
that are languishing due to bureaucratic fallout, increasing congestion
at pinch points around Wellington (especially the Basin Reserve and
Kilbirnie Park/Evans Bay), the unconsented Concrete Crushing Plant
on Kaiwharawhara Point, an Events Centre which has been
continually delayed with infighting and egos and the lack of progress
with supporting local business and our local economy and poor
road/footpath conditions. Notwithstanding our Government funding
for major roadworks has been allocated to other councils as we can't
make any decisions. | am a huge supporter of being healthy and ride
a bike myself. | am not, howewver, a huge supporter of spending
millions on unnecessary bike paths that are never used or policed
(Hutt Road is a shining example of how we've spent millions, affected
businesses and still have to battle with cyclists on the road!). | am not
a supporter in anyway of creating more cycle ways until such time as
our other major projects are addressed. It is a continual frustration
to see buildings closed down for years (Old Town Hall, Gordon Wilson
Building, Library - the list goes on!) and no one can make a decision.
It's all infighting and appealing to the minority's wishes. We have so
many more issues than whether our cyclists can get to work! With
winter looming - there will be less cyclists and pedestrians. We dont

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. . While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are
still people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them
safe,

Bruce

Welsh

No

The removal of 159 carparks for social distancing is ridiculous. Cycling
is a safe distancing activity, specially as people pass each other
quickly. A cycle lane along here is needed but should not be at the
expense of parking.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Michael

Hirst

No

Make cyclists buy registrations & have a license plate if they want to
have same rules which are never enfarced(seen plenty running stop
signs & red lights but want to be legal road user come on now) &
makes everything fairer & | think would calm everyone down

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

Katrina

Smith

No

I think this is dangerous, large trucks park in the middle of onepu road
waiting to enter the paknsave loading bay, narrowing this road will
make it far more treacherous than it is already. Also there are many
elderly people who will be impacted by the loss of the parking spaces,
especially if they are visiting the doctors and also the funeral directors
on this stretch of road. As well as the impact on business owners, if
people can't get a park they go elsewhere. There is already a cycle
way along Rongotai road which is hardly used why wreck the other
roads with more under-utilised cycleways, they benefit few but
impact many

The remaval of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move mare people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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couldn't disagree more

This is another bright idea of the council- that goes down like a lead
balloon- no thought has been made for the safety of ratepayers.The
Island Bay cyclist lanes have made traffic movement virtually
impossible. It's dangerous, in that there is reduced traffic room. We
have stopped shopping where there is a dangerous road marking- re
cycle lane. We used to live in Island Bay= we moved away- the
suburb changed. We love shopping in Kilbirnie near Evans Bay,
Miramar & Brooklyn that is still our base. No more cycle lanes it costs
the ratepayers money!!! now exiting Covid

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people mare choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride.

This is already a narrow busy road with vehicles including buses and
trucks. | am worried about the safety of both vehicles and the cyclists
if a 2 way bike lane is implemented

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.

The change is identified as temporary, but there does not appear a
mechanism to change it back once it is not required. Before
confirming the change, there should be an agreed stage at which the
measures can be reverted back as they are. Otherwise this will be
seen as a permanent change being sold under false pretences. There
should be no further consultation or approval required to revert the
changes to their original layout.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

This submission prevents dog owners from accessing the dog park as
it removes the parking. Dog registration fees are meant to provide
access to dog exercise areas and this limits the options (lyall bay area
is not used appropriately so many choose to drive to the Evan's bay
one). Please consider a different area or provide better contained off
leash dog areas / reduce the dog registration fees to compensate for
needing to drive further to access a service

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Aaron Houghton No
Michele Morris-Denize  |No
Jaya Govind No
lan Picken No
Winnie Tutoro No
Lynette Simpson No

Please don't do it. Parking is so important for business that needs our
support at this time.

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses.
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Lucy Sykes No Stop wasting time and money on unnecessary crap. You need to think |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
about how many people will benefit from the proposed changes (the |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
50 people who cycle this route every day) versus those who will be Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
negatively impacted (the hundreds of drivers, who are already being  [social distancing.
stuffed around with the footpath/cycle way works on Evans Bay
Parade that are taking forever and are a waste of time and money).

You need to focus on productivity and income generation for the
greater group, not the whims of the 50 who might decide to cycle
today, if the weather isn’t too bad (but given it's almost winter, that's
not many people). Of course, you're screwing mothers again too. She
can't put their two kids in the back of their bike to get them to and
from daycare before she hotfoots it to work to try to find a suitable
hot desk that hasn't been taken already by the non primary caregivers
in her organisation. And the women doing caregiver duties helping
out elderly parents and parents in law can hardly put them in the back
of a bike to go and get their groceries together. Just stop wasting our
rates on stupid work that doesn't benefit the majority of ratepayers.
You have too many other things you NEED to spend the money on.
Like water and wastewater infrastructure. And | don't care if NZTA
would fund a good chunk of these works. They are pointless and
counterproductive.

Tim Parker No It's not broken, dont change it. Residents need their parks more than |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
cyclists need more room. They have plenty as it is, and if they're not  |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
comfortable sharing the wide road with a traffic, there is also a strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
shared path. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Michael Butler No Since going to level 2 the number of cycles has decreased The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
dramatically. On my walk on Sunday for 2 hours | saw only 2 cycles project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
where during levels 3 and 4 there was 1 every couple of minutes. strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
These changes are not needed and will create chaos as there is vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
nowhere else to park vehicles,

John Olver No There are no physical distancing requirements in level 1 of the Covid |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
levels. Therefore the objectives of this proposal are no longer choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
required as by the time this is implemented they will no longer be as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. The removal of car
needed. Also there are no end dates for these changes which are parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. These
required if, as the proposal suggests, they are temporary. Also the temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies, policies and
benefits of the proposal have not been quantified in any way or goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions
supported by any research. Also no mention has been made of any that cause climate change.
mitigation of the loss of parking for the local communities.

Ursula Egan No Remaoval of all parking in this almost 2km stretch is going to We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
negatively impact users of small businesses in this stretch and public  |know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
areas such as the dog park. | have no confidence the council will widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
convert this stretch back to parking so we have lost a significant businesses. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
number of car parks in this area. people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in

place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
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Michele Clarke No The footpaths are wide enough to allow space between people - | The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
have walked in the area in all alert levels and have easily been able to |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
maintain appropriate physical distance. Removal of car parks would  |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
have a significant negative effect on the area, making it near to vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
impossible to visit the only two cafes in that area as well as accessing
the beach for swimming, the court and dog park etc. Creating
barriers to locals trying to access facilities in their neighbourhood for
the sake of those momentarily passing by seems grossly unfair and
unnecessary as the roads and footpaths are wide enough already to
accommodate walkers, cyclists and vehicles,

Peter Skrzynski No Spurious reasoning of social distancing when the area is highly The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
unlikely to have a large number of cyclists at any one time. Parking project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
restrictions will have a major impact on local residents and visitors. strategies, policies and goals, including the plan te move more people with fewer
No clarity on how "temporary” the proposal is. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street

changes are temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get
around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or
could be required = until there is a vaccine,

Robin Halse No People that live there are loosing street parks, where are they going  |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
to park. You are also squeezing the cars closer to oncoming cars. It's  |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
winter how many people are going to be cycling in the wind and rain. |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
Have you done surveys for projected use? vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. While the number of cyclists

drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during winter that
need these facilities to keep them safe.

Alan Comer No pop up means temporary, why spend money in hard times non These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
temporary stuff, save the money, lower rates choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long

as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project.

patricia Cooney No By the time this gets done we won't be needing to social distance. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
We have not had any covid in Wellington for nearly 6 weeks. Seems |[choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
like as waste of money. Nice thought though. | ride to work and very |as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.
much appreciate the cycle lanes and the fantastic job the parking
wardens do in keeping the clear ways clear.
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Sreiden

Bun

No

e-petition on the Parliament website with 323 signatures to date.
gretapointcafe@hotmail.com That the House of Representatives urge
the Wellington City Council not to proceed with its proposal to
remove car parking facilities along Evans Bay Parade.

Greta Point is the only cafe along Evans Bay Parade until customers
reach Cafe Babylon or the Kilbirnie shopping centre, covering a Skm
distance. We cater to parents who drop their children at the three
childcare centres down the road, employees of large business NIWA,
and residents of the Evans Bay area. A lot of customers drive in to
make use of the neighbouring dog park or the public beach near us.
People who are heading to the airport stop over before flying out. We
rely on those carparks.
https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/petitions/document/PET_97915/p
etition-of-sreiden-bun-for-greta-point-cafe-help-greta

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
|businesses.

Robin

Boldarin

No

This route is a main thorough fare for city access. By cutting down
the road width it makes navigation of this more demanding. As above
we question the liability of cyclists/pedestrians to conform to the
dictates of the time.

Again, we would oppose this proposal.

This association is concerned over the restrictive time-frame for
submissions on these proposals — 13 days in total,

We are nearing the end of the coronavirus period (hopefully), the
volume of traffic has noticeably increased and we are slowly entering
the winter season when both cycle and pedestrian ‘traffic’ inevitably
decreases.

If there is an intention to monitor a particular sector of the “traffic’ it
might be more productive if attention was directed to the freedom
some cyclists take - i.e. cycling on footpaths, going through red traffic
lights, no cycle helmets (which we understand is ‘compulsory’), no
rear light and (for some) a recklessness in wearing dark clothing
indistinguishable in the darkening light.

Pedestrians, in the main, assume a more responsible stance.

Children (including teenagers) require a certain amount of care. The
older - labelled by some as ‘boomers’ - also require care. For some,
mobility equates with cars, driven either by themselves or a caring
family member. The middle age group is generally the income-

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. As these are temporary
Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some
opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as
|possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
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Terry and Baker No Good morning Sarah, These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more

Jan Nice to have our Counsellor as the Dep Mayor but also hope that you |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. The temporary changes
might assist with not permitting another "Island Bay" cycleway align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the plan to move people
project to be rushed ahead. more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. So
Evans Bay Parade is a great thoroughfare and its use for both business |we will be able to learn from them. We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be
and recreation has increased a great deal over the past decade or s0. |a concern for some, but we also know from a lot of research around the world that
That is welcomed (but we could do without electric scooters!l) removing car parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths generally does not have a
A cycle way carrying on from Cobham Drive is, slowly, under way and [negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses.
| can recall the careful open consultation process on that project.
But now we have a seeming rush to put a "temporary” cycle lane right
round the coastal side of EBP | Possibly quite good, in places, but
certain to cause chaos in others,
The stretch from Hataitai Beach to the end of NIWA is our main
concern. A great deal goes on along that piece-beach, marine clubs,
dog park, cafe and fairly dense housing on both sides of the road.
Both Great Point and the newer housing opposite have only limited,
or no, on site parking. Take away all the parking alongside Great Point
and where do they all go? The cafe and Morrocan cafe will creational
die.
Just wonder what the rush is! Yes cycling is on the up and to be
encouraged and made more safe but rushing this one could, as | say,
result in another Island Bay fiasco.
Whereis the evidence that cycling to work is going to explode as we
exit Covid? There could be fewer cars and we could have more buses.
Please have another look
regards

Andrea Skews No Stop pushing thru cycle ways without any public engagement with the |As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
local communities. These changes affect lives along with health and  |provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
safety of our communities. Our streets are not wide enough for these |them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
proposals and this type of railroading through cycle lobby group's community informed.
demands is competely unacceptable and impractical in a city with
such narrow streets as Wellington.

Paula Reidy No There are much larger issues the Council should be spending taxpayer |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
money on. Fix those urgent problems before worrying about cyclists. |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Let cyclists continue to ride as they are. It is up to them how they Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
distance themselves. social distancing.

Nicole Prince No Lack of public consultation and WCC has a proven history of pushing  |As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
through cycle lanes etc that are not wanted or needed, especially provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
given many businesses are giving the directive to staff to continue to  |them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
work from home to allow for social distancing in the work place. community informed.
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Rina Guyomar No The road is as busy with heavy traffic through the day as it is now, | These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
don't think to bring in any road works will solve any problems but to  |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is
create more and more. Most cyclists tend to ride on the main road required to provide the necessary space to implement the project.
alongside the cars anyway, and the footpaths are wide and safe
enough for people to walk pass by. The vast majority of people are
good at social distancing with kindness by now, and | haven't seen any
trouble or incident caused it's because the bike path is too short or
the pedestrian path is not wide enough! Moreover, there is hardly
any kerbside left for parking for the workers and visitors in the area
which is very inconvenient as it has been, | have no idea how we are
supposed to commute every day during the lengthy time it'd take to
install an unnecessary bike path. | work for a childcare centre, and
there are lots of families in and out to drop and pick the children up
throughout the day. They only have a few car parking spaces to take
turns to do so while us caregivers have to consider extra time to find
parking space where most spots taken and occupied by the residents
in the area. Please stop the project and there is no need for it but to
cause more problems which make so many people unhappy!!! Please
please don't waste any more money for unnecessary but to tackle the
real issues and to make people's lives better. This project certainly is
NOT the one.

Samantha Crawshay No It is not necessary you are a bit late off the mark. Good to keep up These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
your sleeve in case of reemergence. You do not need to make this choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
change. | do not like the wording that this is for covid and at the end  |as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
you "might” return to original state.

Chris Wake No One of the worst ideas ever. Taking away bus stops and crucial The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
carparks is stupid beyond belief. project.

Tayla Varcoe No This is highly unnecessary. People are back to work so why risk These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
affecting the carriageway? choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

Andrew Witham No Waste of money. It's too cold, wet, windy and hilly for bicycles to be a |While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
mainstream form of transport. Hardly anybody cycles in Wellington.  |choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Have you learnt nothing from the Island Bay debarcle? | don't want
want my rates wasted on this.

Cassandra Papadopoulos |No

Mark Kelleher No There are already a shortage of parks and | don't think removing a The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
whole lot more is going to help! Where will all those cars park?! project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,

including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.

Lynne Barr No Not Required

Erin Rush No This is a ridiculous proposal - there is already enough space for While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
cyclists and who are you kidding with people commuting in the choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.
winter - come one

Frances Pearson No
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temporary cycleway letter received in our letterbox a€” TR98-20
Things to consider: 1.The proposed area takes away the majority of
the car parks for the residents at the Greta point townhouse complex.
Currently many residents of the Greta Point Townhouses park their
cars on the road as most Greta Point townhouses only have parking
space for one car (there are some that are able to park a second car
park on their driveway) but for the majority of residents they only
have one garage park available to use. | already have to walk a
minimum of 200metres from my parked car to my house if | am lucky
to get a park outside the complex. This increases to 300mm if | have
to park down by Niwa when there are no carparks outside. Your
proposal also takes away these car parks and would mean parking my
car at least 400m away on a stretch of road that is exposed to the
harsh weather conditions. Putting my car at risk of adverse
weathering. 2.There is already a widened footpath along the NIWA
and Greta Point Townhouse portion of Evans Bay Parade, so why is
there a need to take away the car parking when a widened footpath is
already in place? 3.The effects of Covid-19 are reducing as the days
go on. It has already been 4 months since Covid-19 began effecting
us, and with case numbers having been zero for a long time now, the
need for social distancing is very low. If you plan to have this
temporary cycleway in place within the next 3 months, it will have
arrived too late. 4.Winter reduced cycling usage. With the winter
months coming around, cyclist numbers are likely to decrease in
favour of public transport or driving. 5.As a cyclist myself, | have no
qualms with using the road to get around. 6.Current Evans bay
cycleway project. The Carlton Gore Road to NIWA phase is well

™ Wellington City Council
e 11 JUNE 2020 Me Heke Ki Poneke
c
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< Evans Bay Parade - TR98-20
- Simeon Copsey No Not required. A vanity project. Direct rate payers money to upgrading [The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
N the underground water and waste infrastructure. installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
E Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
) social distancing.
- Paula Muollo No We have small roads as it is they are not wife enough for cars and The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
bikes and are causing all sorts of disruption and traffic problems. installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Island bay is a complete disaster and surely during this Covid crisis the |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
council can put the money to good use instead of putting up rates to  [social distancing.
pay for what is not such a necessary plan of action. This is rediculous.
They need to put island bay back to people being able to park safely
in their driveways with out bowling a cyclist and also so buses can get
through with ease while cars are parked back against the pavement
Alan Wilson No
Tina Emeny No Dont do it. It is not needed and will negatively impact people living We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
there and the cafe business know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses,
Luke Dodd No Please see below my comments in response to the Evans Bay Parade |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the

project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. While
the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who choose to
cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.
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Jim Wana No There are no active covid cases in Wellington and no cases for over These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
60+ days in wellington. No one in hospital due to covid in New choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
Zealand. This is madness. It's ok to send our kids to school but work  |as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
from home? PC gone mad in my view.

Stephen Worth No Users of the Wellington Cadet Centre at 393 Evans Bay Parade have  |The detailed design of the cycle path will take account of access requirements across
concerns about the operation of this pop up cycle lane. Primarily we |existing driveways
must have continued access through the existing driveway to get to
the building and the adjacent boat sheds. Suitable road marking
would need to employed so that riders are aware that the cycle lane
is not continuous and there can be vehicles (some towing boat
trailers) turning into the driveway, especially during the evening and
at weekends.

Graeme Buchanan No Once again, " social distancing” of lonely cyclists is put up as an These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
excuse for otherwise destroying the amenity value of Evans Bay. 140 |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is
car parks gone. Where will those visitors go? Elsewhere, It is the required to provide the necessary space to implement the project.
cycling advocates on Council seeing an opportunity for free money
and a " temporary” bridgehead. No no no.

Philip Humphrey No Utterly mad to spend so much money on social distancing for outdoor |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
traffic measures. We have real infrastructure issues to fund. Please |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
have some common sense. We can meet in restaurants, so why the |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
need for these ludicrous measures? | cycle and drive and have no social distancing.
issues with the current situation.

jim Pinson No Unnecsessary. already hard for traffic to flow. waste of effort and The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
money. panders to minority of users. create huge frustration installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a

Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.
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Julie Gubb No | am submitting this feedback on behalf of The Greta Point Body The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
Corporate Committee, of which | am a member.The GPcomplex is project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
made up of 91 town houses plus The Marrakech CafA® - any including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
residents of these 91 houses NEED to park on the street as most units |emissions that cause climate change. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost
only have parking for one car.The council says it's proposal is in scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This
response to Covid 19, to ensure physical distancing for pedestrians project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more cheice in
and cyclists ???We have managed this required distancing perfectly  |how they get around and enable social distancing. We acknowledge the removal of car
well over the past couple of months throughout Levels 4, 3 and now  |parking will be a concern for some, but we also know from a lot of research around the
2....and are well on the way to Level 1.Council also says the proposal  |world that removing car parks for bike lanes and widening footpaths generally does not
is an effort to provide more mode choice - there is adequate choice  |have a negative effect on retail and hospitality businesses,
already and the vast majority choose and in fact need for practical
reasons to travel by car.This proposal is completely unbalanced - why
punish the majority of users in order to cater to a small minority ?

Every single one of the 159 car parks you are proposing to remove is
essential to the everyday life of residents, visitors, users of
community facilities and customers of businesses in Evans Bay. It
would be totally unworkable if these parks were removed - they are
needed for the everyday functioning of the area. This proposal needs
to be dropped - Evans Bay Parade is fine the way it is. At this difficult
economic time Council should be concentrating spending on essential
projects which will strengthen the city itself eg underground
plumbing, getting the Central City Library & Civic Square back up and
running and in fact providing MORE parking thus encouraging people
to visit and spend in Wellington. Finally, imagine the damage this
proposal would do to The Great Point CafA® , coming on top of a two
month Govt enforced Lockdown. It would be disastrous!Noone | have
spoken to can believe this proposal has even been mooted a€ | .please
don't let it go any further , it must be dropped right now.

Robyn Mathieson No There are many multi unit developments in the Evans Bay Area and The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
very few parks available now. To remove them will make it project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
unattractive to live in this area. Also the road is currently wide people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
enough. Flus | don't believe these are 'POP up” cycleways. It's place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine, The
completely unnecessary to be spending council money on this right proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
now. Aging infrastructure is surely much more important to fix that  |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
more cycle lanes. Covid response project.

Lou Newman No stop this waste of money building cycle lanes that are used by a very |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
small number of citizens. Elderly and most people need to use cars installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
and need car parks . Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable

social distancing. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.

Jeremy Hewitt No This proposal infringes existing rights to park along this stretch of The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
road which is a major public amenity which should be accessible to project.
all, including those of limited mobility who are unable to walk or cycle
and require transportation by private car or public transport to access
the harbourside location.
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WCC resources at a time when we all are heading into a time of global
financial crisis. Projects with a temporary benefit should not receive
priority over projects that are critical infrastructure (namely water
and sewer) or that bring direct measurable economic benefits. The
economic benefits of temporary cycleways are neither direct nor
measurable in any meaningful way. 2} 1do not believe that spending
significant WCC resources on facilities to benefit a tiny minority of
Wellington Residents is fair to the majority of Wellington Residents
and Ratepayers who do not cycle. Less than 5% of Wellington's
commuters are cyclists (as per Census data). The majority of
Wellington commuters will not see any benefit from these proposed
changes. In fact many will see significant negative impact. | believe
the negative impacts will affect far more Wellington Residents and
Ratepayers than the temporary cycleways will benefit. 3) 1 believe
that the opportunity to have any benefit from temporary cycleways
has been missed. At the current rate of progression, it is extremely
unlikely that these cycleways will be in place before New Zealand
moves out of COVID-19 Level Two. Furthermore, as we head it
Winter, those who took up recreational cycling in Level Four and
Level Three will be less likely to commute via cycle in cold and
inclement weather (as is typical for Wellington in the Winter season).
4) | believe that WCC is attempting to make permanent infrastructure
changes under the guise of being temporary both to deceive
Wellington Residents and Ratepayers (who may otherwise object to
permanent changes) and to use cheaper methods of construction
(that would be otherwise unsuitable for long term use). No time
frame has been given for the roll-out of these changes and no time

Mark Hay No The changes are completely unnecessary (there are even less cyclists |While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
on the road than normal, putting aside the fact that biking will reduce |choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. The proposal
during the colder months), will greatly increase vehicular traffic is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to
congestion for no good reason, and are a total waste of taxpayer keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
money. project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

Alan Nelson No

Oliver Martin No

Sefton Bates No 1) 1 do not believe that temporary cycleways are an effective use of  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to
|give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will
be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine,
While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. While the
number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle
during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. The removal of car parks is
required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. The temporary
changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the plan to move
|people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate
change. The plans have been adjusted so that the bus stop will not be removed and
instead the bike lane will be directed through Cog park.
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Luke Petterson No Please see below comments on the letter received in our letterbox in  |[The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
regards to the proposed two way pop-up cycle way around Evans Bay |project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
Parade - TR98-20. | am a resident at the Greta Point appartments including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
and currently have enough difficulty finding a park around this area.  |emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street changes are
Every night, available car parks are very scarce resulting in myself and |temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
flat mates having to park around 200m away from where we reside - |social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required
please see attached photos of the typical volume of cars in our area. |- until there is a vaccine. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there
Points to consider: 1) Your proposal notes that it is an initiative to are still people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep
assist with Covid 19 social distancing, however, you do not propose to |them safe.
implement it until the next three months, where Covid is more than
likely to be a minimal threat to New Zealand based on the NZ
government's recent response. 2) We are heading into winter where
less people are likely to cycle and residents want to park closer to
their houses to reduce the distance getting to their vehicle in the
unpredictable Wellington weather. 3} The area outside the Great
Point appartments already has a widened, shared pedestrian and
cycle way so what is the point in widening it further and removing a
significant number of carparks to do se? Ultimately, the proposal is
at the disadvantage of all residents who live on Evans Bay Parade and
will be very negatively received by the residents, | trust this feedback
will be taken on board, as | assume it will be in line with other Evans
Bay Parade residents. Regards, Luke

Dean O'Leary No This proposal involves the reduction of 145 carparks along evans bay [The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parade. | currently live in the apartment complex at 305 Evans Bay project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
parade. There is a dirth of parking available in the apartment area. including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
Available parking immediately adjacent to this address is always full  |emissions that cause climate change.
on both sides of the street. The only optiuon is for me to park my
vehicle approximately 400 meters down the road on Evans Bay
parade. This area caters for many inhabitants of the apartments in
the surrounding area. Please also note that parking often caters for
visitors to the Evans Bay Cafe. This proposal will mean that many
surrounding inhabitants will be forced to park at least 1km up the
road near Kilbernie Park. This is simply unreasonable. The
proposition fails to take into account the very limited amount of
public parking available in such densely populated area of apartment
complexes. Please reconsider this proposal as it will place
unreasonable demands on inhabitants in the area

Bobbie Meyer No | am feed up with the money spent on cycleways - as a long time The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
Wellington Resident installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a

Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.
Page 54 of 104
Page 90 Item 2.1, Attachment 3: Evans Bay Parade TR98-20 - Submissions & Responses




STRATEGY AND POLICY COMMITTEE

11 JUNE 2020

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Evans Bay Parade - TR98-20

Michelle

Spiers

No

The entire idea of temporary street changes in response to Covid-19
is ludicrous. This is not New York; these roads are never full of
pedestrians and cyclists, except in organised marathon/running
events when the roads are closed. If people need to social distance
they can merely move around the subject in their way. To spend rate
payers funds in this declining economic climate on such changes is
criminal. The government have sent our children back to school and
say we can meet in restaurants and groups of up to 100 people
(although it is noted civil servants are not back to work,in town
supporting the city)so these distancing measures are clearly not
required. Utter madness. Baseless and and irresponsible use of rate
payer's funds.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

ZE&I&D

Sajdl

No

Ref: TR98-20 27 May 2020 Proposed "temporary” pop-up 2-way
cycle lane and removal of the existing car parks in Evans Bay Parade
near Greta Point Submission: We found a WCC flier in our mailbox
late on 21 May 2020. It said that the WCC were proposing a
temporary 1.6km "pop-up” cycle lane along the east side of Evans Bay
Parade (EBP), from NIWA to the Cobham Drive traffic lights. WCC
proposal to take away ALL the carparks on the Eastern side of EBP is a
very bad idea a€” "temporary” removal or not, virus or no virus. THE
EXISTING CARPARKS ON EVANS BAY PARADE ARE ESSENTIAL &
REQUIRED - there are many hundreds of people {with cars and their
existing car parking needs) living in large complexes at 305 EBP, 326
EBP and 312 EBP. There are additional car parking needs of many
other people living in the affected area, users of 2 cafes and many
businesses and community services along the affected area.
According to the original project plans (pdf files created on 4 Sep
2017) which we found since the WCC flier drop on 21 May 2020 on
one of WCC websites, there is enough width for all users and services
required, including the car parks on the east side in this area of EBP.
The original project plan (regardless of option) has footpaths, 2 bike
lanes and car parks on both sides of EBP. This original project plan
now shows ON HOLD status (see
https://www.transportprojects.org.nz/current/evans-bay/niwa-to-
cobham-drive/). Further to the above, -the cost of the now
proposed pop-up is not given (if it was to go ahead). This "temporary”
pop-up proposal will be unnecessary additional cost and additional
delay to the original project plan. -the length of or criteria for
"temporary” is not given a€” there is no timing for reinstatement of
the affected carparks if the "temporary” proposal goes ahead. -there

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce

emissions that cause climate change. S0 we will be able to learn from them. These Covid-

19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more choice in
how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe
distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.

Ryan

Leatham

No

We as a sports club would struggle with the loss of car parking on our
event days. While the removal of the bus stop outside the club would
also mean encouraging members to use the bus as an alternative
would be difficult. If an alternative car parking solution could be
found (e.g. using the public boat ramp parks - but this will cause
significant congestion) for our event days, we could potential support
the idea.

The remaoval of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.
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Kristy

Udy

No

I am a cyclist and am generally in favour of bike lanes that makes it
safer to cycle. But, the area on Evans Bay Parade from NIWA to Rata
Rd has many apartments with limited or no space for off-street
parking and this area is already difficult enough to find a parking
space in, as all carparks are completely filled overnight, with very few
available during the day (due to residents, not visitors). The proposal
would mean that | will most likely not be able to park within 1km of
my house (I live in the apartment complex at 305 Evans Bay Parade). |
am fit, so that is not a big problem for me, but I imagine that would
cause problems for those with limited mobility. Also, | am unsure of
the usefulness of adding a temporary bike lane in the proposed
position during winter. | commute daily by bike and the cyclists | see
seem competent enough to cycle on a road where there are no bike
lanes. Possible beginner bike riders (those cycling as an alternative to
taking a bus) are likely to be put off by the cold temperatures, wind,
and rain on the route, therefore making an extra bike lane
unnecessary. On a side note, | hope the bike path that is under
construction from Oriental Bay to Greta Point will have a barrier
between cyclists and pedestrians. Otherwise, | think cyclists will just
ride on the road as pedestrians tend to use the whole width of any
path and are often oblivious to the fact it is supposed to be shared
use.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people
who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.
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David

Patterson

No

WCC TR 98-20 Consultation Re Evans Bay 2 way pop 3€" up Cycle way
28 March 2020 Dear WCC Thank you for the opportunity to submit
and object to the proposed cycle way. | am writing on behalf of the
organisations listed at the bottom of this letter and with their
approval to register their opposition to this cycleway. The grounds for
opposing the 2 way pop up cycle way at Evans Bay are as follows:
1.0pposition to removal of 145 carparks: All the organisations listed
below strongly object to the proposed removal of the 145 street car
parks. These car parks are important to the businesses in the area and
removal of the car parks would have a significant detrimental effect
on a number of the businesses and cause them to lose business.In
addition many of these car parks are also used by residents in the
area and removal of the car parks will be highly problematic for them.
2.0pposition to timing and economic effect: A number of the
organisations listed have suffered significant downturn in business
over the lock down periods and are only now just starting to build up
again. The adverse affect the removal of 145 car parks would have on
a number of the businesses means that it is very difficult for those
businesses to understand how WCC could be proposing to remove
them at this time. For these businesses this is not some theoretical
matter ( as the pop up trial seems to be for the WCC)-- this would
harm a number of businesses by reducing the number of customers
they have and reducing their earnings at a time when they
desperately need everything working in their favour. Has WCC really
thought this through? 3.0bjection to Covid-19 rationale for the pop
up cycleway: The organisations question the so-called Covid-19
distancing rationale for this proposal. Is this really the reason for this
proposal or is it more driven by a pro-cycling agenda? a.Level 1 does

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the
minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded
by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around
and enable social distancing. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and
designed to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social
distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until
there is a vaccine. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still
people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Richard

Ellis

No

We need some parking on this road to support scouting activities.
Can the bike lane be weekends and day time only please to allow
evening parking. We need access to our facilities for youth activities

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

Robert

Poole

No

Given the lack of any active cases in the southern end of the North
Island and the likelihood that physical distancing restrictions are to be
eased soon, | see these temporary changes as a waste of money. They
will inconvenience as many people as they will help. | am supportive
of the improvements in cycling infrastructure that are underway
across the city over the last five or so years, but the changes need to
be sensible and planned so as not to get people offside. This proposal
for pop-up bike lanes seems unnecessary (most cyclists safely use the
road here) and too late given where we are in the COVID-19
response. I'd rather see cyclists encouraged to use the road here
whilst the physical distancing requirements are in place. Additional
"slow down for cyclists” signage could be used instead. The bigger
issue is at Point Gerningham where the works to widen the shared
cycle/pedestrian space make the space very congested.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give pecple maore choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
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- Paul Yardley No The leaflet delivered to our Neighborhood states the reason for the These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
N proposed changes is "to ensure the Covid -19 social distancing choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
E guidelines can be achieved”. This problem is quickly dissipating. as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The removal of car
) Thankfully the efforts to eliminate Covid -19 are succeeding. The parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. The
- numbers of both pedestrians and cyclists have reduced as the alert temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the
levels have reduced, not a surprising result as people return to work  |plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
and students return to schools and tertiary education establishments. |climate change. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the
The neighbourhood where this work is proposed in a residential area |minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded
and the majority of residences do not have on site parking. It may be |by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around
an inconvenient truth but many residence own cars and the number and enable social distancing.
carparks being eliminated will cause a problem. | do not believe that
the proposed work would stand up to an independent cost / benefit
analyst and will be a waste of money in the very tough times that are
ahead.
Puaseisei Tofaeono No
James Malcolm No
Tony Randle No The WCC has proposed several traffic Resolutions: 1.Install 1,579 For these proposed restrictions to be legally enforceable they must follow the Traffic
metres of temporary cycle lane along the east side of Evans Bay Resolution process. You are correct that legally the traffic resolutions do not have an
Parade. 2.Install a 1,200 metre temporary uphill cycle lane on ‘expiry date' as such however as communicated in the Traffic Resolution process,
Brooklyn Road between Willis Street and Ohiro Road 3.Install 900 Council intends for these to be temporary - They will be in place as long as safe
metres of temporary cycle lanes on either side of Onepu Road distancing is, or might be required — until there is a vaccine No one knows exactly how
between Rongotai Read and Leonie Gill Pathway 4.Convert one traffic |long that will be. Once the decision is made to remove the temporary installations, this
lane to a two way shared pedestrian/ cycling path by installing a 3,000 |will be carried out via the Traffic Resolution process.
metre one-way vehicle restriction on Massey Road starting from its
intersection with Shelly Bay Road to approximately 220 metres north
east of its intersection with Karaka Bay Road (at the eastern point of
the on-road angle parking bays) and also Prohibit vehicles from
travelling from Scorching Bay to Shelley Bay (in the north, west and
south direction) 5. Temporarily widen the footpath on the southern
side of Stout Street and also Relocate two mobility parks and
motorcycle parking to nearby locations The justification for these
changes is "To provide more space for walking and biking in response
to Covid-19 social distancing guidelines." The JCA supports WCC
responses to support the social distancing guidelines under the Covid-
19 lockdown emergency. It is important the measures are taken to
ensure residents are kept safe. However, the ICA opposes these
"temporary” changes being undertaken under the legal framework of
Traffic Resolutions and therefor opposes all these Traffic Resolutions.
The concern of the JCA is that the WCC is making legally permanent
roading changes under the justification of supporting temporary
Covid-19 health measures. There is no information on whether these
changes are justified in terms permanent improvements to transport
and accessibility. That these changes are permanent is supported in
that the traffic resolutions do not contain any information on how
Marc Hill No Not needed. Social distancing is easily managed especially as its now |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
established contagion happens in confined indoor spaces. choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be reguired - until there is a vaccine.
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Kim

Erikseb

No

Mot enough room to do this. Evans Bay Parade is a heavy traffic route
and very busy. Many people park along the sea side to go to the
beach, sailing and the yacht club plus Greta Point has cafes, crA "ches
and many apartments where parking is on the road. The removal of
145 parks. is significant. Where are people going to park? 2.5 metres
is too wide for a cycle way. There is not enough road to accomodate
this. Big trucks and buses already cross the median strip on the
Parade. Even if there is a cycle way, some cyclists will still continue to
use the road where the cars go and the footpath. A 2 way cycle way is
also quite dangerous. Crossing the road will be hazardous with a busy
road, 2 way cycle way and a footpath and bus stops to watch, Are
there to be more pedestrian crossings? Where will residents park?
Coupon parking will that be an option? Note, that social distancing is
not being achieved on Cobham Drive and Evans Bay Pde and the cycle
way has taken forever and it is still not complete. Cycles are riding on
the road and on the foot path along with walkers. The pohutakawas
are also been killed and damaged. Safety will not be improved.
Currently there is much mud and quick sand down by the wind wand
on Cobham Drive and construction of the cycle way has been going
on for a long time. Happy to provide further comment - we live
opposite the yacht club a very busy area.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. There is currently pedestrian crossing facilities along this stretch of road
that will remain.

Greg

Day

No

| do not see a need under Covid 19 which will most likely be at level
land therefore social distancing will not be required before the
cancel does anything and therefore unneccesary. By doing away with
carparks will affect visitors to our apartment particularly the elderly
who will not be able to park at a distance and walk here. It will not
also affect all the group cyclists who ride as groups in the weekend
and will not use the bike strip.You say temporary but give no dates. it
is actually the council doing away with car parks by stealth!

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be reguired — until there is a vaccine.

Elise

Chan

No

1 Removal of 145 unrestricted- | always having friend visiting me at
the night time, if there are no car park available, which means some
of my friends will not come to visit. By looking at the map, there will
be the parking at kilbinbie park. Some of my is over 70yrs old. So it is
cut out my social life. My opinion thatshould be allow to due non
busy time. 2 For how long that the temporary cycle line will gone and
go back normal.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine,

Allanah

Barr

Mo

Unnecessary, traffic flow is already frustrating enough.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
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Samuel Guy No This change is not justified. The inconvinience will be immense. The |While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who
number of cyclists and walkers who use this route is small, and will choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe. The removal
only get smaller as winter approaches. The parks that are being of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project.
removed are nearly always full and removing them will affect local
residents and visitors to the beach only negatively. | regularly walk
this route at peak times so | am not against this personaly. However
approaching this change holistically, it cannot improve anything.

Howard Davis No | strongly oppose this change. Where | live most evenings - and often |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
in the day - there is insufficient parking on the western side of Evans  |project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,

Bay Pde for residents, Almost every night - and usually during the day -|including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce

there are resident cars that cannot park on the western side - cutside |emissions that cause climate change.

houses - and must park on the sea side. When there is a particular

event eg at the yacht club or down in the Cobham St park a large

number of parks on the seaside are needed. We cannot afford to give

up all of the parks on the sea side of Evans Bay Pde. Also, coming

from the north - including after work - on the seaside, to get to

parking on the western side we turn into a driveway to the south of

the clubroom, where we can turn onto the west side. This is our only,

safest turn as a u-turn on the Parade is not safe. It is already a difficult

turn with two-way traffic on the Parade and on the footpath. With

another two way cycleway to check - potential traffic from six

directions - the turn would be extremely dangerous. This turn is

extremely important to us as otherwise we would need to drive some

distance to make a safe turn. | am extremely worried about excessive

narrowing of the Parade. It is Wellington's dangerous goods route.

Already, at current width, many trucks, buses and other large vehicles

cross the middle line. | am very worried that some of this space will

be lost and safety compromised. Also, many creche, cafe, scout club

and NIWA people need the area around Greta Point on the seaside to

park. This area is almost always full most nights, and often in the day.

Johanna Carter No Where is the cost benefit analysis - what will this do to our rates The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

Carol Stewart No | bike this way a lot, and | find the road adequately wide already. I'd These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
rather other nasty narrow roads were prioritised. choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

Nigel Solomon No Enough Bike lanes this city will never be Copenhagen or Amsterdam. |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
Please fix the traffic congestion first. Please spend my rates on real choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
projects like ageing infrastructure! Forget your vanity projects as safe distancing is, or could be reguired = until there is a vaccine.
remember this is the reason the last Mayor was voted out! People are
sick of green crap! | believe raging infrastructure, a city library, etc is
more important.
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Love

No

| disagree with the proposed changes laid out in TR98-20

1.1 have only been made aware of TR98-20 A this morning. | have not
been given enough time to respond accordingly to such a proposal as
this.

2. As our residential properties were consented to being built
WITHOUT any off-street parking, | would like to propose that the
carparks outside of the units at 316 Evan’s Bay Parade, remain solely
for the use of the tenants of those apartments.

3. | support any submissions made by residents opposing the
proposed changes as laid out in TR98-20,

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

Jake

Yocum

No

My feedback. As a resident 464 Evans Bay Parade, | think it’s an
absurd proposal, that | will not support in anyway. If it goes ahead |
will continue to park in the designated lane, with our one vehicle we
need for our family. The health and safety concerns of having
available transport on hand for emergency, is a greater need than
anything else.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

Matt

Penney

No

On behalf the Kupe canoe club based in the Wellington Cadet Centre
at cog park we oppose the temporary cycle lane, We have 120+
members, many of whom pay to store their kayak at our club room
and paddle on a daily basis. Most members drive to, and park outside,
the club room using the street parking you wish to remove. We
experience problems with car parking now, competing with the
vehicles of dog walkers, long stay and local residents and the club has
recently lodged this feedback with the WCC. This proposal will make it
almost impossible to visit the club room by car. If that is the case then
we may lose members because it is too difficult to access their kayak
and that potential loss of membership will put the club sustainability
at risk. On a personal note, | am also a cyclist and my preference is to
ride on the regular road because that is the fastest surface and has
the least debris.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.
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Geordie

Cassin - AA

No

1. This submission is made by the Wellington District Council of the
NZ Automobile Association (NZAA). The NZAA has over 200,000
members in its Wellington District. 2. The Wellington District Council
of the Automobile Association has discussed the proposed two-way
pop-up uphill cycle lane on Evans Bay Parade. We are supportive of
providing separate cycle lanes or shared paths for cyclists as this
separates vulnerable road users from motorized traffic. However, we
also consider that the process for constructing a safe cycle route
needs to be evidence based and carried out in a thorough and
inclusive manner, 3. In summary we have many serious concerns with
the proposal due to the paucity of detailed information on the
proposed pop-up bike lane as follows: 4. The proposal lacks detail
and gives the impression of being rushed. The 14-day consultation
period is too short with insufficient time for us to consult our
members. There is no consideration of the loss of parking and the
effect on local businesses. 5. The proposal is for a temporary two-way
cycle lane. There is no mention of how long “temporary” is. We
consider any temporary cycle lane should be subject to review after a
short period e.g. 3 months. We consider even a temporary bike lane
still needs to be properly designed with a safety audit. 6. There are 2
bus stops affected by the proposed bike lane. There is no detail on
how buses will be able to safely stop at the kerb within the bike lane.
This is a known safety hazard for cyclists. 7. We understand that no
design work has been done on this proposal. We would like to be
consulted during the design process and would expect a safety audit
to be completed on the design before any construction works
commence. 8. The change is proposed to provide more space for
biking in response to Covid-19 social distancing guidelines. We note

As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and
designed to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social
distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until
there is a vaccine. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still
people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Mike

No

I'm not keen on car parks being removed, at least not 145 (where are
we supposed to park?). It’s unfair. I'm against the proposal/s at this
stage if you could please note this.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.

Carmen

Wallace

MNo

Petition of 31 signitures emailed
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Frank

wall

No

The proposal is discriminatory, in that residents and ratepayers along
our fellow Parades in Oriental and Island Bays that have had similar
cycle ways installed have retained their carparks. Moreover, he
proposed change is neither necessary nor desirable. The stated
necessity for the proposed pop-up is to “ensure Covid-19 social
distancing guidelines can be achieved”. BUT - cyclists are not causes
of Covid-19 spread, which has more to do with:

*INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL, and

*CLUSTERS, ie close contact for prolonged periods in confined spaces.
MOREOVER, Capital and Coast DHB has had no active Covid-19 cases
as from 13 May.

The second stated necessity for the proposal is to “improve safety”,
BUT this measure has not been quantified, nor does it take into
account the reduced vehicular and cycle traffic along Evans Bay
Parade in the current Covid environment - and nor does it take into
account that cyclists consider that they are entitled to cycle in any
direction on roads, cycle lanes and footpaths - and they do so.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine. Safety for people on
|bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This
ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.

Andy

Economous

No

Received during Eastern Ward webinar held 23 May. Submission
passed on by Cr Rush.

Love to join in to the discussion but it seems our mikes are muted so
we can’t have a say. | totally object to the removal of the car parks
around Greta point as it will lead to the death of the businesses.
Government is hell bent in keeping small business afloat and you
want to kill them off!! There are alternative ways that you should
consider and using covid19 as precautionary measures is rather weak.
You must seriously think about it and allow more time for proper
peoples input into the matter. 2 weeks notice is not acceptable.

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the
desire to provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the
need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials
that can be e community informed.
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Helen &
Guy

Scott

No

We have been notified by our Body Corporate that the Council to
provide a temporary cycle lane from Greta Point to Cobham Drive. To
achieve this all street parking will be removed on the seaward side of
Evans Bay Parade.

We have lived in Hataitai for over 40 years and raise our concerns
over this proposal as both ratepayers and citizens with disability
issues with an increasing need to rely on others to provide services.
As citizens we are concerned that this Proposal will put the needs of
cyclists over the needs of others users of the Parade by;

. Loss of their full enjoyment of easy access to open green space
and courts, water activities (boating, fishing, cadets, scouting groups,
canoeing) and swimming at Hataitai and other smaller beaches

. Increasing the safety risks to families and individuals trying to
access and transferring canoes, boats and families from the other side
of the road to the parks and sea

* Impacting on the 2 cafes on either sides of the Parade. Their
ability to operate will be reduced by loss of parking and customers
and will in turn will impact the Council's ability receive rates

* Only 4-6 car parks will exist on the land side of the Parade
between the bus stop at the southern end of Te Aro Iwi and the
crossing outside the Hataitai bathing sheds. There will be no available
parking for those using the dog park or wishing to access activities on
the seaward side of the Parade in this area of high recreational use.
As older and partially disabled citizens we hope to enjoy what we can
still achieve as pedestrians who find it increasingly unsafe to cross
roads and walk on footpaths by a growing number of discourteous
cyclists. The cycle lane will not make us any safer.

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more pecple with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Tyler

Dunkel

No

As a homeowner along the section of Evans Bay Parade, where the
proposed temporary cycle way would be located, | am STRONGLY
against this project. The addition of this cycleway, even temporarily,
would create parking havoc in an already strained location. Along this
section of the route, there are two cafes, two child care centres, the
dog park, Hataitai beach and other recreation areas. There are also
several blocks of apartments/homes which do not have off street
parking.

The proposed temporary cycle way (and the formerly tabled
permanent cycleway ideas) are not adequate to our neighbourhood
needs and will disrupt us. | am opposed to the addition of the
proposed temporary cycleway, which | believe would likely present a
similar situation and reaction as the Island Bay debacle.

Please do not install this temporary cycleway. Please come back to
the community for consultation regarding an adequate permanent
scenario, rather than disrupting us with a band-aid solution which we
have already rejected in spirit during previous consultations.

The remaval of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.
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Robin

Boldarin
(Miramar/Maup
uia Progressive
Association

No

This route is a main thorough fare for city access. By cutting down
the road width it makes navigation of this more demanding. As above
we question the liability of cyclists/pedestrians to conform to the
dictates of the time. We would oppose this proposal. This
association is concerned over the restrictive time-frame for
submissions on these proposals = 13 days in total. We are nearing
the end of the coronavirus period (hopefully), the valume of traffic
has noticeably increased and we are slowly entering the winter
season when both cycle and pedestrian ‘traffic’ inevitably decreases.
If there is an intention to monitor a particular sector of the “traffic’ it
might be more productive if attention was directed to the freedom
some cyclists take = i.e. cycling on footpaths, going through red traffic
lights, no cycle helmets (which we understand is ‘compulsory’), no
rear light and (for some) a recklessness in wearing dark clothing
indistinguishable in the darkening light. Pedestrians, in the main,
assume 3 more responsible stance. Children (including teenagers)
require a certain amount of care. The older - labelled by some as
‘boomers’ - also require care. For some, mobility equates with cars,
driven either by themselves or a caring family member. The middle
age group is generally the income-generating sector upon which
these two age groups are reliant. Only a very small group within
these are cyclists or, as the newer “with it’ group would say ‘e’
cyclists. There seems to be no specific reference to the latter and
they are the ones which cause the most concern as there appears to
be no specific monitoring of routes taken by these users.

As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there
are still people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep
them safe. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals,
including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce
emissions that cause climate change.

Jonathan

Bhana-Thomson

no

| see the info in the Traffic Resolution about the removal of the
parking etc to allow for the cycle lane.

This route is part of the only oversize route between the eastern
suburbs and the City. Is it possible to see some cross sections that
show the available width across the road, and what method will be
used to delineate the cycle lane - is it safe hit posts?

Also for what length of time will the cycle lane be in place?

This will help to inform a submission that we can make to the
consultation.

Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway protected from moving
traffic by hit sticks. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.

Julia

Cameron

no

Your letterbox drop proposal for a temporary cycle lane along Evans
Bay lacks lot of simple information | need for understanding the
implications. Can you please describe for me what will happen, and
how it is meant to be used? Will it mean there can be no onstreet
parking on the eastern side of the parade?

The proposal is to install a 2 metre wide two lane cycle way. The removal of car parks
along the eastern side of Evans Bay Parade is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project.
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Catherine

Solari

no

| have more guestions about the proposed temporary cycle lane on
Evans Bay Parade which we have recently received information about.
* There was a cycle way planned for the section of road...is this in line
with the original plan?

= It is stated to be temporary? When do you propose it will be
changed back? Or made permanent?

+ The letter states this is in response to Covid 19 and social
distancing, however construction will not start for 3 months if it goes
ahead. We may be in Level 1 at that point of social distancing is no
longer an issue?

+ Now that we are at level 3 and some people have returned to work
is this really still an issue? | am a resident and walk around Evans Bay
Parade every day. Now that we are in level 3 the crowds have
disappeared.

+ The parking spaces that are proposed to be removed are currently
all full and the time limited ones are often patrolled and tickets issued
for overuse, Where are these cars proposed to go? There is no room
on the streets that go up the hill towards Hataitai from Evans Bay
Parade.

| would like to see more detail about the cycle way please. | do agree
with reducing traffic and making cycling and walking safer but | do
think we can share these spaces and accommodate the existing
residents [ businesses cars. One does not eliminate the other. There
are many stretches along Evans Bay Parade where the existing
footpath is already very wide and can be used for both but needs to
be marked accordingly. At Greta point there are 80 dwellings, NIWA
and a restaurant. All of these rely on the carparks that you are

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The removal of car
parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. The
temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the
plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change
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Frank

Wall

No

The proposal is discriminatory, in that residents and ratepayers along
our fellow Parades in Oriental and Island Bays that have had similar
cycle ways installed have retained their carparks.Moreover, he
proposed change is neither necessary nor desirable.The stated
necessity for the proposed pop-up is to “ensure Covid-19 social
distancing guidelines can be achieved"”. BUT - cyclists are not causes
of Covid-19 spread, which has more to do with: LINTERNATIONAL
TRAVEL, and CLUSTERS, ie close contact for prolonged periods in
confined spaces. MOREQVER, Capital and Coast DHB has had no active
Covid-19 cases as from 13 May.The second stated necessity for the
proposal is to “improve safety”, BUT this measure has not been
quantified, nor does it take into account the reduced vehicular and
cycle traffic along Evans Bay Parade in the current Covid environment
- and nor does it take into account that cyclists consider that they are
entitled to cycle in any direction on roads, cycle lanes and footpaths -
and they do so.Neither is the proposal desirable:1:the cost of the pop-
up is not given, but with the WCC facing a post-Covid $70m revenue
shortfall and a proposed rate rise of 5.07%, one could be forgiven for
thinking that ALL “nice to have projects” with no benefit would have
been razored from the WCC budgets some time ago 2:not satisfied
with killing small businesses in Kilbirnie, the WCC now appears hell-
bent on killing small businesses in Hataitai. The WCC should improve
its timing:1:the consultation period opened 9am 15 May. | am directly
affected by this proposal, and the first | knew of it was a mailer in my
letter box which | retrieved at 7pm 21 May 2:the proposal pre-empts
the NZTA's "Accessible Streets” package, submissions to which closed
Spm 20 May 3:if the WCC is “proposing a change in my area”, then
why does the WCC say that “the proposal will be installed within the

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed.

Mike

Rawson

No

I'm not keen on car parks being removed, at least not 145 (where are
we supposed to park?). It's unfair. I'm against the proposal/s at this
stage if you could please note this.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. The removal of car
parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. The
temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional goals, including the
plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause
climate change
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Eva Galas No This has to be the worst possible response and complete disregard for |[The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
the Greta Point Cafe and others in the area. Not anly have these project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
businesses suffered during Lockdown, but now instead of making life |for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
easier for them, you plan to remove carparks and a bus stop from protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
outside the shop in the middle of winter in case a few brave people area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
will venture a walk in a howling Southerly and heaven forbid, pass by |and residents in the area, Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
one another. Stop assuming that we are incapable of social distancing |availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
without your rearranging the entire city and spending our money to  |adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
do so! Has any thought whatsoever been given about the shop- materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
owners survival in these already difficult times. Any idea how much they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
stress and anguish your plans are causing these business people and  |adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
the public? My elderly hushand and his friends travel to the cafe daily |and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
for their get togethers and to support the shop. They are frail and regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
unable to walk half way around the bay to go to the cafe and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
therefore drive and park opposite. Is any thought given to the elderly
who frequent these businesses? Where are they going to park? As a
ratepayer of many more years than most, | am appalled by the lack of
thought behind these ideas and especially the complete disregard for
the needs of the older generation who don't ride bikes, don't use e-
scooters and need their cars and parking close to amenities. Heresa
thought...instead of wasting more ratepayers money on thoughtless
schemes, lower the exorbitant Rates you charge and spare a thought
for all those that are losing their jobs and livelihood and can no longer
afford them. How about some smart ideas to help small business and
the newly unemployed to survive instead of killing them with
proposals like this. As for your democratic method of gathering
feedback and submissions online on this matter. Has it occurred to
anyone that most of your elderly ratepayers are not tech savvy

Mark Walker No We have several issues with this notice. 1. The ambush style of this These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more

late notice. Only 1 weeks’ notice 2.Removing 150 plus car parks in an
area already short of parking will cause absolute chaos.3. Many
properties in the area have no off street parking including the
recently built units owned by the Te Aro tribe, a development snuck
through without notifiable consent.4. Its effect on the local cafes. This
will destroy the Greta Point café business.5. There is already a
perfectly good cycle lane from NIWA to Cobham Drive, that has
functioned perfectly well for many years. Simply there is no justifiable
reasons for this pop up cycle way

choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed.
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Llani

Ngatoro

No

We strongly oppose the removal of 145 unrestricted parks. We are
residents of 312 evans bay parade. We work in wellington city and
upper hutt city. We have 1 household car and 1 work car. We rely on
close proximity to our house as we have 1 newborn baby and 1 child
with special needs. Having carparks outside our house and when not
available, across the road by Marrakech cafe north and southwards is
very important for us to safely manouevre between our house and
the car with 4 children. We believe the roadworks that will occur will
bring Mare traffic to the area and become even worse/unsafer for
residents with children to safely cross.We suggest if this were to go
ahead the following: 1)implementing resident parking outside 312-
316 evans bay parade for residents of 312-316 evans bay parade.
Occupants at the Greta Point apartment complexes have the use of 1
garage and 1 offstreet park so should therefore not be advantaged
and others not. 2)Removing the x2 5 minute carparks outside 312
evans bay parade and converted to resident parking also. 3)applying 5
minute parking to those parks directly outside the Active Explorers
daycare (normal rules).This suggestion is for the duration of
construction of the cycle lane.We would like to highlight our strong
opposition to this. We feel this will affect our family mentally..

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more pecple with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Andy

Economous

No

| totally object to the removal of the car parks around Greta point as
it will lead to the death of the businesses. Government is hell bent in
keeping small business afloat and you want to kill them off!! There
are alternative ways that you should consider and using covid19 as
precautionary measures is rather weak. You must seriously think
about it and allow more time for proper peoples input into the
matter. 2 weeks notice is not acceptable. Yours kindly Andy

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses, The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Helen & Guy |Scott No We have lived in Hataitai for over 40 years and raise our concerns We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
over this proposal as both ratepayers and citizens with disability know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
issues with an increasing need to rely on others to provide services.  |widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
As citizens we are concerned that this Proposal will put the needs of  |businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
cyclists over the needs of others users of the Parade by; » Loss of [implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
their full enjoyment of easy access to open green space and courts, regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
water activities (boating, fishing, cadets, scouting groups, canoeing)  [reduce emissions that cause climate change.
and swimming at Hataitai and other smaller beaches » Increasing
the safety risks to families and individuals trying to access and
transferring canoes, boats and families from the other side of the
road to the parks and sea = Impacting on the 2 cafes on either
sides of the Parade. Their ability to operate will be reduced by loss of
parking and customers and will in turn will impact the Council’s ability
receive rates « Only 4-6 car parks will exist on the land side of the
Parade between the bus stop at the southern end of Te Aro lwi and
the crossing outside the Hataitai bathing sheds. There will be no
available parking for those using the dog park or wishing to access
activities on the seaward side of the Parade in this area of high
recreational use. As older and partially disabled citizens we hope to
enjoy what we can still achieve as pedestrians who find it increasingly
unsafe to cross roads and walk on footpaths by a growing number of
discourteous cyclists. The cycle lane will not make us any safer.

Wendy Gurtner No A more acceptable and fairer option for residents, business/cafe We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
owners, visitors to the area and cyclists, rather than removing know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
essential car parks would be to make the road from Greta Point to widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
Cobham Drive a 'safer speed’ restricted speed zone as has been done |businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
in Oriental Bay. With appropriate safe speed signage and a speed limit [implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
of 30 or 40kms, | as a cyclist would feel safe enough for the very regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
limited amount of time required to be on the road until Cobham reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Drive. Almost all of the great New Zealand cycle trails require some
on road riding.It is simply a fact of life and the WCC is right in
attempting to make any cycle journey as safe as possible.However
this cannot be done exclusively and to the detriment of other
citizens.We need to compromise and share the available resources.
The risk of putting two local cafes out of business amongst a myriad
of other ill effects seems a huge price for a short
term,underconsidered, under consulted cycle track.
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Karmen Wallace

No

| disagree with the proposed changes laid out in TR98-20 strongly
oppose the above proposed changes for the following reasons:- 1.
WCC has given no evidence of any person contracting the Covid-19
virus whilst walking, cycling, spending any time or using any part of
the proposed stretch of roading. 2. Given the WCC policy pre-covid
to insert more cycle ways around Wellington, | have no confidence
that this proposal is merely a temporary measure to ensure the Covid-
19 social distancing. | believe WCC will use this proposed, arguable
improvement, to leverage an argument for it to remain a permanent
fixture into the future. Covid-19 is set to be around for a long time,
What guarantees does WCC give that this is temporary? At what
Covid-19 level does WCC guarantee removing the temporary fixtures?
3. 14 days notification is an inadequate timeframe for residents to
call a community meeting to discuss this proposal and submit
questions to WCC or make an organised group submission. In fact the
notification received in my mailbox was after 15 May 2020 and
therefore inside 14 days notice.4. Many households have no access to
off-street parking or are already competing for very limited parking
spaces. As an example; from the Motel Bella Vista to Greta Point cafe
there are only 14 unlimited time carparks on the Western side of the
road to cater for this densely populated area. Removing the carparks
will compromise the safety and wellbeing of these households,
particularly those with children or residents with physical difficulties,
who will be required to walk some distance to and from their homes
in often unpleasant Winter conditions. Has WCC really considered
the congestion this proposal will cause to Rata Road and Belvedere
Road? These are already very congested parking areas in the evening,
not to mention their extremely steep gradient. There will also be

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway
protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe
area to ride. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a concern to businesses
and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern side of the road. The
availability of parking can be monitored following the installation of the scheme and
adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using temporary
materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test things once
they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the problem and
adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from users, businesses
and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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John

Spoon

No

Submission on temporary ("pop up") cycleway Evans Bay Refrence
TR98-20.

| object to any removal of vehicle parks on the seaward side of Evans
Bay parade between Haitati Beach and south to Evans Bay Yatch and
Motorboat club.

| had made a submission in the past on parking changes in this area,
suggesting the most practicle cost effective compromise would be a
lowering of the road speed limit.

Unfortunatly there was no feedback on this suggestion.

| have a keen vested interest in this issue as owner of boatshed 135
Evans Bay parade.

My boatshed will become very difficult if not impossible to use if
parking is removed.

I rely on close parking to remove materials for both maintainence of
the shed and items used in boat restoration.

Being of advancing years not having the ability to park close to my
shed will also be a major problem.

The image you have forwarded just shows a red line in the area I'm
concerned with. There is no clear plan or description of what the
changes will be. No indication of allowances for exsisting users and
residences.

This parking area is of high usage. Users of the boat club Sea Scouts
and all boat shed owners all park there,
Built up residential buildings in the area with very limited parking use

We acknowledge the removal of car parking will be a concern for some, but we also
know from a lot of research around the world that removing car parks for bike lanes and
widening footpaths generally does not have a negative effect on retail and hospitality
businesses. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. The temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional goals, including the plan to move people more pecple with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Jenny Graham No The objective is stated as giving space for “social distancing’ in Covid  |These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
19 times.This is a nonsense and a hugely expensive waste of time and |[choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
rate payer money.As a resident of Evans Bay Parade (Hataitai Beach) | |as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
am in a position to make observations about traffic flows in this implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
area.During the Level 4 lockdown hundreds and hundreds of people, |cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
families, cyclists, dog walkers, joggers, children of all ages on their project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
bikes, scooters, skateboarders, sunbathers, fisher people , As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
sunbathers all out for their daily recommended exercise time used provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
this space. Almost without exception all of these hundreds of people |them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
used this area abiding by all the L4 rules for social distancing with community informed.
courtesy and good grace. There were no intrusions on space in spite
of the numbers and risks of Covid transmission were avoided. No
additional space was required.Now we are heading for Level one
where people have returned to work and numbers requiring the
space Are less concentrated the WCC deem it necessary to create
additional space for fewer people by removing car parks along this
popular recreational area.This means that anyone wishing to access
the cafes, beaches, wharves, tennis/basketball courts cadets, scout
facilities, dog park will no longer be able to park their cars, Parents
bringing children down with cycles to ride, kites to fly, dogs to walk
will not be able to use their car to travel and bring equipment here as
parking will not be available. Kayakers, paddleboarders, canoeists
needing time to unload craft from cars will not have their usual space
to park available.As a long time resident | know how popular this area
is for recreation for all ages and abilities.It horrifies me that access to
this exceptional space is to be compromised for no good reason.The
allocation of funds for this can not be justified and could be better
used for propping up the Fragile Wellington water supply.l am one of

Dox Love No | disagree with the proposed changes laid out in TR98-20 1.1 have These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
only been made aware of TR98-20 A this morning. | have not been choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
given enough time to respond accordingly to such a proposal as this.  |as safe distancing is, or could be reguired - until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
2. As our residential properties were consented to being built implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
WITHOUT any off-street parking, | would like to propose that the cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
carparks outside of the units at 316 Evan’s Bay Parade, remain solely |project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
for the use of the tenants of those apartments. 3. | support any As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
submissions made by residents opposing the proposed changes as provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
laid out in TR98-20. them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e

community informed.
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David

Patterson -
National Party
Candidate for
the Rongotai
Electorate

No

| am writing on behalf of the organisations listed at the bottom of this
letter and with their approval to register their opposition to this
cycleway. The grounds for opposing the 2 way pop up cycle way at
Evans Bay are as follows: 1. Opposition to removal of 145 carparks:
All the organisations listed below strongly object to the proposed
removal of the 145 street car parks. These car parks are important to
the businesses in the area and removal of the car parks would have a
significant detrimental effect on a number of the businesses and
cause them to lose business.In addition many of these car parks are
also used by residents in the area and removal of the car parks will be
highly problematic for them. 2. Opposition to timing and economic
effect: A number of the organisations listed have suffered significant
downturn in business over the lock down periods and are only now
just starting to build up again. The adverse affect the removal of 145
car parks would have on a number of the businesses means that it is
very difficult for those businesses to understand how WCC could be
proposing to remove them at this time. For these businesses this is
not some theoretical matter ( as the pop up trial seems to be for the
WCC)-- this would harm a number of businesses by reducing the
number of customers they have and reducing their earnings at a time
when they desperately need everything working in their favour. Has
WCC really thought this through? 3. Objection to Covid-19 rationale
for the pop up cycleway: The organisations question the so-called
Covid-19 distancing rationale for this proposal. Is this really the
reason for this proposal or is it more driven by a pro-cycling agenda?
a. Level 1 does not have a social distancing requirement for public
transport. In which case given that it appears quite possible thatin a
month or so level 1 may be here, how can this covid rationale

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The proposal is being
implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep
cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response
project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We acknowledge the removal of parking will be a
concern to businesses and residents in the area. Parking will be retained on the Eastern
side of the road. The availability of parking can be monitored following the installation
of the scheme and adjusted if things are not working. The scheme will be installed using
temporary materials that can be easily removed - so we can trial, monitor and test
things once they are in place. If parking remains an issue we can clearly identify the
problem and adapt the design quickly and cost effectively based on feedback from
users, businesses and the community. The temporary changes align well with many of
our city and regional goals, including the plan to move people more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Lucy

Stewart

Yes

This fixes a very dangerous area of an otherwise lovely route around
the coast. Urgently needed. Should be permanent.

Simon

Vita

Yes

Anne

Cunningham

Yes

Like a growing number of families, we don't have a car - and use e-
bikes / e-ute bikes. At the moment we can't access many leisure
places because they are so busy - and with the added pedestrians on
the road cars are more chaotic. This would give us access to
somewhere safely with balance for the needs of other road users.

Craig

Stevens

fes

| work at Greta Point and cycle to work... this will improve safety and
distancing for me greatly.

Arran

Whiteford

Yes

| bike this route all the time and it is a much needed change! If you
follow the current southbound bike route onto the pavement it really
angers pedestrians. The road on this section features a constant risk
of car doors. Really excited!!!

Karen

Jenkinson

Yes

This is a sensible idea - fully support

Finnigan

llisley-Kemp

Yes

Andrew

Chisholm

Yes

This is a prime recreation route for cyclists that encourages cycling to
the city and safe clockwise riding around the harbour that links with
more cycleways further East.
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S R Yes

Laura Christie Yes

Duncan Kenderdine Yes A great initiative, but please make sure the edge against the
oncoming traffic is concrete barrier or similar or expect there to be
injuries

Erica Mangin Yes

Alexander |Garside Yes | support this lane bringing the supposed shared route up to a usable
standard. The current road route is acceptable for fast cyclists but |
appreciate accommaodations being made for a more relaxed pace,
particularly with schools reopening.

Kaye Foran Yes Great - | usually ride on the footpath through this area as road does
not feel safe.

Celia McAlpine Yes Please do some more temporary protected bike lanes than just
these!! Some more in town would be great too

armando Velazquez Yes

Micci Wood Yes

Andrew Bartlett Yes As a regular rider on this route by bike | strongly support the
additional space. Please take care with the interaction with bus
stops, | hope these will not be "in' the cycle lane.

Annie Yeates Yes

Libby Callander Yes

Dan Addington Yes Yes this is a great idea. Now my seven year old will be able to cycle
with me too on their own bike,

Jacob Jolley Yes I'm fully in support of these changes, the only thing better would if it
were permanent. Allowing for proper bike lanes allows for safer
biking around Evans Bay Parade, it also encourages bike riding.

Merryn MecAulay Yes

Catherine Bisley Yes | bike this route regularly, and think that allowing space for cyclists
and pedestrians to physically isolate is a great idea.

Russell Tregonning Yes Excellent

David Spencer Yes

Lauren Kelly Yes

lan Miller Yes Good to see this trialed. With a better car traffic solution down the
SH1 corridor to the airport, this could become permanent.

Scott Campbell Yes We regularly ride this route with our two small children and having a
traffic free option would make the whole journey more enjoyable and
a great deal safer

Corrina Connor Yes | support the creation of this pop-up bike lane. | would like to ask
that there are clear markings and signage, advising users that it is a
*two-way®* cycle lane, so that people remember to keep left!

Joseph Shannon Yes

Clara Cantal Yes This will enable us to give more space to pedestrians when riding our
bikes, besides also making riding a bike safer.
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Patrick

Wilkes

Yes

If this makes a connection between the cycle lane that has been built
around Point Jerningham and Cobham Drive then this would be great
addition to Wellington's cycling infrastructure, allowing people from
the east to cycle all the way in to town. Awesome! Please make it
permanent.

Nigel

Hefford

Yes

Cyclists often use the road instead of the footpath because the
footpath is too narrow for both pedestrians and cyclists to coexist.

Tamsin

Royson

Yes

The proposed lane connects with Well-utilised existing cycle lanes
established from Qriental Bay/Pt Jerningham and provides a safe and
clear continuous path to Evans Bay. Currently the (footpath] cycle
lane is shared with pedestrians for the same stretch, and crosses
several commercial, industrial and residential driveways. Even before
the increase in walkers and runners along Evans Bay Pde during Covid-
19 Level 4, there was pressure to share available space safely. There
has been at least one serious incident involving a cyclist along this
stretch in the past year (car turning intofout of residential driveway),
and numerous reported altercations between pedestrians, cyclists
and motorists. A dedicated pop up bike lane would provide greater
safety and visibility for cyclists, including those with young families on
bikes, and separate them safely from the high volume of runners,
walkers and dogs. A further improvement would be to provide some
form of additional safe connection along Wellington Rd into Hamilton
Rd. This would complete a safe route for cycle commuters and
families cycling from both Cobham Drive and Evans Bay Parade in to
Hataitai and the Mt Vic tunnel. Currently the only options are to turn
in to SH1 traffic at the intersection of Evans Bay Parade and
Wellington Rd, or cycle illegally up the footpath for a block to connect
to Hamilton Rd.

Jonathan

Coppard

Yes

| strongly support this proposal. As a cyclist | prefer to use separated
facilities as the speed I ride is not compatible with spaces shared with
pedestrians. If parking reduction is an issue for residents council
should look at enabling them to park in the overnight campervan
parking area, given the low usage that space is likely to see in the
immediate future.

Ben

Nistor

Yes

This is a critical missing link between existing provisions so it would be
great to see this given high priority

John

Western

Yes

Kat

Saunders

Yes

As a keen cyclist who moved to Wellington from Auckland one year
ago, this is excellent news. Wellington city is lagging behind with
providing safe cycleways. | have found cycling in Wellington to be
unsafe and | have stopped riding so often. | support all new cycleway
proposals and hope they can be made permanent.

Sofia

Robinson

Yes

Mark

Higham

Yes

MNeil

Beckett

Yes

Feeling unsafe is a key factor preventing people from cycling for
pleasure or to commute. Worth trying.
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Jules Higham Yes

Jill Ford Yes For this to be truely effective we alse need a pop up lane on Oriental
parade between Freyburg and Carlton Gorge rd.

Andrea Black Yes

Martin Hefford Yes Great idea. Will improve health and wellbeing.

Mark Johnston Yes Yes, please take advantage of the NZTA funding and make this change
to help less confident riders feel more comfortable on their bikes.
Please consider making the change permanent after evaluating the
success of this resolution.

Sarah Campin- Yes

Fordham

Ari Stevens Yes Sorely needed. A gap in the cycle network currently. Why not These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more

permanent? choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is required — until there is a vaccine or restrictions are lifted for other
reasons.

Celia Wade-Brown Yes Giving cyclists and pedestrians separate space is good practice

Alex Litherland Yes

David Karl Yes

Jez Weston Yes | support Wellington's expansion of cycle paths and other resources
for active modes of transport. This should take priority over on-street
parking.

Lewis Ellison Yes

Shane Sinclair Yes

Rhiannon Bertaud-Gandar |Yes | support any resolutions that make the city more friendly for cycling
and walking.

Daniel Neely Yes Fully support it!

Conor Hill Yes Sounds great

Igor Albornett Yes Bring it all the way to Cobham Dr.

Valerie Townsend Yes excellent for commuters on bikes - Safer for them. we might see less
cars and more cyclists.

lames Barber Yes This is no way near enough. The crowded parts of the city are in the
heavily populated areas near the CBD. This is where footpath
extensions and tempaorary cyclelanes should be going. What the
Council is proposing here is, frankly, lazy and tokenistic.You shoud|
listen to the recommendations by groups like Cycle Aware Wellington.

Bradley Stockman Yes This upgrade should be made permanent.

Ash McCrone Yes

Lynn Cadenhead Yes | biked there last weekend. Bike lane was too busy and crowded so
extra space is needed

Emily Shroshree Yes Support moves to give pedestrians and cyclists back the streets over
car users. And | think this should be long term, not just for Covid-19
distancing.

Matt O"'Neil Yes Very popular route for recreation, and commuters along the bays and
linking Cobham Drive, WRAC, Kilbirnie and further afield.
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Flavia Figueiredo Yes Please we need to make safe and easy to bike and relieve the
Machado pressure on public transport and leave cars for those that really need
to drive

Sheila Hart Yes Essential as this is always a congested area, impossible to keep
socially distanced.

Denis Mander Yes While | support this change it is not clear what criteria have been A long list of projects were considered and analysed using multi criteria analysis. The
used to select this particular traffic management measure on this projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and cost effectively,
road, and why the response is so limited. Without wanting to distract |provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing guidelines and in
council efforts in getting on with this | really want to see social line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer vehicles and
distancing enabled safely on other city streets with urgency given to  |reduce emissions that cause climate change.
areas where pedestrian congestion is high.

Jean-Michel |Carnus Yes

Richard Thomson Yes | support this proposal as it will improve safety, increase transport
options and help progress towards decarbonising our community.

Alice Weir Yes Yes but additional bike lanes should be permanent not temporary.

George Baird Yes

Georgina Preston Yes

Anthony Davies Yes

Peter Maora Yes

Kris Ericksen Yes Fully support - excellent concept

Renee Sara Yes Although | very occasionally park along there, most of the time I'm
walking or running and | would love to see the path width extended
to allow for other forms of getting around. And the times I'd normally
park (to go to the cafe), I'll drop my Mum off, park somewhere else
and walk back.

Andrew Kennedy-Smith |Yes COVID19 response with changed work patterns and greater
enthusiasm for walking and biking illustrate majority
community/public support for walk-bike in place of car personal
transport. Car/van use may be focused on transporting goods rather
than individual commuting to work. Improvements in air quality,
safety of walking/cycling, peoples health achieved in the lockdown
period should be sustained and these benefits outweigh any
inconvenience for few commuters caused by loss of parking or
roadway. We as a community are ready to embrace this change.

Stephen Treacher Yes THere are a lot of people who would use this route if safer,

Simon Louisson Yes If there is one thing we can learn about the lockdown, it is the

pleasure of people reclaiming the streets and relegating motor
vehicles to a secondary role. We should limit car priority on all our
streets to through streets - the rest should be pedestrian/bike/micro
transport priority. This will make Welly the most liveable city it can
be.
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Casey James Yes I love this proposed change and | would encourage you to consider
making this temporary change permanent if it is deemed a success.
This would create a dedicated cycleway from Oriental Bay to Miramar
by linking up the existing cycleways - a great ride sure to be used by
many

Patrick Morgan Yes The sooner the better. This will improve trips for people on bike, and
also for trips by other modes. Currently some people cycle on the
footpath, at some inconvenience to others. A bike lane will reduce
risk. The lane needs to be physically protected by battens or cones,
not just paint. Paint is not protection.

Laurence Harger Yes We should be considering making these changes permanent to
encourage more cycling and discourage motor vehicle usage.

Susan Guscott Yes

Jen Jewell Yes Excellent idea, facilitating more active travel and public use of space.

Alison Ballance Yes

Matthew Bartlett Yes Very excited about all these proposals. Partly because they appear to
be necessary to preserve physical distancing at this time, and partly
because | think they'll encourage more walking & cycling, which is

|great for health & emissions (bearing in mind the city's emissions
reductions goals).

SALENA DAVIE Yes Our family of 4 all commute to work and school (Wellington High
school) by bicycle using this route. We would welcome a cycle lane.

Carl Howarth Yes | was concerned to read "If approved, the proposal will be installed
within the next 3 months." This is required immediately.

Rhedyn Law Yes | am concerned about the time frame for installation, 3 months seems
like an excessive amount of time and these temporary facilities
should be installed immediately. It is also concerning that Wellington
Council needed the push of a pandemic to prioritise pedestrian and
cycling facilities.

Julie Williams Yes

Steve Manning Yes This has to happen, the world has changed and we need to embrace a
low carbon economy. These small step proposals allow easy-wins and
encourage increased cycling uptake across Wellington. Increasing
numbers of cyclists in turn results in a ‘safety in numbers’ effect, and
safer roads for minority users.

Isabella Cawthorn Yes

Kath Haines Yes

Richard McMillan Yes

Tom Kriha Goldstein [Yes As a motorist and cyclist | strongly support separated cycle lanes to
make cycling safer.

Kath Thornton Yes I think biking/walking is the way of the future given the generations
we saw out during lockdown

David Ponting Yes

Caroline Robertson Yes
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Kim Kelly Yes This will assist/add to the changes in bike lanes already being made.
This stretch of road is sometimes difficult for cyclists and drivers of
cars due to the windy nature and bikes having to pull out from parked
cars

Richard Goodyear Yes Please just do it. Even this change is 50 minor compared to what is
happening internationally. More bike panes, maore walking. Liveable
cities. the evidence is overwhelming. | am just so saddened that this is
all we can drum up. Cars are the default in Wellington and yet you
have already been told in the LGWM feedback that the majority of
Wellingtonians want this. Please just get on with it. Don't make it
temporary, be more ambitious. Please see what London is doing.
There changes are light years ahead and they will be in place is six
weeks, Ok that is my rant.

Todd Hayvice Yes Safer Encourage more people to get out of cars.

Tim Gittos Yes Please make permanent

Lewis Thomson Yes I think it is very important to have better cycling infrastructures=re to
encourage more people to cycle, if these proposed changes happen it
means people will feel more safe.

Melissa Harward Yes | would love to bike around Evan's bay with a bit more room and
strongly support this proposal

Christine Whiteford Yes

Mark Murphy Yes That sounds amazing.

Guido Seevens Yes This proposal seems fair as it will connect with the cycle lanes already
in place further around the bays. However the removal of the car
parks by the old dry dock will kill the local cafe's there. Some
alternative will need to be sought.

Peter Woods Yes

Sonya Cameron Yes

Max Bloomfield Yes

niamh crocker Yes

Asher Emanuel Yes

Errol Greaves Yes Excellent improvements. It will make these rides so much safer and
less stressful for cyclists.

Phillip Stallworthy Yes | strongly support this proposed change and | urge the council to
make it permanent. Walking and cycling are obviously future
transport solutions and we should take this opportunity to encourage
and facilitate them.

Tim Riding Yes

Andrew Roxburgh Yes This will be great. I've often had to choose between the small "shared
path" (really just the footpath) and the road, and they are both bad
choices.

David Laing Yes Kudos to the Council for making it easier and safer for cyclists to get
to and from the city from the Eastern suburbs.

Dr George  |Preddey Yes Cars have no future in a carbon-zero world. In many respects the
climate crisis is magnitudes greater than the covid-19 epidemic.

Irina llyushkina Yes
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Simran

Rughani

Yes

We need to encourage more active transport, especially now that
buses have limited capacity. 5o, | support more bike lanes.

Oscar

Damerham

Yes

Paul

Campbell

Yes

lake

Roas

Yes

Jacquie

Bown

Yes

This is a popular biking and running route and more rgom needs to
made for pedestrians and cyclists over cars/parking spaces - hopefully
this will encourage more people to walk/cycle or take the bus.

Sophie

Auckram

Yes

A space here for people to have better access to biking is much
needed

Anna-Mareia

Hammond

Yes

Cycling should be supported permanently to encourage healthy
lifestyles and to keep cyclists safe. Driving should be discouraged for
all but the elderly, those with disabilities and those with small
children, We must lower our GHG emissions in NZ.

Andy

Cameron

Yes

A pragmatic response that gives greater space to cyclists and
pedestrians on what is a high traffic route.

Kit

Withers

Yes

Mark

Derby

Yes

I'm a self-employed professional in my 60s. | frequently cycle
between Lyall Bay and the city centre using this route. | welcome this
proposed change which will make the journey safer and more
pleasant.

Joan

Waldvogel

Yes

Libby

Grant

Yes

The proposed changes are a practical and sensible way to respond
quickly and effectively to the challenge of maintaining social
distancing during this COVID-19 pandemic. During the lockdown more
people than ever were out in their local areas exercising - walking,
running, cycling. It is vitally important for the wellbeing (both physical
and mental) of the population that people can exercise safely and
keep socially distanced. | personally walk every day and have found it
impossible at times to maintain social distancing without stepping out
on to the road and risking injury or worse from cars. The proposed
changes will make Wellington safer for everyone. These changes
should be accompanied by some other simple changes such as
slowing all traffic to 30km in the city, changing traffic lights so that
they are automatically triggered by pedestrians thus avoiding the
need for pedestrians to have to touch the button at the lights.
Pedestrians should also be prioritised at traffic lights to ensure they
do not have to wait. This will encourage moe people to walk and
leave their cars at home making our city streets quieter, safer and
cleaner for everyone.

Laura

Cooper

Yes

Totally supportive of this initiative to give additional space to cyclists
and walkers. We need more of this!!!!

Valerie

Love

Yes

Totally agree - making more room for cycling and pedestrians is vital.
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Philip Tremewan Yes These are excellent proposals. But | do think they should go a whole
lot further. These changes are just a fraction of what is needed.

Arthur Price Yes Appreciate more space for bikes to keep cyclists safe

Kamaea Tukaki-Gallagher |Yes Would like more continuity of bike area to bike safely and easily in
both directions, especially safety for children.

Mona Oliver Yes This is great. | don't feel safe biking on the road but there isn't enough
space on the footpath with social distance rules.

Victoria Cleal Yes If it works, this should become a permanent bike lane.

Ina Werner Yes Implementing bike lanes and temporary fOOtpath extensions aligns
with the international best practice we have seen from cities
responding to COVID-19 around the world, including Auckland and
Nelson. These projects will provide a sustainable and healthy option
for commuters and leisure users alike

Sarah Wallace Yes

Nick Kirkman Yes Make it permanent, and separated. Honestly stop dicking around and
copy best practice. We know what that is; physical differentiation and
seperation. On central city roads this basically means a wider, two
tiered sidewalk. Where there is space out of town it should be a cycle
lane away from the road wherever possible. Follow grading rules so
young kids and older people can realistically get around. Integrate
routes with the bus and train networks and make it easy to take bikes
- this already isn't bad but capacity worries stop commitment. The
acceptance criteria for a good bike lane is: -1 am happy my &yr old
can ride in it. - At a minimum, a car has to ride up a curb to access the
bike lane. - | don't get excessively wet or muddy in bad weather [well
drained, hard, clean surface)

Leanne Arthur Yes

Jake Chapman-QOlsen |Yes Looks good. Hope it becomes permanent

Thom Taptiklis Yes Make them permanent!

Moira Smith Yes

Lennox Lynch Yes

Jeremy Baker Yes
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Tessa

Johnstone

Yes

Wellington's lockdown demonstrated to me what can happen in our
streets and communities when cars are left at home. Families,
children, older people, all people feel excited and safe about heading
out on to the streets on bikes and scooters and as walkers. When the
infrastructure is there {or as in lockdown, when the cars are not
there) people embrace active modes of transport. We need more
than empty encouragement from council and government to do it.
We need infrastructure that keeps us safe while we're doing it. The
temporary cycle lanes you've proposed are not only a sensible public
health measure for a pandemic, but for a future in which we want our
communities and our environment in good health. These proposals
are great, but the bare minimum we can do - there are some
incredibly dangerous roads in Wellington city, and it's about time we
prioritise cycling and walking on those roads, not fast moving traffic
or parked cars. Specifically, | would like to see a pop-up lane from
Island Bay to Owhiro Bay around the South Coast added. The
temporary 30km/h speed restriction has been ineffective to say the
least, and the only real way to make it safe is to reclaim some space
on the road for cyclists and leave the footpaths to walkers. | support
the existing proposals, and support them being in place permanently.
I urge the council to fast-track other, heavily consulted and long-
postponed cycling infrastructure projects like Newtown Connections.

Joanna

Laurenson

Yes

| support this proposal. | would also support a permanent cycle lane
solution from Niwa to cobham drive.

Seamus

Maher

Yes

This stretch of road has been very busy with cyclists and pedestrians
lately. A cycle lane will improve accessibility to both these groups
hugely now that cars are back on the road.

Chris

Owens

Yes

Gerald

Parsonson

Yes

I think this is brilliant and very forward thinking, it encapsulates Covid
health and safety, road safety and public health, while also sowing the
seeds for lowering carbon emissions going forward. Evans Bay Parade
can be challenging to cycle on, especially for new cyclists or those less
confident. This is a great way to get more people cycling. There will
be the inevitable push back from motor vehicle drivers, but we really
need to be shifting our priorities to incorporate public health and
sustainability into these decisions, and to reflect the real declarations
of Climate Emergencies and what NZ signed up to in the Paris Accord.
What better way is there to move around our lovely and compact city
than cycling or walking or scootering? This proposal for Evans Bay
Parade will get more people moving in a healthy way, and healthier
for the planet too.

Thomas

Kay

Yes

I support this. Having more space for cyclists is a win for climate
change and efficient transport, as well as pollution and congetion.

Also the obvious gains in ability to physically distance.
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Craig

Ward

Yes

Kaya

Shlomi

Yes

I strongly support this change. | regularly cycle along here and always
find it very difficult to keep a safe distance from other people because
people were crowded off the narrow footpath, and walking on the
road to get past parked cars, | also have to avoid the parked cars,
pedestrians and constantly watch over my shoulder for cars coming
up behind me. | would be more likely to cycle into the city rather than
to drive or take the bus if this route was made safer and more
pleasant with the proposed cycle lanes.

Stuart

McKenzie

Yes

This is long overdue. Many people use this route for normal biking
and a growing number of electric bikes. This seaside route is one of
the premier routes for locals and tourists (NZ) using hire
bikes/scooters and has needed a reasonable separation from cars and
trucks for many years.

Shaun

Cornelius

Yes

This is great incremental improvement to an important cycling route.
EBP is widely used for recreation and commuting cycling already but a
lot of potential users are put off by the close proximity of traffic and
|generally unsafe riding conditions. |strongly support the proposed
changes

Marc

Woodbury

Yes

This is a good initiative and | support it. During the Covid-19 lockdown
we have noticed a significant increase in pedestrian and cycle activity
along the Parade and it would be great to see the infrastructure for
pedestrians and cyclists increased to support and maintain this
increase. Not just for physical distancing. HOWEVER - It would be
even better to see this as a long term, permanent and QUALITY
solution similar to the pedestrian and cycle infrastructure that has
been completed from Kilbirnie to Cobham Drive and currently under
construction along Cobham Drive. Do it once and do it properly.

Rachael

Jagger

Yes

Additional signage should be put in place reminding motorists that
cyclists have right of way when cars are turning.

Ella

Borrie

Yes

I support this - It will make biking this section much safer. Wish it had
|greater connectivity to other cycle lanes

Greg

Williams

Yes

Fully support the proposal for 2 lanes bicycle in Evans bay. Just need
to ensure the layouts at each end work for re-merging traffic and
cyclists.

Paula

Warren

Yes

I note that it is intended to remove one bus stop. | am not objecting
to that given that this is a temporary arrangement, but it is vital that
|good information is provided at the closed bus stop to guide people
to the nearest stop and tell them how long a walk it is.

Yvonne

Weeber

Yes

Its not clear if this is meant to be a two lane cycle lane. Can the WCC
provide better information?

The proposal is for a 2 metre wide, two lane cycleway.

Liam

Harrison

Yes

This is great, though would like to know: How are pop-up bike plans
separated from road traffic for the safety of cyclists?

Cycle safety is enhanced by providing a separated cycleway protected from moving

traffic by installing hit sticks.

Grant

Petherick

Yes

Make temp and perm please

Tam

Cao

Yes
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Byron

Camp

Yes

Carl

Rein

Yes

Allan

Wright

Yes

stop talking about it and do it

Jacob

van Hulst

Yes

The more easily accessible cycling and walking facilities thee are
promote a healthier and happier city.

Owain

John

Yes

I've only skimmed through the proposed changes so can't give a full
detailed review, but overall we so desperately need increased cycle
access and prioritisation in Wellington that | imagine that these
proposed changes will be most beneficial. Good luck!

Marcelo

Fernandes

Yes

Sounds reasonable

Rachel

Musther

Yes

This is an important recreational and commuter route for cyclists, but
would prefer a one-way cycle route on each side of the road to
enable more streamlined entry/exit of the cycle lane

Nicolas

zilliox

Yes

| think this is brilliant and very forward thinking, it encapsulates Covid
health and safety, road safety and public health, while also sowing the
seeds for lowering carbon emissions going forward. Evans Bay Parade
can be challenging to cycle on, especially for new cyclists or those less
confident. This is a great way to get more people cycling. There will
be the inevitable push back from motor vehicle drivers, but we really
need to be shifting our priorities to incorporate public health and
sustainability into these decisions, and to reflect the real declarations
of Climate Emergencies and what NZ signed up to in the Paris Accord.
What better way is there to move around our lovely and compact city
than cycling or walking or scootering? This proposal for Evans Bay
Parade will get more people moving in a healthy way, and healthier
for the planet too.

Chris

Rosser

Yes

Nicolas

zilliox

Yes

I think this is brilliant and very forward thinking, it encapsulates Covid
health and safety, road safety and public health, while also sowing the
seeds for lowering carbon emissions going forward. Evans Bay Parade
can be challenging to cycle on, especially for new cyclists or those less
confident. This is a great way to get more people cycling. There will
be the inevitable push back from motor vehicle drivers, but we really
need to be shifting our priorities to incorporate public health and
sustainability into these decisions, and to reflect the real declarations
of Climate Emergencies and what NZ signed up to in the Paris Accord.
What better way is there to move around our lovely and compact city
than cycling or walking or scootering? This proposal for Evans Bay
Parade will get more people moving in a healthy way, and healthier
for the planet too.

Tony

O'Halloran

Yes

This is THE WAY forward for Wellington. This will allow us to get in
and out from the city safely (both from cars and from COVID) and will
set WLG out as a leader in the country. Great mowve!

Catherine

Hay

Yes
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Chris

Watson

Yes

This is a good proposal but it it tiny and would be better if it extended
from Balena Bay to Seatoun

Kurt

Lenfesty

Yes

| hope this becomes permanent. Making cycling and pedestrian travel
better will make Wellington a more enjoyable place to live.

Don

Montgomery

Yes

Agree strongly with this, will make riding around the bays safer and
more accessible.

Paula

Ryan

Yes

Great idea. Makes the environment safer for riders, runners and
walkers by taking bikes off the footpath. Will encourage more people
to ride and creates good link with eastern suburbs.

Abha

Sood

Yes

Biking is at present quite hazardous especially at the intersections
|going up to Hataitai and the Hataitai beach.

Amelia

Wilkins

Yes

I live at the Greta Point apartments and park my car outside the
Scouts hall. This impacts me directly, and | still want it. It has been
amazing seeing everyone out on their bikes through the lockdown
and I'd love to see more of it. | think the stretch from NIWA to past
Hataitai beach could be a 30-40km zone, especially in the weekend
the cafe, dog park, and beach are bustling. It's also really hard, at
times dangerous, to exit the south entrance of the complex because
the row of cars obscuring line of sight, particularly when cars park on
the broken yellow lines. People who drive cars should be considered
lguests

Dan

Sharpe

Yes

Lee

Taylor

Yes

It can be scary on that road, especially if the lights are out. Drivers
have made hostile comments about cyclists not using bike lanes, but
when they are too narrow to accommodate cyclists and pedestrians |
would prefer to use the road. | hope this would slow down traffic,
too. Especially truck which are also scary...

Shaun

Rosier

Yes

stuart

gardyne

Yes

the existing footpath no longer wide enough to accommodate the
number of walkers, dog walkers, buggies, runners, cyclists, scooters. It
has been necessary for some years to step onto the roadway due to
congestion and covid19 physical distancing requirements have
exacerbated this. The new wider footpath each side of Point
Jerningham has demonstrated how beneficial a wider pathway is on
this popular route for both recreation and commuting.

Olivia

Yes

It would be amazing to install 1579 meters of cycle lane along Evan's
Bay Parade. | think it would be quite lovely to cycle down by the bay,
and in addition | think it's important that as Wellington grows, we
take into mind our modes of transport because more people will be
using them. Having additional cycles will be great for the
environment, so we can slowly transition to a cleaner greener, more
public transport focused city. And I'm sure adding lanes will make
walking down the streets much less awkward because we can use our
bikes and we'll have more space to socially distance.
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jenny cossey Yes Yes do it and remove the carparks and encourage people to park
where the campervans/freedom campers park by the marina.
Removing the parking will get the overflow of campervans and party
buses off the road so safer for cyclists

Maas Mollenhauer Yes

Jonathan Markwick Yes Support this proposal, this is necessary to allow for social distancing
requirements on the existing shared path between Greta Point and
Cobham drive.

Fiona Daniel Yes please consider drivers side to be on same side as parking as space, to
allow for parking to remain as car parks are becoming harder to find.

Caroline Shaw Yes I strongly support and will use this bike lane taking children to and
from activities

Asher Regan Yes

Fiona Hayvice Yes

Jonathon Exley Yes Fantastic - please go further and extend all the way to the cycle way
that is under construction from Oriental Bay.

Simon Barron Yes

Kath Norman Yes

Mike Nyland Yes

Stephen Coppard Yes

Jinna Zwanikken Yes

John Beaglehole Yes I am very much in favour of more bicycle lanes, as there is clear
evidence that making cycling more accessible leads to greater uptake,
reduced traffic, and roads being less clogged (not to mention the
health benefits that accrue to those cycling). | am concerned,
however, that two-way cycle lanes that are reasonably narrow -- in
this case, 1.25m wide each way, or about the width of a single bicycle
-- do not provide users with adequate room to pass each other safely,
which from experience | consider is necessary given the high cycle
volumes experienced along Evans Bay Parade in the morning and
evening rush hours. | suggest that this proposed lane be made south-
bound only, and that further consideration is given to traffic-slowing
and calming measures for north-bound cyclists. | note also that the
entrance and exit from the proposed lane will be tricky to navigate for
north-bound cyclists.

Joanne Davidson Yes | agree and if it goes well it should be made permanent. | have friends
who risk their lives cycling along there at the moment because it is so
unsafe with all the cars

Calum Bradbury Yes

Chris Ong Yes Excellent. This fills in the 'gap' between on-road cycle lanes at Greta
Point and the new path at Cobham Drive. This will make it safer as a
cyclist to use this route. The narrow pavement areas around Greta
Point and the flats (and the potential conflict with walkers and
runners) will be resolved in this proposal.

Elliot Blyth Yes
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Walter Somerville Yes As a frequent pedestrian in this area (usually running), it will be nice
for a clear separation between cyclists and pedestrians, allowing
easier "social distancing”

Craig Spanhake Yes

Rachel Hamilton- Yes

Williams

Brendan Elks Yes

Alexander  |Barendregt Yes

Charlotte Austin Yes Always in favour of safer roads for cyclists

Daniel Roberts Yes

Mark Fletcher Yes This is a great step to connect the Evans Bay cycleway to Cobham
Drive. Cycling safely from the city to Scorching Bay can be a possible. |
am wholly in support of providing more cycling and micro-mobility
infrastructure in Wellington. It was recently reported that the number
of new e-bikes and e-scooters imported into New Zealand has hit a
new record high of 65,000 in 2019, according to figures from Statistics
MNZ. This is clear evidence that there is high demand for active
transport and this is growing day by day. What is lacking in our towns
and cities is safe infrastructure for people to travel in a healthy and
sustainable way. These pop-up bike lanes are not only good for those
cycling and scooting but also for people walking and driving. It means
fewer cars on the road and pedestrians being more confident that
they aren't going to be knocked over by someone on a scooter or
bike. We need a connected active transport network that gives a
great level of service if Wellington is going to fulfil its Long Term Plan
aspirations of being a connected, people-centred, dynamic, eco-city
and these are steps in the right direction. Thank you.

Lianne Cox Yes

Amelia Vincent Yes I love the freedom and safety to use my bike more - keeping up habits
started in lockdown!

Lenette Breytenbach Yes I'm very pleased to hear that the local government is taking the
COVID pandemic seriously and factoring in everyday risk factors in
their decision making. Thank you for taking the time to make the city
safer to move around, especially from the perspective of a disabled
and immunocompromised individual.

Anthony Edmonds Yes

Merewyn Groom Yes Hope it becomes permanent, please make Wellington more
pedestrian and bike friendly

Matthew Spencer-Phillips |Yes This will connect the existing cycle lanes perfectly from Oriential
parade to Kilbernie. My cycle commute will feel alot safer.
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Emma

Baker

Yes

There is a lot of negative discussion / feedback on Facebook regarding
the removal of parking around the Greta Point Cafe.
https://www.parliament.nz/en/pb/petitions/document/PET_97915/p
etition-of-sreiden-bun-for-greta-point-cafe-help-
|greta?fbclid=IwAROBux1I1Bp9DkvaOTAmMBI-as380k_lyrYfj-
t8ezVrfGVH73YP7nnHEbQXo I'd like to make a suggestion to keep the
parking around Cog Park where there is plenty of room for cyclists
and pedestrians to spread out across the sandstone path and gravel
path along the waters edge. Perhaps just some signage to indicate
one path for bikes and one for pedestrians would be enough. I'd also
like to suggest that those parking spaces could be adjusted to angled
parking to accommodate more vehicles. And further, the addition of
bike stands/parks near the Greta Point Cafe would be a good addition
- for those cyclists who would like to use the cafe.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
|project.

Jerome

Edwards

Yes

Jason

Baker

Yes

I do think this is a good step forward, but there are a few problems
that are worth considering. Its not mentioned just how temporary
this is or the type of bikeway barrier to be used. A little more detail
would help to understand the proposal Suggestions: 1. Greta Point
Cafe parking and residents of Greta point parking, | don't agree with
the complaints and it should not stop the bike way progress. If it can
be addressed all the better. To help address the issue | suggest that
the Parking opposite Rata Rd heading towards NEWA, which are
offset from the road and separated by v guttering, be kept. Should
these remain it would help with the Greta Point parking. The bike
way should deviate from the road just after the hataitai beach and
run through the park and close to the rowing sheds on the pale gravel
track and rejoin Evans bay parade opposite the cog park / dog park.
This route is already used by casual cyclists and would allow the
parking mentioned before to be kept. 2. The scout hall set amongst
the boat sheds, has significant parking traffic at least once a week and
more when holding events, alternate arrangements will probably be
needed. 3. Numerous commercial vehicles, eatery caravans, camper
vans and buses use Evans Bay Pde for parking and storage. This
creates a hazard for cyclists and vehicles. Moving these types of
vehicles from parking here would improve the safety of the road
regardless of the bikeway going ahead. These vehicle types may be
able to park in the Evans Bay Marina without causing a major issue
(especially during winter)

There has been adjustments to the proposal to direct the temporary cycle lane through
Cog Park to maintain some of the existing parking here.

Jayde

Flett

Yes

Yes! The safer biking options (ie fewer close interactions with cars)
during lockdown was absolutely amazing. It made enjoying our
outdoor areas so much easier and also meant we were able to give
walkers the space they needed.

Glenn

Henderson

Yes

Spend the money and do it properly.

Raymond

Kemp

Yes
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will Moreland Yes

Rebecca Cassie Yes Waonderfull

David McGahan Yes | support TR98-20. My only concerns are there are driveways near the
Evans Bay Yacht and Motor Boat Club and some signage for the
cycleway would be useful so drivers are aware of the two way traffic
on the side of the road,

Sam Gwynn Yes | believe that creating cycleways is a good way to make social
distancing easier for cyclists and pedestrians.

Ed Bedwell Yes

Leslie Alldridge Yes More bike lanes is better. As a driver | don't want to run anyone over,

Joanne Hamilton Yes Should have way more of these permanently. Bikes, scooters,
skateboards need to be separated from walking as well. The volume
of bikes, scooters, skateboards etc is to large to keep walkers safe but
still needs to be strongly encouraged.

David Charlton Yes

David Klein Yes

MITCHELL SMITH Yes This would remove the really awkward and sudden transition to a
shared pathway. Making this final leg of Evans Bay much safer for
cycling.

Chris Elgar Yes

Simon Gow Yes Any proposal to encourage safer riding in Wellington is welcome,

Charlotte Cawthorne Yes Yes! | cycle on the pavement at the moment because the road is
dangerously narrow and always get shouted at by pedestrians. Makes
total sense to de-prioritise cars around the bays and encourage
cycling for health, safety, wellbeing and sustainability etc.

Mike Mellor Yes This will provide a dedicated two-way bike lane linking the ones
currently under construction at Evans Bay Parade (north) at one end
and Cobham Drive and Evans Bay Parade (south), providing
continuous cycle lanes between Qriental Parade and Miramar
Cutting/Rongotai Rd (and Onepu Rd with TR100-20). This will benefit
people in bikes, people on foot who will no longer have to share the
footpath with bikes (particularly the many dog walkers: long leads
and bikes don't mix very well), and people in cars: people on bikes
attracted to the new lanes will reduce congestion, and there will be
less reason for those people on bikes who still use the road to do so.
This is a win for both people on the move and local residents. This
fills a significant gap in the cycle network, and with TR100-20 extends
the network's reach further into the eastern suburbs. The value is
much more than just this stretch of cycleway.

Daniel Clendon Yes | cycle around here and think this pop up as proposed is a great idea.

Ozzman Symes-Hull Yes
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Aileen Campbell Yes | believe that in the early morning cycle groups will be safer if they
use the road, and not the cycle lane, because pedestrians are out also
at this time, and are generally not using lights, while the cyclists out at
this tme are generally riding at 35-45km/hr.

Adam Cheney Yes Should be permanent.

Mike Harris Yes

John Barber Yes Great idea and should be permanent.

Garth Bates Yes

Aaron Miller Yes

Michael Peszynski Yes

Lyndsay Mountfort Yes

Dan Hunt Yes Good idea- connects the existing bike lane from the north with the
shared path to the south. Riding through the proposed section is
currently a pinch point- lots of scope for getting doored/unsafe
passing if on the road, and the blind driveways and people not
realising that the path is a shared path if using the existing shared
path.Will be good for families and lesser experienced cyclists.

graeme Campbell Yes Fantastic idea and should be permanent

Matt McKee Yes

Kain Glensor Yes

Emma von Veh Yes While | am in full support of any additional bike lanes (hence my
'ves'), where this is placed already technically has use of the shared
footpath. The part of the ride around Evans Bay that would benefit
most from a better bike lane is from Niwa to Oriental Bay - |
appreciate there are changes in progress there, but this is the part of
the ride that is the most stressful and would benefit most from a
temporary solution to get people out riding, rather than the part that
this proposal is addressing.

Jessica Emde Yes

Jess Berentson- Yes

Shaw-shaw

Faith Roberts Yes Really good to increase space for cyclists and pedestrians in this area
as its impossible to maintain physical distancing safely at the moment.

Clea Matthews Yes Generally in favour of bike lanes and anything that encourages active
transport and fewer cars

Pip Bennett Yes Including a pop up lanes is a smart and safe idea for cyclists
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Delvina Gorton Yes The current space allocated to people on foot or bike is totally
inadequate, even without requirements for physical distancing. | fully
support a cycle way being put in, and hope it is done with a view to
making it permanent. This is necessary infrastructure for safe walking
and cycling. As a home owner on Evans Bay Parade, the cycle way will
mean | lose the space where my car is parked. However, | have no
expectation that public space should prioritize my private car parking
over safety, wellbeing and liveability for the many people who walk
and cycle in what is currently far too little allocated space. Roads are
public space and should prioritize safe movement of all people,
especially people on foot and bike who are more vulnerable road
users. Installing a cycle way will help achieve this.

Tara McDonough Yes

simon Hales Yes

Madeline Ash Yes This would be a great addition to the current cycle ways in this area.
Currently, the parked cars next to this path are a major hazard. | have
had people fling open car doors into this path and my trajectory
multiple times on this route. If there are pedestrians nearby there is
not room for pedestrians, cyclist, and the parked cars to open their
doors. This poses an issue in the best of times but particularly when
social distancing. Further, this path crosses multiple driveways and
cars often turn in or drive out without checking for pedestrians or
cyclists. | know there has been at least one major incident involving a
cyclist on this stretch. Separating cyclists out would protect them and
pedestrians. Creating a separate cycle way would also provide greater
connectivity with the existing cycle way to Oriental parade. This
would be a fantastic addition!

Joshua Thurston Yes | support this cycle lane and consider that a permanent version should
be planned while the temporary one operates

kirsten Ashley Yes These look great. It will be safer to cycle and encourage more cycling
in the city

Evan Harrison Yes

Micheline Evans Yes

Simon Berke Yes

Tom Butcher Yes Make these changes permanent

Sam Bridgman Yes

Phil Barrenger Yes

Rachel Healy Yes

Damian Sligo-Green Yes

Gina Rembe Yes
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Jeremy Rose Yes I'm regularly ride this route. As someone who has ridden on the road
for the best part of half a century, | welcome this proposal. | will ride
regardless but this will see children and less confident riders once
again take up cycling. Lockdown Four was such an incredible pleasure
to experience. It gave us a glimpse of just how relaxing around this
stretch of road can be.

Peter Barlow Yes There strobng need for this to get a complete cycle route as a
network to the airport from Wellington. | use this route 60 times per
year.

Russel Garlick Yes

John Parker Yes

Tass Larsen Yes

Carl Palmer Yes | generally support the notion that cyclists, particularly on commuter
routes and on popular recreational stretches, be given at least, if not
more priority than cars. This area is awesome for cycling and a key in-
town commuter route.

Ben Sandle Yes Having two way bike lane separated from traffic is great mowve, should
let more people chose to ride bikes, being a nice flat ride, would
make families with kids feel much safer to go for ride around evans
bay.

Cassie Sutherland Yes

Nick Mouat Yes

Tristan Thomas Yes Great!! The more focus on cycling and walking the better. These
changes will be an asset to the community

Sam Pavan Yes | support any infrastructure that will: - make cycling safer for cyclists -
increase the number of cyclists in Wellington - reduce the number of
and convenience provided low occupancy motorized vehicles As we
all observed during the COVID 19 lockdown. When we provide more
public space for people and dedicate less space to motorized vehicles,
the public has the confidence that they can use the space safely. |
only wish that this was a permanent solution and not temporary. Let's
be drivers of change, reduce our contribution to climate change and
have a more active and healthy community.

Favid Gurr Yes Great!

Antony Foster Yes This change addresses a current gap between Greta Point and
Cobham Drive allowing bike travel without encroaching on the
footpath.

Erinna Gilkison Yes Great to think of having more room for bikes on this route. Clear
markings between bike and pedestrians, and between bikes and cars,
will be vital

Mark Coburn Yes

Julie Moularde Yes Better cycling infrastructures is the best way to enable a more livable
city (and healthier people!)

Geraint Scott Yes Always yes to better walking and cycling infrastructure
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Matt Shipman Yes It is a good idea to make it possible to walk, wheel and ride that
whole distance. The current footpath is too narrow to be a shared
path, but motor vehicle traffic still moves very fast (except when the
congestion stops it). Will be good for families getting to the seaside
and for local cafes - the "fueling stations". Allows more Evan's Bay
and Hataitai locals a way to get to the CBD by bike or scooter, nearly
completely off road

D S Yes YES YES YES. Please complete the cycle way 100% separated from
traffic and parked cars from Mirimar to the railway sttion then to the
hutt cycle ways. The section in TR99-20 is problamatic becaue the
cycle way suddenly ends up on the road again.

tim parkin Yes

Jess Cox Yes | am a big supporter of all current and future proposed cycle-ways in
Wellington. | think it is overdue in Wellington and will be extremely
beneficial across many platforms.

Alice Fage Yes

Lawrence Ball Yes

Pablo Gomes Ludermir [Yes

Linda MciNabb Yes Cyclists need to be kept as far away from pedestrians and cars as
possible.

Angela Rothwell Yes

Bridget Cassie Yes

Kate Appleton Yes

Robin Fulton Yes At a time when people are reluctant to take public transportation and
the number of people allowed on buses is relatively small, then we
need to have safe alternative methods to get around the Wellington
region, whether it be to work or other activities.

Evan MeCarney Yes | support the cycle path. | worry about how cycles join traffic going
north. It would be nice to either have this continue to Oriental Parade
or some safe way of crossing Evans Bay Parade to re-entering traffic.

Regan Dooley Yes

Ingrid McDuff Yes

Perrine Gilkison Yes | support this being established as a pop-up with the view of making it
permanent (with refinements if necessary)

Aaron Baker Yes

Kirsty Smith Yes

Beth Tillier Yes

Benjamin Swale Yes
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Teresa Maguire Yes This will be a great way to extend the current cycle and foot paths
being constructed now. This gap in the system was going to be very
obvious once the two "ends" of this stretch of road were completed.
As someone who regularly cycles and walks in this areal am in favour
of putting in a pop up lane so all traffic get used to the idea of it and
hopefuly in the future a proper fully protected cycle lane can be put in
that will encourage more people to use active transport to move
around, thus fulfilling the council's goal of reducing dependency on
fossil fuel.

Tim Jenkins Yes I'm pleased to see this proposal. Sharing the path with pedestrians
along this route can lead to conflict and motorists often fail to give
enough space when passing riders on the road.

Sam Bush Yes

Paul Blaschke Yes Agree in principle. Don't agree with removal of the bus stop. It should
be possible to get to this area (Hataitai Beach etc) easily from CBD.
This is a temporary trial measure. While | hope it is permanent, there
is scope to modify it later if any adjustments are needed. This change
should be implemented urgently.

Vivienne Ivory Yes The change will help cyclists avoid ducking around parked vehicles
and needing to move into the traffic flow. Drivers get impatient and
pass closely on corners

James Burgess Yes | support these changes. The council's existing plans show there's
demand for better biking facilities in this location. A pop-up bike lane
will give short-term benefits with improved transport choice but also
help test ideas for a future permanent improvement.

Isla Stewart Yes

Claire betridge Yes I ride this route guite regularly and am always indecisive about
whether to take the road or shared path in this section as the shared
path can be guite busy and difficult to navigate and there are certian
pinch points where you might want to head back to the road but
there's no easy access back to the road. With the road choice there
can be close passing or challenges with pinch points with parked cars,
where following cars do not give sufficient room

Alex Dyer Yes Get on with it. Great to see on street car storage being removed. This
is a great thing.

Joane Ellecuet Yes

Jane 0'Shea Yes | support all efforts to make it easier and safer for people to walk and
cycle around Wellington. Even if this means slowing down traffic or
losing car parks.

Harriet Dyer Yes

Christopher |[Service Yes

Stephen Day Yes | think there will be permanent safety benefits as well as increases in
the use of public transport and active transport by removing a
significant amount of on-street parking.

Melanie Vautier Yes

Simon Harnden Yes
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Benjamin

Bielski

Yes

Yes | support a 2 way bike lane but suggest it does not merge onto
footpaths at any point as that causes confusion for cyclists and drivers

Abigail

Durrant

Yes

Don

Stevens

Yes

Rory

Lenihan-lkin

Yes

Paul

Pascoe

Yes

Emma

Bassett

Yes

Sophie

Yeoman

Yes

Strongly support - there should be a permanent bike lane here.

Digby

Carter

Yes

Support proposed changes

Tim

Jones

Yes

I support high-quality separated infrastructure for cyclists and
pedestrians, so | support this temporary cycle lane and would like to
see it made permanent. This will relieve pressure on the busy round-
the-bays footpath. This proposal will provide a dedicated two-way
bike lane linking the ones currently under construction at Evans Bay
Parade (north) at one end and Cobham Drive and Evans Bay Parade
(south), providing continuous cycle lanes between Oriental Parade
and Miramar Cutting/Rongotai Rd (and Onepu Rd with TR100-20).
This will benefit people on bikes, people on foot who will no longer
have to share the footpath with bikes, and people in cars: people on
bikes attracted to the new lanes will reduce congestion, and there will
be less reason for those people on bikes who still use the road to do
s0. This is a win for both people on the move and local residents. This
proposal fills a significant gap in the cycle network, and with TR100-20
extends the network's reach further into the eastern suburbs. The
value is much more than just this stretch of cycleway.

Amanda

Cunningham

Yes

Linda

Beatson

Yes

This fills in the ‘gap' between on-road cycle lanes at Greta Point and
the new path at Cobham Drive. It's a two-way lane and gives people
on bikes space without encroaching on footpath space. Thisis a good
opportunity to trial this section, when the cycleway is completed
from Oriental Parade all the way round to Greta Point, this could
make for a complete, high-guality cycle route from the waterfront all
the way to Miramar and Kilbirnie. There are some very narrow
pavement areas around Greta Point and the flats, the proposal will
help solve some of the potential conflict with walkers and runners.,

Eleanor

Jamieson

Yes

This will complete a link with the new infrastructure being built to the
north and th south. It will be fantastic.

Ingo

Schommer

Yes

Cycling around the bays is one of the few "flat" areas of recreational
cycling in Wellington. | have a friend in Miramar who doesn't
commute into work (Lambdon Quay) because of this stretch of road -
it's just too narrow for inexperienced drivers.
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Mark Johnston Yes This is a good opportunity to trial this section. Cycle Wellington is
looking forward to the completion of the cycleway from Qriental
Parade all the way round to Greta Point/NIWA, but there has always
been an appetite amongst our membership for this cycleway to
connect to the great work on cycleways in Kilbirnie and Cobham
Drive. Currently the shared path arrangement puts pedestrians,
runners and people on bikes in conflict for small amounts of space
where the pavement narrows. This is especially prevalent around the
Moroccan cafe and sections near the public toilets at Hataitai beach,
which are often busy with people running and walking. This new
section of on-road protected cycleway could form part of complete,
high-quality cycle route from the waterfront all the way to Miramar
and Kilbirnie, facilitating cycling uptake from the entire Eastern
Suburbs, taking pressure off public transport. This Traffic Resolution
intersects with bus stops, we would like to see pedestrian safety
taken into account with clear visible/tactile markings and signage to
remind people riding bikes to be courteous where space is shared.

Chandima Kulathilake Yes

Ellie Pritchard Yes | am 100% for this, | would love to see more cycle lanes in and around
Wellington - there are more bikes on the road now and we need all
the help we can get to feel safe out there!

James Wratt Yes

Malcolm Kerr Yes

Kimberley [Turrell Yes

Harry Chapman Yes

Arron Cox Yes

Colleen Surridge Yes We need a separate bike lane all the way around Evans Bay

Alasdair Saunders Yes

Jo Randerson Yes

Mick Horspool Yes
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Hugh

Blackstock

Yes

This is a great idea. | am a local resident and | run around here every
other day and also go for family bike rides with two young children
and regularly visit Hataitai Beach. There are incredibly narrow and
congested sections along here, particularly by Hataitai Beach, and
these have been so much worse during lockdown. One of my friends
stopped running this way due to the lack of space. The parking south
of here is usually full of freedom camper vans or food trucks (it was
pretty much empty during Level 4 which was great for all the people
out exercising). I've heard the arguments from the cafA© but we've
|got to move on from this car-dominated thinking and look at how we
allocate public road space for a better and healthier future. On such a
beautiful coastal route, this public space should be available for
everyone, not just for one person to use for parking, free of charge,
especially when there is parking on the other side and most (all?) of
the houses along here have off-street parking. Residents with
encroachments have to pay for the public land they use, shouldn't
businesses pay for public car parking spaces if they they 'need' them
for their customers? Is this how their consent applications said
parking would be accommodated? Once there is a fully connected
walking and cycling path all the way from the city to Miramar and
beyond the cafA©® will be inundated with customers (who haven't
driven there). Bring it on we say. As a compromise, to keep some
parking on this side, particularly for people who launch kayaks etc
from Hataitai Beach, you could retain the section of parking just to
the north of Hatiatai Beach as the unsealed shared path through
there is quite wide. Thank you.

Tom

Barr

Yes

Nicky

Boughtwood

Yes

Great opportunity for Wellingtonians to trial cycling safely.

Sam

Donald

Yes

I think this is fantastic, it encapsulates Covid-19 health and safety,
road safety and public heaith, while also sowing the seeds for
lowering carbon emissions going forward. Evans Bay Parade can be
challenging to cycle on, especially for new cyclists or those less
confident. This is a great way to get more people cycling. Please do
this!

Kieran

Martin

Yes
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Jessica

MacDonald

Yes

| fully support this proposal and would love for more carparks to be
removed. This fills in the 'gap’ between on-road cycle lanes at Greta
Point and the new path at Cobham Drive. It's a two-way lane and
gives people on bikes space without encroaching on footpath space.
This is a good opportunity to trial this section, when the cycleway is
completed from QOriental Parade all the way round to Greta Point, this
could make for a complete, high-quality cycle route from the
waterfront all the way to Miramar and Kilbirnie. There are some very
narrow pavement areas around Greta Point and the flats, the
proposal will help solve some of the potential conflict with walkers
and runners.

Richard

Cuthbert

Yes

Chris

Calvi-Freeman

Yes

| support this scheme provided action is taken to create adequate,
enforceable, marked bus stops for city-bound bus passengers at the
same time. Several of the current stops are just signposts, and no
action is taken to keep the kerbside clear of parked cars at these
locations. The new cycle facilities will put more pressure on car
parking, so the bus stops should be marked out as a matter of
urgency. Council should also consider a bylaw restriction preventing
the parking of buses, lorries, camper vans, caravans and large trailers
on the western side of Evans Bay Parade south of NIWA. These
vehicles have proliferated in recent years, and take up valuable car
parking spaces.

Chandra

Littlewood

Yes

Brent

Robinson

Yes

Paul

Young

Yes

| ride my bike on this route frequently and it will be a big
improvement. Great to have a temporary path available earlier while
the permanent path is completed.

Benoit

Pette

Yes

| fully support this initiative to help commuters to go to work in a safe
manner

Graham

Haslehurst

Yes

Peter

Cockrem

Yes

TRO8-20 Hataitai Evans Bay Waterfront Bike Lane Strongly support
this change. It's a great route to walk and cycle into town but
dangerous conflicts with cars are caused by the current street layout.

Angela

Rothwell

Yes

MVRA support any initiatives that make the city easier and safer for
people to move about the city with adequate space to allow them to
do this safely.

ron

McGann

Yes

Annabel

Ritchie

Yes
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Lowe

Yes

Support the concept, however:

«Aim higher than minimum standards for dimensions.

*Concerned about a compromised buffer zone between cycle lanes
and moving traffic. Needs to be safe (protected, and have a
dimension that allows for wing mirrors on buses and oversized
vehicles, as well as wind gusts swerving for cyclists).

*Vehicle speeds and design speeds need to be reduced also given
safety issues with an unfamiliar new road layout of temporary nature.

Paula

Sim

Yes

Not sure about no bus stops as we are bus users but other than that
Go for it !

Ellen

Blake - Living
Streets

Yes

We support this temporary cycle lane and would like to see it made
permanent. We support best practise separated infrastructure for
cyclists and pedestrians. This will relieve pressure on the busy round-
the-bays footpath. We note one bus stop is being removed and
recommend support for passengers is provided and signposting to the
other bus stops remains. Careful bus stop design is required to give
priority to passengers entering and exiting buses. Bus stop placement
should be made with the interests of passengers foremost.

Elenor

West -
Generation Zero

Yes

This is a popular cycling route, for commuters and leisure users alike,
and we support this
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Jenny

Graham

| have trolled through all the listed sites for giving feedback on an
online form to no avail.Please be in receipt of my observations
regarding the Evans Bay ‘pop up " cycle lane. The objective is stated as
giving space for ‘social distancing’ in Covid 19 times.This is a nonsense
and a hugely expensive waste of time and rate payer money.As a
resident of Evans Bay Parade (Hataitai Beach) | am in a position to
make observations about traffic flows in this area.During the Level 4
lockdown hundreds and hundreds of people, families, cyclists, dog
walkers, joggers, children of all ages on their bikes, scooters,
skateboarders, sunbathers, fisher people , sunbathers all out for their
daily recommended exercise time used this spaceAlmost without
exception all of these hundreds of people used this area abiding by all
the L4 rules for social distancing with courtesy and good grace. There
were no intrusions on space in spite of the numbers and risks of Covid
transmission were avoided. No additional space was required. Now
we are heading for Level one where people have returned to work
and numbers requiring the space Are less concentrated the WCC
deem it necessary to create additional space for fewer people by
removing car parks along this popular recreational area.This means
that anyone wishing to access the cafes, beaches, wharves,
tennis/basketball courts cadets, scout facilities, dog park will no
longer be able to park their cars. Parents bringing children down with
cycles to ride, kites to fly, dogs to walk will not be able to use their car
to travel and bring equipment here as parking will not be available.
Kayakers, paddleboarders, canoeists needing time to unload craft
from cars will not have their usual space to park available.As a long
time resident | know how popular this area is for recreation for all
ages and abilities.It horrifies me that access to this exceptional space

Matt

Flannery

Only just found out about this.There are major parking issues already
at Greta Point and it is now nearly impossible to obtain parking to go
kayaking at the Kupe Canoe Club at the cadet centre. This lack of
parking is limiting recreational activities.The parks are not managed at
present and there are endless long term cars and campervans parked
out front.We have complained previously about the lack of
management of parking so this is actually really frustrating.COVID
distancing will have been and gone by the time this is implemented so
why rush this through now. Need to make the parks 120min outside
the cadet centre and then they would be available for short term
users.All recreation is important and it is disappointing that one
activity has been prioritised over another.
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Ray

Patton

| have just been made aware of Council’s proposal to do away with
parking on the seaward side from Greta Point to Cobham Drive to
provide a temporary cycle lane. Resident parking is already at a
premium, due in no small way to Council previously approving the Te
Aro lwi complex construction, without notification to neighbours and
without any requirement for on-site parking. There does not appear
to be any suggestions in the proposal as to where residents and their
visitors will park their vehicles during this time.l am among several
over 70's, in my apartment complex and the general area, who do not
venture out very far and will continue to rely on family and others for
grocery shopping, medical deliveries, social visits etc. Where will
these visitors be able park in an area that is already very congested?
We had some family over for dinner last Saturday night and they
commented that in the seven or so years they had been coming here
street parking is the worst it has ever been. This proposal will make it
virtually impossible! My wife and | go for daily walks along the Parade
and we have not experienced any issues with the current setup apart
from the odd inconsiderate cyclist. When you people are making many
Council staff redundant as you invariably will have to in the near
future how will you justify to them this unnecessary expenditure on a
proposal that will get very marginal use during the coming cold winter
months
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Ross

Madgewick

In respect of this submission | believe that there are a number of
points that need consideration. One is the definition of the word
Temporary for this proposed change, ie how long is Temporary?? In
this context please consider providing some Temporary car parking in
either the Patent Slip area, Cog Park, or the dog exercise area for
residents of The Patent apartment complex and customers of the
Greta Point Café as indicated in Item 3.There is doubt in my mind that
the proposed change will NOT achieve the social distancing required
as indicated in the proposal to achieve the requirements of the COVID
19 Level 2 restrictions. My reasoning for this is simply that during
lockdown in Level 4 people cyclists included did not keep social
distancing in the proposed area even when using the
pedestrian/cycleway closer to the sea. 1. There are a number of
residents in the area proposed that will be affected by the removal of
unrestricted car parking. This is grossly unfair to the residents of the
adjacent properties.2. Greta Point Café is one of the small businesses
in the affected area that relies on the restricted carparks in the area
to attract business and these carparks are constantly in use by
customers of the cafe.3. Removal of the carparks will adversely affect
the users of Hataitai Beach and the use of Cog Park, both of which are
highly patronised at all times of the year. Car park removal as
proposed will create a significant hazard to pedestrians who will be
forced to cross the busy road to Cog Park and Hataitai Beach. 4.1t is
very noticeable that in an area that is approximately halfway between
Rata Street and Belvedere Road there are already signs indicating that
the footpath is a dual use for cyclists and pedestrians. In my view it
would not take a lot of effort to extend this practice as indicated in
my proposal below. 5. A suggestion is to utilise as a dual use the
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Waima

Ratana

My family and | enjoy bike riding and | personally can appreciate
some small benefit of having a bike lane. However | feel with
certainty the risk, the negative effects on people’s wellbeing and
safety as well as the financial loss for business and families involved
to us as a whole within our community absolutely outway any
benefits offered in your proposal .

1 The costs involved to undergo this proposal would be better used to
provide more parking and improved bus shelter and not remove car
parks and bus stops.

2 Although we all share the want to minimise risk of the Covid-19
Pandemic, | feel it is in poor taste to attempt to push this proposal
through as a response to the COVID-19 social distancing guidelines.
This community has unfortunately already been compromised
significantly during the Covid-19 Lockdown,

3 | oppose your proposal presented and wish to express my following
concerns below for your careful consideration.

4 Current concerns not resolved

| have already raised current parking concerns and the lack of bus
shelters with the council in 2019.

5 We have no current residential parking allocated to our place of
residency.

&) Demand:

The current car park spaces allocated in our area is already
significantly not meeting the demand needed. The car parks are
already being utilised by:

*0ur neighbours, Residents living in the area Visiting family and
friends to all of the community, Patrons visiting the two restaurants
and cafes, We have three Childcare education providers that require
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Kia ora,

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

You are receiving this leaflet as we would like to inform you of a proposed change we are making in

or around your neighbourhood/place of business.

Proposal:

What we'd like to do

Install a 1,200 metre temporary uphill cycle lane on
Brooklyn Road between Willis Street and Ohiro Road

Why we are proposing the change

To provide more space for biking in response to
Covid-19 social distancing guidelines

Location — where we propose to
make the change

The full length of Brooklyn Road, on the Eastern side
of the road

Impact

Improved safety for cyclists

Removal of 139 coupon parking spaces

Removal of the kerbside lane(in part) and relocation
of centreline (in part)

Additional Information

To view the legal description for this Traffic
Resolution, an electronic copy of the report will be
available on the Councils website from 9.00am Friday
15 May 2020 at
www.wellington.govt.nz/haveyoursay or you can call
(04) 499 4444 and we will send one out to you.

Reference

TR99-20 - pop-up uphill bike lane

Feedback

If you would like to provide us with specific
feedback, you can do so by filling out an online
submission form at
www.wellington.govt.nz/haveyoursay

For more information, or assistance you can
contact us by email at
trfeedback@wcc.govt.nz

Please note if you are giving feedback the
consultation period opens 9.00am Friday 15
May 2020 and finishes 5.00pm Thursday 28
May 2020.

Next Steps

Feedback collated by Friday 5 June 2020.

The proposal will go to SPC Committee on Thursday
11 June 2020

If approved, the proposal will be installed within the
next 3 months.
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Traffic Resolution Plan: TR99-20 Brooklyn Road, Brooklyn — pop-up uphill bike lane

Cycle Lane TR99-20

<
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Following submissions, please find below updated detailed plans.

A copy of the submissions and the Officer’s responses can be found attached to the
SPC Committee Report.
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Legal Description:

Delete from Schedule A (Time Restricted) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two Column Three
Brooklyn Road P5, East side, commencing 139 metres west of
Monday to Saturday, | its intersection with Nairn Street and
8:00am - 6:00pm extending in a southerly direction following
the southern kerbline for 17 metres.

Add to Schedule | (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule

Column One Column Two Column Three
Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All East side, commencing 28 metres west of
Times its northern intersection with Nairn Street

(Grid  Coordinates  X=1,748,193.16m
Y=5,426,726.71m) and extending in a
southerly direction, following the eastern

kerbline for 470 metres
Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All East side, commencing from its southern
Times intersection with Nairn Street (Grid

CoordinatesX=1,748,145.07m
Y=5,426,293.51m) and extending in a
southerly direction following the eastern

kerbline for 207 metres
Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All East side, commencing from its intersection
Times with Bidwill Street (Grid coordinates

X=1,748,127.76m Y=5,426,183.9m) and
extending in a southerly then westerly
direction for 336.5 metres

Brooklyn Road Cycle Lane, At All South side, commencing from its
Times intersection with Washington Avenue
(Grid coordinates X=1,747,863.35m
Y=5,426,128m) and extending in a westerly
direction for 163 metres

Prepared By: Alastair Helm Transport Engineer Assistant
Approved By: Charles Kingsford (Principal Transport Engineer)
Date: 4/06/2020

Wellington City Council | 14 of 14

Page 154

Iltem 2.1, Attachment 4: Brooklyn Road TR99-20 - TR Report



STRATEGY AND POLICY COMMITTEE

11 JUNE 2020

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Brooklyn Road - TR99-20

Do you
agree?

Comments about TR99-20:

Officers Response

MNo

Information Provided: My response is based on the almost complete
lack of information presented by the Council, bar a single image and
some aspirational messaging. However, since the messaging does
include the information that this shapeless excrescence from some
transport engineer's mind is intended to become reality in next to no
time, | am responding to the minuscule detail the Council has thought
fit to provide. My response: This is addressing a problem that doesn't
exist. | have lived in Brooklyn since 1995. |cycle by choice, and I find
this proposal risible. It solves nothing, and will cause grief to all -
cyclists, motorists and residents. The stated purpose is COVID-19
distancing. Is there even an iota of intelligent thinking to support the
plan in relation to COVID-197 It's certainly not presented in the
almost non-existent available information. I've had to prepare better
plans to run a BBQ stall. Cyclist safety is notably not a concern. If it
was the plan would address safety concerns rather than the transport
engineer's dubious ramblings. Regarding cyclist safety, there are
several dangerous traffic pinch points in this area, of which a minor
three are (at enormous expensive) addressed by this proposal - those
being the narrowing caused by the pedestrian refuges at the bottom
of Brooklyn Road, and near Bidwell Street. There are serious danger
points AROUND this area - the Victoria/Webb intersection being one,
and then nothing major until you get to Ohiro road, where this plan
makes itself absent and abandons cyclists and motorist both to
negotiate yet more flawed traffic engineering through the Brooklyn
centre. To recap, there are problems for cyclists on Brooklyn Road.
This plan will not fix them. It accidentally addresses some relatively
minor problems, protects cyclists where they aren't in danger, ignores
them where they might be exposed to real danger, and provides no

As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to
provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get
them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e
community informed.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists safe. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a
separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are
provided a safe area to ride. It is acknowledged that there are some deficiencies in the
scheme but being temporary they are addressed as far as the scope of the project
allows. If the scheme is successful then these could be addressed in any permanent
scheme considered in consultation with the community in the future,

MNo

It's mostly a good idea. However, that double lane to overtake going
up Brooklyn Road is used every time I've been on the road (by myself
and others) -because there is heavy truck and bus usage going up and
they do drive significantly slower. The concern is that without a safe
place to pass, people will utilise the opposite lane to pass regardless.

With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane,

First Name: |Last Name:
Richard Lucy
Stacey Parbhu
Sarah Clark

No

I would like to see the rationale for how this will assist cyclists and
whether the section of Brooklyn hill is identified as an issue or
presents a safety risk as it is not clear whether the route addresses
those most narrow stretches but rather where there is already
available space. If street parking is to be removed will sections on the
opposite side be made available as residents only parking? There is
significant competition for street parking between residents and
general parking already and this will be exacerbated by reductions in
public transportation and higher use of vehicles.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more pecple with
fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. We will be monitoring
the schemes and using temporary materials that can be easily removed — so we can
trial, monitor and test things once they are in place. If things like parking are not
working = or we need to adapt because things change - we'll be able to quickly and cost
effectively alter the designs based on feedback from users, businesses and the

community.
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Gaye

Bergquist

No

This would be a waste of council monies, which would be better
spent on drainage and water. We are also moving into winter and
even your stounchest cyclist will drive their car to the cbd.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. While the number of cyclists
drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during winter that
need these facilities to keep them safe.

Cerelia

Diprose

No

The main functions of the two-lane portion of Brooklyn Road are to a)
facilitate safe left turns into Bidwill Street and b) leave room for all
vehicles, including cyclists, to safely traverse the hill. The intersection
of Bidwill Street and Brooklyn Road is a tight, dangerous corner with
limited visibility, both in regard to the corner and the hill immediately
encountered on Bidwill Street. The left lane is generally used by large
vehicles (waste management vehicles and buses), and left turning
traffic. Straight-through traffic generally uses the right lane. As the
lanes are wide, plenty of space is left for the veryrare cyclist that
chooses to take on the hill. | would strongly encourage this council to
consider improving the trails in Central Park for cyclists, as this would
not only eliminate vehicle hazards, but also provide the benefit of
reduced pollution to be inhaled in an area that is already challenging
for respiration when cycling. Given the physical challenge inherent to
both walking and cycling up the hill, the usage of the proposed cycle
lane is highly unlikely to be any different from the current volume of
cyclists and pedestrians travelling uphill on Brooklyn Road, especially
given that the proposal is intended to be implemented in winter,
when cyclists tend to use public transport to avoid being saturated or
blown around. Cyclists are therefore extremely unlikely to be forced
into close proximity (i.e. less than 2 metres from each other) for any
signficant amount of time. They are protected from motorised vehicle
users by the fact that most vehicles are completely sealed (cars) and
that the vast majority of scooter and motorcycle riders in Wellington
wear fully enclosed helmets, preventing vapours from escaping easily.
This proposal also fails to consider the impact on the safety of public
transport options on Brooklyn Road. Specifically, it would bar safe use
of the bus stop on the corner of Brooklyn Road and Washington

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. With the reduction in traffic
the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to have minimal impact. It
will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at the end
of the passing lane. It is acknowledged the passing lane provides opportunities for
traffic turning into side streets but in this instance it has meant striking a balance
between this low use activity versus providing space for the cycle lane. We will be
monitoring the schemes and using temporary materials that can be easily removed - so
we can trial, monitor and test things once they are in place. If things like parking are not
working = or we need to adapt because things change = we’'ll be able to guickly and cost
effectively alter the designs based on feedback from users, businesses and the
community. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still
people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Megan

Sewell

MNo

It is already hard enough to turn left coming up Brooklyn Hill into
Bidwill Street with the buses and bus stop right on the corner. We
need two traffic lanes to allow traffic to flow up the hill as if turning
into Bidwill street you will hold up all traffic and buses. The road as it
is works already. | see this as a complete waste of money to no benefit

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. It is acknowledged the passing
lane provides opportunities for traffic turning into side streets but in this instance it has
meant striking a balance between this low use activity versus providing space for the

cycle lane.

Page 2 of 174

Page 156

Item 2.1, Attachment 5: Brooklyn Road TR99-20 - Submissions & Responses




STRATEGY AND POLICY COMMITTEE

11 JUNE 2020

Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Brooklyn Road - TR99-20

Amanda Wilson No This is going to cause an immense about of disruption for very little to |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
no gain. There has never been a problem with cyclists on Brooklyn moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. The
hill. There is no reason that there is a social distancing issue with proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
hiking up the hill. What are you wanting them to distance from... a installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. The proposal is being implemented as
hill... cars ... this does not make any sense. Cyclists, like cars, can only |a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians
pass others when it is clear to do so if there is a build up of cyclists safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
(which | have never seen) they continue to bike single file (like cars choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. These temporary changes
are expected to do). Seems like a waste of money and a lot of align well with many of our city and regional strategies, policies and goals, including the
disruption. plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate

change.

Craig Stewart No I cycle this hill every evening and consider this to be one of the safer  |[The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parts of my journey from the city to Owhiro Bay. Taking away coupon |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
parking exacerbates what is about to become a substantial challenge [for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
when people return to work and bus & train seating is reduced by up  |regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
to 75% to observe Covid social distancing - they will revert to driving - |[fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
seeking places to park. This approach will also further alienate cyclists
from vehicle drivers as they become frustrated with losing car parks
and passing lanes on a stretch of road that ii consider one of the safer
areas for cyclists. As a long term cyclist | would be happy to discuss
this further. Thank you for the efforts to make our roads safer for
cyclists and for the opportunity to provide feedback.

Tim Henley No Completely pointless, there's already two lanes up the hill, one for Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
slower vehicles/cycles. If one of these is reserved solely for cycles it moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. This
will slow down traffic the rest of the time. Personally I've never seen a |proposals allows the separated cycle facility to be extended for much of the length of
single cyclists riding up Brooklyn hill. Brookyln Road.

Nikolaos (Nik]Zahariadis No It is high time WCC has re-assessed its priorities with the deciding These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
factor being: necessity, urgency of situation and implications if basic  |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
infrastucture is neglected by prioritising projects on the basis of "nice
to have” rather than "must have operational NOW"! Wake up city The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.
councillors before it is too late to save our city!

Lauree Rickard No What is proposed is dangerous as there are a number of points along  |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
this road, even with all car parking removed that will make this moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. With
dangerous. Also removal of tte second uphill lane us likely to case the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to
more issues as this is required for slow heavy trucks or buses. There  |have minimal impact. it will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging
isn't enough room for a cycle lane with the bus stops either. There will |with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
be injuries to cyclists if this proceed- have they honestly driven this
road?

Pat Hayden No | feel that we will need even more car parks due to decreased The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
passenger capacity on buses to ensure safe social distancing. People  |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
will be driving more and that stretch of road is wide enough for both  |for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
cars and cyclists, regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with

fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Jamie Jane No

Aneesha Budhia No
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Ridiculous pursuit of an agenda to solve a non existent problem. Can't
believe the council is spending time, effort and money on such a
waste unless it is to progress an agenda the ratepayers did not vote
for. At the absolute minimum the council should tell us the cost and
the impact especially of removing hundreds of car parking spaces. No
wonder the council is becoming a laughing stock.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Why are you wasting money on these initiatives? We have plenty of
other more important things to think. Having lived overseas in large
cities for over 20 years, Wellington doesn't have a traffic problem...

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.

The projects are co funded by NZTA as Covid response projects.
These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,

policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Comolete waste of money, blatantly pushing your agenda under the
guise of covid-19. No doubt these changes will mysteriously become
permanent after the publics attention is diverted elsewhere, i.e. an
ellection. You people are as transparent as a lump of concrete. If we
can be trusted to walk behind someone at a safe distance, then why
not next to someone?! Beggars belief, There is a million other things
this money could be spent on that would be far more beneficial and
productive. But hey, lets just blindly push an agemda through, not my
money right?!

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Too much traffic to adjust lanes to accommaodate. Will this really be
temporary? | doubt

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. With
the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to
have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging
with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. These Covid-19-related street changes are
temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required
= until there is a vaccine.

| would only support this proposal if these temporary changes only
last as long as Wellington is in level 2-4 lockdown. It is not clear from
the proposal how long the temperary changes are intended to be in
place. If the real intention is for these changes to be permanent then
they shouldn't be classified as a temporary response to Covid-19.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

It is fine the way it is. The bike lane you built on Crawford road is of a
similar design | imagine. It is never swept, and therefore full of gravel,
branches, leaves, and sometimes parked cars. It is a very dangerous
route to cycle. That too was fine before you "fixed" it.

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. The
temporary cycle lane has been designed so that it can be maintained.
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Liz Olive No
Nicola Hawkins No
Blaire Alder No
Michelle McGuire No
lan Anderson No
Thomas Guldborg Mo
T Peters MNo
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highly required in the city, like public transport issues and water
issues, Cyclists dont use the cycle lanes we have and Island bay has
proven this was a waste of time and road use

Justin Smith No Waste of money. Fix our water and sewerage The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

David McNicholas No

Robyn Watling No This is very ingenuous sliding these bike lanes under Covid-19 The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
reasoning. To take away so many parking spaces for such a spurious  |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
reason is absolutely a travesty. The parks are useful revenue for the  |for social distancing.

Council, provide short term parking for residents visitors and more These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
importantly encourage people and families to use Central Park. The |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
loss of so many parks disadvantages many more people than it reduce emissions that cause climate change.

benefits. The Council has not learned from the debacle of Island Bay -

to use Covid-19 to rush this through is disgusting. The Council will

definitely be changing next election if this is the best they can come

up with.

Gerry OKane No As an arterial route for large trucks to the 3 tips in Brooklyn, removing |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
carparks and changing the center line is ridiculous. They further these |moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. With
trucks are apart, the safer everyone is. As a cyclist myself, i believe  |the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to
using Covid19 and social distancing as the reason is extremely have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging
unethical as this is not a genuine reason. . Moreover most cyclists with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
cycle in packs and dont follow the distancing rules them self,

Charlotte Jarvis Mo wate of money. This should not be a focus when other needs are The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Miles

Carter

No

I'm writing from the point of view of a keen cyclist and someone who
used to live next to Brooklyn Road for several years (on Nairn 5t) A
much better solution would be to improve a route through Central
Park so cyclists can ride totally away from traffic. There is already a
pretty good route through the park that a decent number of cyclists
use, but there is no signage to suggest using it, and the steepest
gradient could be reduced with a small amount of trail building, and
an easier average gradient than Brooklyn road itself could be
achieved. | have drawn a quick sketch of the route through the park,
red is the current route and blue are trails that could be built to
reduce the gradient of the climb/to bring cyclists out at the top of the
road. It's worth noting that a decent number of cyclists cross Owhiro
Road at the intersection with Brooklyn Road and carry their bikes up
the steps to Tanera Cres Apart from my feelings that a shared traffic
solution is not nearly as good as one fully separated from motor
vehicles, | have concerns about actual safety improvements from this
lane. | feel that key hazards for cyclist/car conflict on Brooklyn road
such as the Bidwill St intersection and Washington Ave. intersection
won't be mitigated by addition of a cycle lane. | also expect that
drivers will be tempted to undertake very slow trucks, or that the
cycle lane will end up being used as a slow vehicle passing bay. If
vehicles are no longer able to overtake and are forced to climb the hill
in low gears behind trucks it will result in increased emissions.

These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. While other routes are a
possibility in providing safe and convenient connections this scheme was chosen from a
long list of projects that were considered and analysed using multi criteria analysis.
Projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and cost effectively,
provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing guidelines and in
line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change. It is not to say that your suggestion can not
be looked at when options are explored in the future with the community.

Carolyn

Reid

Mo

Completely ridiculous waste of time, money and council effort! By the
time you even consider putting measures in place 3+ months done
the line, COVID-19 is likely to be a thing of the past on our current
trajectory of recovery. Stop wasting ratepayer money on temporary
solutions (stupid ideas) when you have far bigger issues, e.g. defunct
three waters systems, to resolve,

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Chris

Morley-Hall

No

Why is the proposed bike lane not located the side of central park and
Renouf center - this is a far more attractive and appealing side of the
road to ride than the proposed southern side squashed against the
steep bank especially with the high level of tip traffic and truck
movements on the hill this can feel very intimidating when going up
and down the hill. could a cycle way be created through central park
even ? Also Instead of just putting water barriers / concrete blocks /
road cones in place to define the temporary walk ways/ cycle ways
please consider something more appealing such as planters.

These Covid-19-related street changes are tempaorary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. While other routes are a
possibility in providing safe and convenient connections this scheme was chosen from a
long list of projects that were considered and analysed using multi criteria analysis.
Projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and cost effectively,
provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing guidelines and in
line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change. It is not to say that your suggestion can not
be looked at when options are explored in the future with the community. The
temporary measures will endeavour to use materials that are in keeping with place

making objectives.
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why not install a truly tempeorary system, right away. Surely time is of
the essence? Again, concerning distancing, why not temporarily cull
the car parking along Ohiro Road opposite both of the medical
centres in Brooklyn? That area is an absolute nightmare to ride as a
cyclist (especially north) with a narrow road combined with heavy
vehicles.

robert douglas No | think the council should focus on important matter like - Reducing  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of
rates to zero for Wellington Business instead of increasing them to installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
5.2% - Getting car moving, for most road users, bikes and scoters are  |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
not an option of getting there kids to school or sports or picking up social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
shopping. - Fixing the Bus problems - Get the library back and running |[strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
properly 1'm a cyclist, | have a electric scooter and | use the bus. This |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
expenditure is not a priority in the scheme of things and using Corvid
19 to justify it is a complete joke.

Lia Moon No | am against anything that is proposed by or in any way supported by  |This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
Julie Anne Genter and the Green Party as a cynical way to progress choice in how they get around and enable social distancing.
their agenda under emergency conditions. This proposal is not
properly researched or thought out, nor is it necessary, and JAG and  |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
the Green Party will claim it as a victory when it will deliver nothing of |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
value to the people of Wellington. reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Serge Peeters No Does not make sense under Level 2, cost not justified for a temporary |This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
solution. Why is this an issue here but not on narrow walking tracks or |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. social distancing.
mountain bike tracks.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Isobella Lucy No | would like to find out the cycle lane will address the removal of The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parking spaces and where those cars are supposed to go. Without off |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
street parking, options are limited and if the parking spaces are for social distancing.
removed without consideration it would make things unnecessarily These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
difficult. policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and

reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Anthony Yeo No This looks like a hastily considered proposal driven by a pro-cycling The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
agenda 1) waste of ratepayers' money. 2) we will move to level 1 installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
soon 3) seems like a covert attempt to trial permanent cycle lanes 4)  |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
Many other priorities (flooding in Karori, tagging, local business ....) social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
Please do not proceed. strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Andrew Jackson No Firstly, if this is about providing physical distancing between riders, A long list of projects were considered and analysed using multi criteria analysis. The

projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and cost effectively,
provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing guidelines and in
line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change. Decisions have needed to be made quickly
to ensure the benefits offered by the project can be maximised and striking a balance
between advancing projects and keeping the community informed. The scope of the
proposal does not extend to Ohiro Road but this is something that can be considered in
the future in consultation with the community.
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Sophie Michot No Why does this temporary proposition sound like a permanent one? The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
We are now at level 2 going to level 1 before the end of this installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
consultation and far before the Council meets and review these Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
propositions i.e. 11th of June. Is it a way for the Council to do work social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
that it had envisaged without paying the main cost burden (90 strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
percent funded by Waka KotahinZ Transport Agency's Innovating vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. Decisions have needed to be
Streets Fund)? How much money is going into a temporary action? made quickly to ensure the benefits offered by the project can be maximised and
This public consultation so late in the Covid 19 handling of the crisis is |striking a balance between advancing projects and keeping the community informed.
quite baffling. hese Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and they will be in place as long as

safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

Gareth Maorgan No | don't believe this is necessary and WCC should restrict unnecessary |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
spending as rates affordability is causing substantial mental and installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
financial stress for ratepayers currently. This will be a very visible Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
example of wasteful spending if it goes ahead. social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional

strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Russell Bell No Whilst my comments are referenced to the changes proposed for These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
Brooklyn Road, the first comment egually applies to all three pop-up  |choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
bike lanes. The descriptor for these proposed changes refers to them |as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine.
as "Temporary." No where in the document is "Temporary” defined. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
Will it be for 5 months or 5 years? Is this a trial which will become a moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. With
permanent feature at the end of the "Temporary"” period or will it the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to
(like the chicane in lower Tory Street a summer or two ago) disappear |have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging
at expiry. Without a definition as to what Council intends by with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. The proposal is being implemented as a low
"Temporary" it is difficult to formulate an opinion as to the cost scheme requiring the minimum of installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe.
worthiness of this proposal. People may be prepared for a short These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
disruption to traffic flows up the Brooklyn Hill if they know it is only policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
for a short period. They may well hold a different view if it was going |reduce emissions that cause climate change.
to be for a year or more. Secondly, the present passing lane on the
Brooklyn Hill enable motor traffic to overtake a significant volume of
slow moving heavy vehicles en-route to the Council Tip. Where is the
research as to the impact of such delays/congestion/fincreased
diesel/petrol fume pollution in the slowing of traffic in conseguence
of the overtaking lane being closed? Where also is the evidence for a
demand for a cycle lane from the cycling community? Cyclists coming
up the Brooklyn Hill are a very rare occurrence. The concept of pop-
up cycle lanes may well be a worthy concept but the information
provided here is less than adequate. The proposal should be canned
for now and resubmitted later with fuller information. Russell Bell

Mathan Mevyer No Absolute waste and underhand tactics.Look at Ringotai rd cycle way  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of

never used!

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe.

This project is co funded by NZTA as a Covid response project to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. social distancing.
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Simon Espie No there is no need for this - bikes are fine going uphill in current layout. |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
Adverse effects on traffic (especially given the fleets of large trucks to [installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
the landfill) and parking (our street is already jammed with non- Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
residents’ cars) far outweigh any benefits. For social distancing there |social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
is no problem currently - cyclist A can easily wait until safe to pass strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
cyclist B by 2m in current layout. This money would be better spent  |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
on something where there is really a need.

Arthur Pan No It is a waste of money and will be unused whilst causing traffic and The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
safety issues installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a

Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Phillip Bolton No This appears to be way of installing cycle lanes to the detriment of The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parking. By the time they are completed it is likely that social project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
distancing will be to a point that these are not required. In addition for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
there is no issue in this area as motorists and cyclists show respect. regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
Ohiro Road and Brooklyn lights intersection is where the issue is. fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. The scope of the
There is no guarantee they will be removed proposal does not extend to Ohiro Road/Cleveland intersection but this is something

that is being considered in consultation with the community.

Roger Johnson No COVID LEVEL 2 HAS REDUCED YOUR NEED FOR SPECIAL BIKE The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
PRIVILEGES ALREADY - CREATING A MASSIVE SHORTAGE OF CAR project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
PARKS WILL ONLY INCREASE THE SUFFERING OF RESIDENTS WHO for social distancing.

RELY ON THE PARKS FOR LIVING. BIKE RIDERS DO NOT DESERVE THIS |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
OFFENSIVE CURE TO A NON-EXISTENT PROBLEM. policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Kevin Clarke No Keep Lycra wearers at home where they can admire their attire and No response
for those suitably enhanced with a brain send selfies to their brethren.

Duncan Domett No Why are u doing this now The less disruption the better after what These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
we have just been thru ! choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long

as safe distancing is, or could be required - until there is a vaccine.

Andrew Simes No | am a cyclist. There is insufficient cycle traffic to justify this change. There is insufficient road width through the section from Webb 5t to the bottom of
The consequential delay of traffic heading up Brooklyn hill during rush |Nairn St to safely install a temporary solution here. It is something that would need to
hour will bottle neck through the Webb St intersection and along be considered in more detail if a permanent solution was to be implemented in the
Victoria street. A smarter option will be to extend the dual lane from |future. This would also apply to any future solutions for a permanent cycle lane up hill.
Web Street through to Washington Ave with the left hand lane as a
shared lane. Then continue a (new) cycle only lane from Washington
Ave to Ohio Road. This change could be made permanent.
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- lain Macleod No | have been driving up brooklyn hill for the last 20 years and have The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
N never found it a problem for the distance for cycliust this is project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
E unnecessary and the remowval of car parks will pla-:e extra pressure on for social distancing.
) the parking around the Brooklyn village The council is trying to solve  |These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
- a problem that does not exist policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
Digby Paape No Citizens are scared of public transport, now, and for a long time to The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
come, They are reverting to cars. More cars on the road mean MORE |project. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
parks are required and road room.This move of the council has strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
inintended consequences, which are more traffic congestion, slower |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. While the number of cyclists
commuting times, and the need to park further and further from the |drop during winter months there are still people who choose to cycle during winter that
CBD. There will be a few switching to cycles until wintertime. They are |need these facilities to keep them safe.
young, fit, don't shop, or have children. FYl. None of the changes
affect me personally.
Jon Pottinger No This is totally unnecessary and a complete waste of ratepayers money |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
and removing the car parks is rediculous. At a time when the cities installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
infrastructure is in desperate need of major repair what is this Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
disfuntional Council thinking?? social distancing.
The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project.
Mee Moi Edgar No Brooklyn Hill is used by very few cyclists on their bikes as it's steep. The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
They could walk their bikes up. Again removal of coupon parking has |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
an impact on residents who don't have off street car parking and on  |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
those who use sports facilities nearby, bigger than that for a few social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
cyclists. Terrible idea. Our risk for catching COVID-19 outdoors is strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
minimal (~1% to 4% apparently). I'd rather central government give vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. The removal of car parks is
the money towards our water and sewage pipes. required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. Safety for people on
bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This
ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
Richard Stote-Blandy No Absolute complete waste of ratepayers money. Very few cyclists ever |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
use the hill nor do they need extra room on a mostly 2 lane stretch of |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
road. Please do NOT go ahead with this even on a temporary basis. Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
wvehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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guido Seevens No TR99-20 fails to address the major two pinch points for cyclists. These |[The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
are the very bottom of Brooklyn Road (technically where Webb turns  |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
onto Willis) and where Brooklyn road becomes Ohiro rd. The removal |[Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
of car parks and the passing lane is not necessary to facilitate a bike social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
lane up Brooklyn road. Removal of the middle traffic islands and re-  |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more pecple with fewer
aligning of the centre line and removal of the cross hatched area'sin  |vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. Many of the suggestions you
the middle and around Rodgers corner will allow for the parking to make would be considered as part of a permanent scheme but the scope of this
remain at the bottom outside the apartments and the passing lane to |[temporary solution is to deploy a safe scheme that requires the minimum changes
remain. There are no statistics to back up that this section is possible.
dangerous for cyclists. TR99-20 does not address how the buses will
stop. These cannot stop in the middle of the road with the amount of
heavy trucks along Brooklyn road. |suggest the left lane from the
intersection of Victoria and web street turning into Willis/Brooklyn
road be turned into a Bus and Cycle only lane. Remove the dual
turning and merging section as this is a hazard for cyclists and
motorists alike. Remove the crosshatched area in the centre of the
road along with the centre islands to facilitate a bike lane to continue
on from around by the vets, remove the traffic islands just before
Nairn street to allow the centre line of the passing lane to to be
shifted west, this will require the bus stop on the downhill side of
Nairn street to be shifted down hill a little to give room for the Mairn
street turning vehicle bay. Remove the cross hatched area's around
rodgers corner to facilitate the shifting of the centre line and allow a
reasonable bike lane space on the left going up. The islands at the
Washington Drive and Brooklyn road intersections will have to be
redesigned as people do need to cross here but there is not enough
room for a cycle lane, bus stop, traffic and pedestrian safety. The
curbing and down hill bus stop will need to be altered to allow for all

niamh crocker No

dfgs rg No

Tom Law No 1. These are perported to be temporary arrangements required by The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
additional foot and cycle traffic as a result of covid 19. As New installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Zealand is now in level 2 heading toward level 1 and out of all levels, | |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
question whether the need for this will continue to be needed. 2.In  |social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
the light of other financial commitments (particularly the high costs of |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
infrastructure water, sewerage, etc) | am not convinced that vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. They will be in place as long as
expenditure on this proposal can be justified. 3. Expenditure on safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.
existing initiatives re cycleways (Island Bay) need to be completed
first.

Steve O'Malley No Unnecessary. The justification for doing it does not make sense. "To  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
provide more space for biking in response to Covid-19 social installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
distancing guidelines" Mo issues with social distancing riding a bike up |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
Brooklyn Hill! Agree it would make things safer for cyclists, but my social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
experience of Brooklyn Hill is that in relative Wellington cycling safety |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
terms - its not overly dangerous. A complete waste of money. vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Covid distancing - with or without a bike lane | keep my distance from
other cyclists so presenting it under covid demeans all the legitimate
efforts by NZrs - | bike regularly and have no interaction with other
cyclists. | also drive and have no issue giving way to cyclists and not
keen to be stuck in extra traffic due to everyone piling up behind the
regular tip trucks and buses taking the passing lane away would incur.
Also the loss of parking would impact greatly on the users in the area
as there is often a shortage as it is - renoulf tennis centre events/
karate club / Central park users / central park flats users (many uber
drivers there as well and on days | walk to town or work | also park at
the bottom

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

First, the worst of the Covid-19 related restrictions will be over by the
time this plan is due to take effect. Second, it seems like a waste of
money at a time when we are likely to be charged more for council
fees that are already pretty darn high. Third, taking away parking
spaces in such volumes in a fairly busy area will just cause issues as
people compensate for the lack of spaces in narrow and crowded side
streets that are already excessively crowded.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

| object to the proposed changes because it will substantially slow
down traffic up Brooklyn Rd. There is a large amount of slow heavy
truck traffic because of the location of the tip, and the current 2 lane
road gives an opportunity to pass what would otherwise mean several
minutes stuck behind these heavy vehicles that are very slow because
of the gradient of the hill. | also feel that losing 139 car parks is a
significant issue.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.

With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
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Erin Pearce No
Conrad Bullock No
William Bond No

If the purpose of this proposal is to give cyclists further protection
from landfill-heading trucks ( and I can think of no other reason ), it
will disproportionately disadvantage the far higher number of
motorists who will be forced to crawl up the hill to the top behind
|grinding trucks travelling at well under the 50 kph limit. The possibility
of overtaking the trucks while observing the speed limit will be
removed for the motorist.Unless there is current evidence that
cyclists are unfairly disadvantaged relative to motorists on the
Brooklyn Hill, | would oppose this change.

Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
expected to have minimal impact. it will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
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Brooklyn Rd. | cycle and drive up this hill, the existing left road lane is
plenty wide for vehicles and cyclists to co-exist safely. Replacing the
passing lane will significantly impact vehicle traffic for little to no
improvement for cyclists. | fear this will only fuel anti-cyclist
sentiment and make cycling even more dangerous a few hundred
metres uphill on Ohiro Rd between Tanera and Todaman where the is
VERY little space for trucks/buses/cars and cyclists to manage against
parked cars.

Mark Peaceu No As a cyclist, the areas proposed don't deal with any pinch points and  |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
on the whole have reasonable space currently available on the road  |installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
for cyclists. | think it would be a waste of money making these Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
changes and it wouldn't actually encourage more people to bike. social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
There are far more dangerous areas in the CBD to deal with. We're strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
also coming into the coldest and wettest months of the year so vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. Safety for people on bikes is
there's less appetite for cycling. Some businesses have also stopped  |enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures
allowing showers at work due to Covid-19, which adds to the raft of  |vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
issues for cyclists. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there are still people who

choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep them safe.

Michael Gould No There is not nearly enough cycle usage on this route to make this a Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
change for the good. It will create an issue with the vehicular traffic,  |moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride,
where, by the elimination of the partial 'second’ passing lane for With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
uphill traffic, we will find a situation where cars will be backed up expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
behind slow moving and noxious trucks going to the tip, as well as the [traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
buses. And, if the idea is that this 'safety’ lane will bring more cyclist
use to the strip, that is unlikely as this is one of the steepest uphill
stretches in Wellington -- it will never be a heavily used cycle route.

Virginia Saffioti No | am concerned as a ratepayer that we are losing more and more The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
valuable car parking spaces to cyclists who somehow seem to have installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe, This project is co funded by NZTA as a
endless concessions made for their hobby. Lots of others enjoy these |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
areas and there is ample space for cyclists on the road. | would not be |social distancing.
happy to see any ratepayer funds going towardAs these projects
when our city's infrastructure is crumbling

Todd Hatten No Ridiculous idea, it's too late for this, we're well on our way back to The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
normal already. Getting rid of those parks is just another ploy to get project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
us to pay more for parking. for social distancing.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Ted Bertrand No | do not support cycle lane replacing left uphill passing lane on Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from

moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane.
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Deborah

Stokes

No

*The reason for proposing the change was given as: To provide more
space for biking in response to Covid-19 social distancing guidelines.
This is complete nonsense. Cyclists are ALREADY able to follow social
distancing guidelines by riding 2 metres apart in a single file fashion.
*The information shared on the proposed changed gave no details on
1) cost 2) number of cyclists. Has this analysis been done? If not, why
not? If so, why has this information not been shared with the
proposal? eBased on past experience (Island Bay cycle way), which
cost millions of dollars has not made the road safer for cyclists. sl
believe the Council using Covid-19 to push it's pro-cycling agenda, and
implement changes with undue haste and minimal consultation.
sThere are currently zero active cases of Covid-19 in Wellington. =If
approved the proposal will be installed within the next 3 months. In 3
months time, based on current rates of infection, there will be zero
cases of Covid-19 in New Zealand. It logically follows that the need
for social distancing will no longer be required. *Wellington City
council is currently considering rates increases of 2.15 and 4.95%.
Stop wasting money on projects that have little value for the majority
of rate payers.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street
changes are temporary and they will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be
required — until there is a vaccine.

andronicos

economaous

Mo

| oppose the proposal on many levels temporary or not.Firstly the
notice given is way too short for proper evaluation and parking is of
utmost importance not double cycle lanes.The cost to us is not
welcomed or necessary.Our law is not arbitrary and proper
procedures should be met before you interfere with peoples lively
hoods.Shame on the councilors pushing for these unacceptable plans

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. As these are temporary Covid-
19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some
opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as
possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The remowval of car
parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. Safety for
people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving
traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride,
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margetina  jeconomous

No

| oppose the proposal on many levels temporary or not.Firstly the
notice given is way too short for proper evaluation and parking is of
utmost importance not double cycle lanes. The cost to us is not
welcomed or necessary.Our law is not arbitrary and proper
procedures should be met before you interfere with peoples lively
hoods. Shame on the councilors pushing for these unacceptable plans

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. As these are temporary Covid-
19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some
opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as
possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine. The removal of car
parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. Safety for
people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving
traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride,

andy economous

No

Firstly | oppose your planned changes.Its a shame that people we
should trust end up in power with the ability to have a change on
peoples lives and livelyhoods.The notice given is way to short to have
a proper response by the public to the said proposal.Temporary or
not or the use of covid19 excuse is deplorable but a sneaky way to
introduce changes. Parking is of premium and your removal of them is
deplorable to say the least and for what?? cycle lanes for 4% of the
Wellington population. Shame on you all and double shame for
wanting to spend our hard earned money in times of crisis

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. As these are temporary Covid-
19 response projects, we have balanced the desire to provide people with some
opportunity to provide initial feedback with the need to get them in place as quickly as
possible. We will be using temporary materials that can be e community informed.
These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give people more
choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long
as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine. The remowval of car
parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. Safety for
people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving
traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
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Anna Gillies No Having bike lanes on Brooklyn road will make it unsafe for drivers and |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
pedestrians as it is a main route from the city to the southern installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
suburbs. This is the main route to the southern landfill which has Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
several heavy trucks with large loads, who travel slowly up the hill. social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
There is a fire station in Brooklyn, putting more bike lanes in the strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
suburbs will make it more difficult for emergency services to travel vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. The removal of car parks is
safely in and out of Brooklyn. Why is a bike lane not considered to go |required to provide the necessary space to implement the project. Safety for people on
through Central Park- this would ensure the park is continued to be bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/fs protected from moving traffic. This
used and is made safer for your citizens. Wellington City Council ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
treats people who cycle preferentially over its other citizens and rate  |With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
payers. A certain level of fitness and social economic status is needed |expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
to be able to ride bikes. There is no consideration given to those who  [traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. The scope of the proposal
are older citizens, citizens of different racial and cultural backgrounds |does not extend to looking at alternative routes but this is something that can be
and citizens of lower economic status who cannot afford bikes for considered in the future in consultation with the community.
everyone in their family.

Gillian Boyes No | have regularly cycled up Brooklyn Hill and feel there is plenty of The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
room on the road already. The loss of parks means those wanting to  |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
walk to work will be severely hampered. It also creates challenges for |for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
those wanting to use local businesses like the Vet. | strongly oppose lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
the proposed cycle lane. safe area to ride.

These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

siobhain hoskins No Waste of money. The road works fine as it is. Plenty of room for both |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of

cyclists and vehicles. | do not want a disgusting cycle land mess like
that produced in island bay which ruined the look and aesthetic of the
entire parade and made it more dangerous. Rates are high enough at
present without entering into knee jerk layouts only preferred by one
segment of the community

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe, This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer

vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Lilly Dorgan No Seems overkill for being potentially at the tail end of COVID-19 and The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
will cause accidents, | guarantee you - | would also like to know how  |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
many cyclists the council believe cycle up Brooklyn hill/would cycle up |for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
if provided a 'safe' path. | see one on a good day and commute this lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
way each day and have for nearly 10 years. This area (strangely) is safe area to ride.
also dangerous enough as it is - people drive over 70kms up this hill
and pass busses dangerously as it is, | can't see enough room for These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
cyclist's safety, busses and cars passing them at 70kms just before a policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
merge that people already can't handle. Not to mention most cyclists |reduce emissions that cause climate change. The scope of the proposal does not extend
happily prefer to use Central Park, making your proposition a moot to Ohire Road or other options through Central Park but these are something that can
point at least on Brooklyn Road. As far as Owhiro Road goes - do your |be considered in the future in consultation with the community.
research on the safety you propose when massive trucks are the
primary user of this road. | have seen 1 cyclist on that road in my life, |
swear. This seems extraordinarily shortsighted and lacking
foundations in any form of research or forethought, it's appalling
honestly - you're gonna have casualties on that road if you do this.

Donald Thompson No The argument for is flimsy. Especially in winter there will be few bikes |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of
and cyclists are naturally well-separated anyway. Cyclists can and do  |installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
already share Brooklyn road safely with cars. Distancing rules will enable social distancing. While the number of cyclists drop during winter months there
most probably be relaxed before the change gets implemented. There |are still people who choose to cycle during winter that need these facilities to keep
will be more cars and more need for the affected parks as people them safe. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to give
remain cautious of public transport. It's a big foot in the door towards |people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will be in
it becoming a permanent restriction. place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.

Edith Campbell No | am writing to you about your proposal for the removal of the car The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
parks on Brooklyn Road. | would like to register my disagreement with |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
the proposal as my daughter lives in Brooklyn and when | visit her we |for social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and
often drive down to the entrance of Central Park and go for a walk. As |regional strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with
| have limited mobility, this park is a lovely walk as it is only a slight fewer vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
incline on the central path and is also very beautiful. If | could not
park near the entrance, | would not be do these walks anymaore, and
there are not many other sheltered, beautiful and accessible parks in
Wellington.

Lola Costello No The road here is sufficiently wide to accommodate bikes alongside Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
traffic in the current formation. It is easy to pass bikes safely, there is  |moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride.
not an issue with cars having to trail behind bikes going uphill - These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
provided cyclists cycle safely and stay to the left as much as possible. |policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and

reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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David Kettles No If the proposed changes are temporary and only for the reasons The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
proposed "to provide more space”..."for social distancing” then the [installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
proposal appears to be a total waste of ratepayers money. The Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
reduced social contact that will result from these changes is so small  |social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
that it should be considered negligible in the overall scheme of social |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
contact within the city; especially in view of the genuine risk of vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street
community transmission of COVID-19. However, | would support the |changes are temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get around
proposal if it was permanent. The current 2 lane layout for uphill and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could
traffic only caters for those that perceive some need to race past be required — until there is a vaccine.
those traveling at the speed limit in the left hand lane, thus creating a
dangerous merging of traffic when there is a return to one lane near
the top. A permanent move to one uphill lane by removing the
"racing lane" would be an excellent idea and this may allow provision
of cycling lanes on both sides of the road.
ailsa campbell No Please do not remove all the car parks on Brooklyn Road - but in The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
particular the ones from the Renouf Centre to the entrance of Central |project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
Park — on both sides of the road. | often park here to walk the dog in  [for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
Central Park. | realise that there is a dog exercise park at Tanera Park, |[lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
but my dog is not interested in chasing a ball, he is an explorer. | also  |safe area to ride. Parking on Central Park side will remain providing some parking in the
get exercise walking around Central Park (especially as it is on a hill}  |area. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
rather than throwing a ball for a dog to fetch. And | would say from policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
the amount of other people | see walking their dogs in Central Park reduce emissions that cause climate change.
there are plenty of "explorer’ dogs. | also park on this stretch when
visiting Wellington Central Vet, as it is very hard to get a car park
closer. It would be incredible hard to get a car park anywhere else
that is close enough to be able to carry sick animals to the vet. It
seems unfair that one form of exercise (cycling) is being given priority
over 50 many more that happen in that area. There is walking in
Central Park, tennis at the Renouf Centre, Karate School, people
accessing the sports field at the top of Thompsons Street and finally
the playground within Central Park. This stretch of road is already
very wide and this feel like a repeat of the Island Bay debacle, where a
perfectly good piece of road has been ruined by the council.
Removing these car parks will greatly impact my exercise options and
enjoyment of Central Park.
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parking spaces that are most often used to my knowledge by persons
who work in the city/near the bottom of Brooklyn hill. If adequate
alternative parking is not provided/indicated explicitly, | could see
parking further into Brooklyn used more frequently by non-residents,
with a ripple effect. This may make it an arduous task for residents
to find adequate parking within proximity to their homes. As our
street has often been used by contractors, freedom campers and non-
residents for long term parking in the past, through experience it is
unpleasant to have to walk 10+ minutes in our incline rich suburb
during the harsh winter months between your vehicle and home.

Cecily Thompson No | am concerned at the large loss of parking places. People in all age- |The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
groups use these to leave their cars and walk on into town. This project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
creates a healthy opportunity to do manageable exercise and to buy  [for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
goods from the shops along the way hence patronizing small lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
businesses. Bike riders tend to be only a small slice of the general safe area to ride. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
population. You surely cannot expect mothers of small children and  |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
older residents to ride bikes up and down the Brooklyn Hill! The vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
traffic on the Brooklyn Hill already does cope with the occasional
cyclist without bother for either. There is no need to restrict the
activities of large numbers of residents to make it a bit easier for the
handful of cyclists! Just remember, not everyone can ride a bike! All
age groups must be considered. They all pay rates and do not
deserve to be squeezed out by an active lobby group.

Alex Gray No | am against the proposal because | believe closing the passing lane on |Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from
this arterial route to 3 landfills is unnecessary as the cycle lane can be |moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. With
fitted in the existing road width. The total road width uphill from the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to
Nairn Street is about 16 metres, This is more than enough width for 3 |have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging
traffic lanes and a 2 metre cycle lane. Also, there is no mention of with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. The bus stops will be moved toward the
how the 3 bus stops will be accommaodated within the cycle lane. Bus [traffic lane clear of the cycle lane and provision made for bus patrons to cross the cycle
stops and cycle lanes are a known safety hazard. lane.

Julia Burgess No

Gregory Crott No | strongly disagree with the WCC installing this pop up cycleway at The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
rate payers expense. The proposal shows no evidence that this will installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
improve safety for cyclists, for example, how many cyclists have been |enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
injured on the proposed pop area on Brooklyn road and over what space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
period . There is no comparative data of the impact on vehicle traffic |choice and enables space for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by
flow up Brooklyn hill as a consequence of what is proposed. There is |providing a separated lane/s protected from maving traffic. This ensures vulnerable
no cost for this work to the rate payer provided and how this fits with |road users are provided a safe area to ride.
other priorities for the WCC, ie wastewater pipes replacement. There
is no evidence of increased cycles using this road for any period post
Covid 19. There is no explanation on how a wider road will respond
to Covid 19 social distancing given personal responsibility to do this.

1) Janse No My only concern with this change is with regard to the removal of the |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
choice and enhances cycle safety by providing a separated cycleway protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Itis
acknowledge that this may change parking behaviour in the area.
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David & Marﬂﬁ'etter No Reducing vehicular lanes to create what will be an under-used cycle The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
lane is a bad idea. Left lane up Brooklyn Rd is the slow lane for heavily- linstallation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
laden dump trucks; you will only succeed in slowing all traffic, enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
including buses. Do not remove 140 car parks, are you mad! Where space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
will tennis patrons park? If you really must waste ratepayers money  |choice and enhances cycle safety by providing a separated cycleway protected from
put the cycle-way down through Central Park. moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Itis
acknowledge that this may change parking behaviour in the area. With the reduction in
traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to have minimal
impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at
the end of the passing lane,
Roanne Steele N The proposed bikelane does not solve a safety issue. The safety issues |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
on this route are 1. Victoria St south of Karo Dr including the installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
intersection at Webb 5t 2. Merge area at bottom of Brooklyn Road 3. |enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
Intersection with Washington Ave 5. Ohiro Rd/Todman/Cleveland space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
intersetion The proposed lane has issues with the way the council choice and enhances cycle safety by providing a separated cycleway protected from
narrowed the road with islands as well as the bus stop by Bidwell 5t maoving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Itis
and Washington Ave as the buses are not able to leave the road fully |acknowledge that this may change parking behaviour in the area. The scope of the
causing cyclists to have to swerve into the traffic. Also | do not believe |proposal does not extend to the suggestions you make but these are areas that can be
it is fair for the inhabitants of the council flats to lose this parking considered in future improvements in consultation with the community.
space, Many inhabitants of the flats are commercial drivers,
Shayne Mecclure No
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Alan Brian

No

There are a number of factors that | disagree with regarding TR99-20:
The proposal claims that the need is in response to social distancing
rules that apply due to Covid-19. - There is already a long standing
education programme in place regarding respecting cyclists "bubble"”
of space that is respected by other road users. Introducing a
temporary dedicated cycle lane will not provide any additional road

safety benefit for cyclists. - Under Covid-19 driving conditions for non-

cyclist road users have not changed - e.g. car drivers and their
passengers are not all of a sudden driving around with windows open
and sneezing and/or coughing out their windows. Where/what is the
additional risk? - As a regular user of Brooklyn Hill there has not been
an increase in bike numbers, not that this should be a factor as the
reason for the proposal is highlighted as being in response to Covid-19
NOT additional road safety). - There may well be a higher number of
cyclists using Ohiro Road to access Brooklyn and the city. Are they not
equally at risk from the imagined dangers of Covid-19 from non
cyclists? If this was the case then shouldn't pedestrians be banned
from walking up and down the stretch of Ohiro Road from Aro Street
to the top of Brooklyn Hill as it is difficult in places for pedestrians and
cyclists to maintain a one metre separation and pedestrians ARE more
likely to sneeze and cough into the open air. - the proposed change is
advertised as temporary. What are the conditions from removing this
and making good to pre-change conditions or is the intention not to
to return to pre-change conditions? All-in-all this proposal lacks
credibility and is a waste of ratepayer funding. There are a number of
significant projects that do need funding so let's put money into those
areas and not waste time and money on a nonsensical temporary
solution,

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. These Covid-19-related street
changes are temporary and designed to give people more choice in how they get around
and enable social distancing. They will be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could
be required — until there is a vaccine,

lesley regan

No

i enjoy a stroll round the northern end of central park where its not
steep. It provides gentle exercise while i await knee surgery. Taking
the carparks away will mean i can no longer enjoy this. Its a wide road
- wide enough for all vehicles and there's never been problems with
sharing the road on Brooklyn hill. the carparks are essential in this
area - for people walking in the park, people walking to town, going to
the tennis etc. If we're making room for bikes going downhill, they're
always travelling pretty fast downhill at same speed as cars. It works
fine as it is.

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
safe area to ride. Parking on Central Park side will remain providing some parking in the
area. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Kevin

Hackwell

No

Brooklyn Road is one of the widest roads in Wellington, and as a
cyclist who has used this road regularly for over 20 years | believe that
the Council is focusing on the wrong issue if it wants to improve
safety for those cycling to and from the city from Brooklyn and the
southern suburbs. The most dangerous part of the cycle to and from
town is the section of Ohiro Road from the top of the hill (Bretby
Cresent) to the corner of Ohiro Road and McKinley Crescent. This is a
very narrow section of the arterial road which has heavy traffic
volumes, including many heavy trucks and buses. Removing the
parking on the eastern side of the Ohiro road from the top of the hill
to McKinley Crescent would allow the installment of a cycle lane, and
the widening of the present vehicle lanes. On the western side of
this section from Bretby Crescent to the Cleveland/Todman street
intersection should have the very old semi circular kerbside drain
replaced by a standard kerb. This would allow vehicles to park much
closer to the bank than they do at present.  Both changes would do
much more to improve cycling safety than the present proposal.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
choice and enhances cycle safety by providing a separated cycleway protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Itis
acknowledge that this may change parking behaviour in the area. The scope of the
proposal does not extend to the suggestions you make but these are areas that can be
considered in future improvements in consultation with the community.

Ann

Chirayath

No

First of all, it's very ironic to see the reason for the change "giving
more space for biking in response to Covid - 19 Social distancing
|guidelines”. These guidelines should be followed in the CBD for the
pedestrians where it gets crowded during the peak times and not for
biking. How are people going to follow the social distancing in CBD
without any markings for distancing. The Willis st to Brooklyn Road is
wide enough for cars and bikes to go at the same time. | don't want to
see what we have in other areas where driving is becoming dangerous
with too narrow space for 4 wheelers. You should also consider
more than cycles, these roads are used by wide trucks always going to
the landfill. Please don't remove the Coupon Parking zones to make
room for Cyclists. There are lots of people who walk to city by parking
their cars in Coupon Parking. Council should encourage not just
bikers but also those like me who walk to work daily. In my view
point City Council should make the Coupon Parking area free of
charge and encourage more people to walk to work and not take their
car to city to reduce traffic congestion in the city.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists safe, to give people more choice in how they get around and
enable social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary
space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode
choice and enhances cycle safety by providing a separated cycleway protected from
moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Itis
acknowledge that this may change parking behaviour in the area.

Ann

Chirayath

No

Hi | did submit my opinion earlier, would like to add this too for

consideration. Is it possible to have a pedestrian crossing in Ohiro Rd
to cross to Bidwill St to make life safer for the many children going to
Wellington College. | would give priority to this than to the Bike lane.

This something that can be looked at in the future but is not part of this proposal
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No

| object strongly to providing council money (my rates) for projects to
provide social distancing for bikes based on Covid-19 distancing. This
complete waste of Council funds when there are more important
projects to fund. For person to person virus transfer outside is very
hard and on a bike the risk is even less likely, greater chance of
winning the NZ Loto. Stop these feel good silly ideas and projects and
get back to real issues and important infrastructure work

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing

No

doesnt need a cycle lane it would be a waste of rate payers money. It
offers no protection against covid. It would cause more traffic
holdups. More cars would be taken into city with reduced parking

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing

No

Hi, please don't remove all these parks at the bottom of Brooklyn Hill
Road (from the tennis centre down) 3€" | regularly drive in from the
Hutt with my teenage daughters and walk into town for a look around
the shops and eating out on the weekends. It seems unfair to take
away so many car parks when there are so few in the city centre (and
s0 many more have already been removed for cyclists). This area has
easy access to the motoryway, which means less driving around a€”
less emissions, plus we get lots of walking. If we could no longer park
here and as there is not really any alternative as most other city edge
streets are jammed with residential parking, we would not be able
come into the city anymore. If we were to come in and pay for
parking, it would limit our time and so would mean a loss of
customers for the central city that | understand is already struggling
from lack of business. | would also add 3€” | meet a lady at an event a
few months back who also parked in this area (we found it funny that
we both liked parking there). She was a solo Mum and it meant she
could drop her child at daycare, then continue in to get a park by
Central Park (with a coupon parking ticket) and then walk to work.
She had tried to do this by bus, but it was a nightmare of connections.
She also commented that she could not afford to park in the city and
enjoyed the walk in to work to clear her head (we discussed best
routes into the city!).

The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to implement the
project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and enables space
for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a separated
lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are provided a
safe area to ride. Parking on Central Park side will remain providing some parking in the
area, These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional strategies,
policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer vehicles and
reduce emissions that cause climate change.

Paul Russ
Tilo Vogt
Catriona Evensen
Jane Woods

No

What data has been provided That shows increase in bikes being
used. The cost to benefits realisation of a temporary solution why is it
temporary? If left hilltraffic lane replaced by cycle way will the bus
stops be removed here? Covid means more buses needed as capacity
restricted by reducing to one lane will impact traffic congestion.what
types of transport allowed on cycle lane? l.e scooters? Is this a
priority given the issue with sewerage pipes on Willis street? Cost to
manage so far for this means council could have bought their own
dedicated trucks to remove waste.ratepayers need more data on cost
to benefit realisation for this proposed change.

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Helen Seddon No | have lived in Brooklyn for 35 years and | have never seen cyclists The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
fighting for space on this wide road. Does WCC not heed the feeling  [installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
of ratepayers that this council should stop all these silly frou-frou Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
projects and get on with the big important ones? Is WCC incapable of |social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
making the big decisions? Do you have too Many staff trying to keep |strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
themselves busy dreaming up things that don't need to be done? This [vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
blatant waste of money is a kick in the teeth to ratepayers - many on
reduced wages - having to face a rates increase. Put a sign at the
bottom of the road requiring cyclists to keep a 2 metre distance. No
cyclists today anyway. There are never many cyclists. I'm disgusted
and disappointed by this proposal .

John Fitzgerald No This proposal is an complete waste of time and money, although I do  |[The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme reguiring the minimum of

not see any costing for this project. The proposal is offered as a
temporary response to the Covid-19 physical distancing rules and this
is totally bogus. There are relatively few people riding bikes up the
Brooklyn Hill, and | doubt many if any of those would ever come
within 2m of another rider. This proposal looks to introduce a
designated cycle lane by stealth. If the council really thinks it is
important then have a public debate about it rather than hiding
behind the pandemic. | am sure there must be more important work
for council staff to do than installing a temporary cycle lane that will
be obsolete in a few weeks ... unless the plan is that it will never be
removed. Aiming to install the lane within the next three months
suggests it has nothing to do with Covid-related physical distancing.
This proposal seriously dents my confidence in this council to gauge
the views of most Wellingtonians at this time. The proposal is
dishonest.

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. These temporary changes align well with many of our city and regional
strategies, policies and goals, including the plan to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change.
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Julie

Seevens

No

I am all for promoting the safety of cyclists in our city but | am against
the mish-mash of cycle lanes that have been consistently popping up
in our city with seemingly little thought on the impacts to other road
users. In regards to the Brooklyn Road proposal | would like to make
the following points: 1) Traffic will be severely impacted by the
removal of the passing lane. Truck movements, already at several
hundred a day are set to increase substantially with the Wellington
Water projects set to begin this year. 2) Removal of the passing lane
will increase dangerous risks taken by motorists stuck behind slow
moving vehicles, eg. trucks/buses, We can say this is not good driving,
but it is what will happen. 3) The removal of 139 car parks is
inconsiderate to Brooklyn Road residents and their visitors - we are
already losing far too many car parks in this city, we don't need to
lose more for the occassional cyclist. 3) If bollards are used to block
off the cycle lane,how will road sweepers clean the road? This will
likely cause cyclists to remain on the main traffic lane. 4) The
proposal does not do anything to help with the "pinch points" on
Brooklyn Road. 5) The width of the cycle lane is unnecessarily large. |
am concerned that e-cyclists feel they should be able to pass slower
cyclists - whilst still in a cycle lane! This makes no sense, why would
you take away a passing lane for the vast majority of road users and
install a cycle lane wide enough to be a double lane to enable cyclists
to pass each other. This sort of behaviour only helps inflame the "us
and them" mentality between cyclists and motorists. It does nothing
to enhance well-being for other road users. &) The proposal will also
impede emergency vehicles access up the hill, particularly in rush
hour traffic. Please have a look at the Brooklyn Chat page on
Facebook - there has been lengthy discussion on this issue with some

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and
enables space for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a
separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are
provided a safe area to ride. With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane
on Brooklyn Road is expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the
conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. While
other routes are a possibility in providing safe and convenient connections this scheme
was chosen from a long list of projects that were considered and analysed using multi
criteria analysis. Projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and
cost effectively, provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing
guidelines and in line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. It is not to say that your
suggestion can not be looked at when options are explored in the future with the
community.

Graham

Ashworth

No

Have you gone completely mad? How does social distancing in an
outdoor recreational activity limit the spread of Covid-19 when there
is no community transfer. This is a total waste of ratepayers money

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing.

Geoff

Nichaolls

No

Roy

Percival

No

I am concerned that removing the left lane on Brooklyn Road will
increase risk of collision for vehicles turning left out of Nairn and
Bidwill Streets. At certain times of day turning left out of these
streets requires waiting for long periods however with separate right
lane available southbound Brooklyn Road vehicles may move to right
lane to avoid collision with vehicles from side roads. | regularly turn
left out of Nairn and Bidwill Streets and would have to wait for a
much longer gap in traffic to safely turn left into a single lane. Other
left turning drivers would be less patient risking an increase in near-
miss incidents if not collisions. If proposal did result in more cyclistAs
these would add to the collision risk. However steepness of route
suggests few additional cyclists would take advantage of temporary
cycle lane.

With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is
expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the conflict of two lanes of
traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. The ability of motorists to
turn left from side streets is not expected to be more difficult and will be considered in
the detailed design.
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Mark Dommett No The level of cycle traffic utilising this stretch of road does not warrant |The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
the disruption and cost that this would incur. The proposal that thisis [installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
in response to social distancing is incorrect as it is highly probable that |Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
the social distancing will have ended by the time this is place. In social distancing. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and designed to
addition there is no time limit on this "temporary” measure and | give people more choice in how they get around and enable social distancing. They will
would only support it if there was a defined limit. be in place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine.
Michael O'Meil No Temporary Traffic Resolution TR99-20 should be rejected for the The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of

following reasons: 1) the connection to Covid - 19 social distancing
guidelines is tenuous. Unless cycle lanes are more than 2 metres
wide cyclists passing each other are not able to observe distancing
recommendations 2) the removal of the passing lane from the
Substation to Rogers Corner will lead to a tailback of traffic behind
heavy trucks heading up Brooklyn Hill on their way to the Southern
Landfill. This will lead to vehicles crossing into the down hill lane to
execute a passing maneuver with increase risk of accidents 3) the
removal of coupon parking spaces will force those parkers into
adjacent streets putting increased pressure on residential parking
areas 4) the road narrows above Rogers Corner with limited space for
the proposed cycle lane bringing uphill and downbhill traffic closer
together with increased risk of accident 5) the removal of parking
spaces reduces parking spaces available to those living apartments at
the bottom of Brooklyn hill €) the removal of parking spaces reduces
parking available to those wanting to use the Central Park play area
7) the number of cyclists relative the number of motorised vehicles
using this road is too low to warrant the proposed change 8) the
number of cyclists is not enough to create a social distancing problem
9) the proportion of the day that cyclists will use this cycle lane is
small 10) there is no set date specified for its remowval and
reinstatement of the current lane arrangement 11) there is an existing
viable alternative which is to use the sealed pathway through Central
Park with no competition with motorised vehicles and no cost to
establish.

installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and
enables space for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a
separated lanefs protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulnerable road users are
provided a safe area to ride. With the reduction in traffic the removal of the passing lane
on Brooklyn Road is expected to have minimal impact. It will also help reduce the
conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing lane. While
other routes are a possibility in providing safe and convenient connections this scheme
was chosen from a long list of projects that were considered and analysed using multi
criteria analysis. Projects were chosen on their ability to be implemented quickly and
cost effectively, provide benefit to cyclist and pedestrians in meeting social distancing
guidelines and in line with our city and regional goals to move more people with fewer
vehicles and reduce emissions that cause climate change. It is not to say that your
suggestion can not be looked at when options are explored in the future with the
community. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and they will be in
place as long as safe distancing is, or could be required = until there is a vaccine,
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Absolutely Positively
Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Brooklyn Road - TR99-20

Sue

Devereux

No

As a long time Brooklyn/Mornington resident | travel up and down
Brooklyn Rd very frequently. Brooklyn Rd is also the main major
connecting route from the City to Brooklyn, Kingston, the South Coast
and Owhiro Bay including being the main route of access to the
Wellington and CD Landfill site. It is also the main bus route to all the
above areas. There is high and diverse traffic use of Brooklyn Rd.
Currently the Eastern side of Brooklyn Rd (uphill traffic) provides for
this wide variety of traffic and the high traffic flow by having a 'slow’'
passing lane and a wide flowing view up the majority of the road. The
overall width of the road (in both directions) currently allows for
slower traffic and bikes to stay safely to the left when it's necessary to
let other traffic pass which, along with the passing lane, enhances this
process to happen and thus avoids causing frustration and dangerous
maneuvers. From the crudely set out plan that has been put forward
by WCC, the creation of a bike lane would a€ctake away this ability of
the traffic to find it's own flow d€¢narrow the overall width of road
useable by motorised traffic d€Cincrease the potential for accidents
due to frustration of drivers 3€¢ as well as severely reducing the
number of parks available to users of Central Park and the Tennis
Centre ar visiting the businesses at the northern end of the Rd.

There are also a large number of people who wish to avoid taking
their car into the Centre of town but live just a bit too far away to
walk the whole distance and do not have bikes so they park on
Brooklyn Road and walk into town. The availability of these parks
encourages fitness as well as assisting to reduce the vehicle
congestion in the central city . The reduced parking would also seem
to reduce a revenue stream to the WCC. It is very unclear how this
bike lane measure will, in any way, assist with meeting social

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. As these are temporary Covid-19 response projects, we have balanced
the desire to provide people with some opportunity to provide initial feedback with the
need to get them in place as quickly as possible. We will be using temporary materials
that can be e community informed. The removal of car parks is required to provide the
necessary space to implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists
supports mode choice and enables space for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes
is enhanced by providing a separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures
vulnerable road users are provided a safe area to ride. Parking on Central Park side will
remain providing some parking in the area. With the reduction in traffic the removal of
the passing lane on Brooklyn Road is expected to have minimal impact. It will also help
reduce the conflict of two lanes of traffic merging with cyclists at the end of the passing
lane. These Covid-19-related street changes are temporary and they will be in place as
long as safe distancing is, or could be required — until there is a vaccine.

Helen

Muir

No

| object to this proposal for the following reasons: 1}A huge volume of
traffic travels up Brooklyn hill daily, including buses and large trucks. |
know this because | can view Brooklyn hill from my house. With this
proposal | believe traffic will be snarled up from Victoria st affecting
those wanting to turn into Brooklyn Road because they will be forced
to travel behind not only the often stopping buses but also the huge
slow trucks heading for the tip. 2} Removing the car parks will deter
those not wanting to take public transport at this time to park in
residential streets instead, thus making it more difficult for residents.
3} Removing car parks disadvantages families who want to access
Central Park play ground and pathways for recreation. 4} It is too
narrow further up Brooklyn hill to accommodate both bikes and
vehicles, especially large trucks. This could force said large trucks into
path of traffic coming down. 5) the number of cyclists is not enough
to create a social distancing problem &) the proportion of the day that
cyclists will use this cycle lane is small 7) there is no set date specified
for its removal and re-instatement of the current lane arrangement

The proposal is being implemented as a low cost scheme requiring the minimum of
installation to keep cyclists and pedestrians safe. This project is co funded by NZTA as a
Covid response project to give people more choice in how they get around and enable
social distancing. The removal of car parks is required to provide the necessary space to
implement the project. Providing additional space for cyclists supports mode choice and
enables space for social distancing. Safety for people on bikes is enhanced by providing a
separated lane/s protected from moving traffic. This ensures vulne