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ORDINARY MEETING  

OF  

WELLINGTON CITY COUNCIL  

AGENDA  

Time: 9.15am 

Date: Wednesday, 24 June 2015 

Venue: Committee Room 1 

Ground Floor, Council Offices 

101 Wakefield Street 

Wellington 

MEMBERSHIP 

Mayor Wade-Brown 

Councillor Ahipene-Mercer Councillor Marsh 
Councillor Coughlan Councillor Pannett 
Councillor Eagle Councillor Peck 
Councillor Foster Councillor Ritchie 
Councillor Free Councillor Sparrow 
Councillor Lee Councillor Woolf 
Councillor Lester Councillor Young 

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 803-8334, emailing public.participation@wcc.govt.nz or 
writing to Democratic Services, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington, giving your name, phone 
number and the issue you would like to talk about. 
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Meeting Conduct 

1. 1	 Apologies 

The Chairperson invites notice from members of: 

1.	 Leave of absence for future meetings of the Wellington City Council; or 
2.	 Apologies, including apologies for lateness and early departure from the meeting, 

where leave of absence has not previously been granted. 

1. 2	 Announcements by the Mayor 

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 08 April 2015 and 13 May 2015 will be put to the Council 
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 Wellington 
City Council 
1.	 The reason why the item is not on the agenda; and 
2.	 The reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until a subsequent meeting. 

Minor Matters relating to the General Business of the Wellington City Council 
No resolution, decision, or recommendation may be made in respect of the item except to 
refer it to a subsequent meeting of the Wellington City Council 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. 
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2. General Business  
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SETTING OF RATES FOR 2015/16  

Purpose 

1.	 To set the rates for Wellington City for the year commencing on 1 July 2015 and ending 
on 30 June 2016, under the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 (LGRA). 

Summary 

2.	 Under section 23 of the LGRA, the Council is required to set its rates by resolution. 

3.	 This paper provides for the Council to set rates for the year commencing on 1 July 
2015 and ending on 30 June 2016. 

Recommendations 

That the Council: 

1.	 Receive the information. 

2.	 Having adopted the 2015-25 Long-term Plan (including the 2015-25 Funding Impact 
Statements), resolve under section 23 of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 
(LGRA) to set the following rates for the year commencing on 1 July 2015 and 
concluding on 30 June 2016: 

a)	 General Rate 
A differential general rate under section 13 of the LGRA as an amount per dollar of 
capital value on each rating unit as follows: 

	 A rate of 0.223675 cents per dollar of capital value on every rating unit in the 
‘Base’ differential rating category. 

 A rate of 0.625510 cents per dollar of capital value on every rating unit in the 
‘Commercial, industrial and business’ differential rating category. 

b)	 Targeted rate for water supply 
A targeted rate for water supply under section 16 and section 19 of the LGRA as 
follows: 

	 For rating units incorporated in the Base differential, either: 

i.	 For rating units connected to the public water supply with a water meter 
installed, a consumption unit rate of $1.944 per cubic metre of water used, 
and a fixed amount per rating unit of $111.90, or 

ii.	 For rating units connected to the public water supply without a water meter 
installed, a fixed amount of $137.70 per rating unit, and a rate of 0.045198 
cents per dollar of capital value. 

 For rating units incorporated in the Commercial, Industrial and Business 
differential, either: 

i.	 For rating units connected to the public water supply with a water meter 

Item 3.2	 Page 7 
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 installed, a consumption unit rate of $1.944 per cubic metre of water used, 

and a fixed amount per rating unit of $111.90, or 

ii.	 For rating units connected to the public water supply without a water meter 
installed, a rate of 0.405475 cents per dollar of capital value. 

c)	 Targeted rate for sewerage 
A targeted rate for sewerage under section 16 of the LGRA on each rating unit 
connected to the Council sewerage system as follows: 

	 For rating units incorporated in the Base differential: 

i.	 A fixed amount of $106.60 per rating unit, and a rate of 0.042882 cents per 
dollar of capital value. 

 For rating units incorporated in the Commercial, Industrial and Business 
differential: 

ii.	 A rate of 0.144413 cents per dollar of capital value. 

d)	 Targeted rate for storm water 
A targeted rate for stormwater under section 16 of the LGRA as follows: 

	 For rating units incorporated in the Base differential but excluding those rating 
units classified as ‘rural’ under the Council’s operative District Plan: 

i. A rate of 0.037078 cents per dollar of capital value. 

 For rating units incorporated in the Commercial, Industrial and Business 
differential but excluding those rating units classified as ‘rural’ under the Council’s 
operative District Plan: 

ii.	 A rate of 0.040644 cents per dollar of capital value. 

e)	 Targeted rate for the commercial, industrial and business sector 
A targeted rate under section 16 of the LGRA as follows for rating units incorporated in 
the Commercial, Industrial and Business differential: 

i.	 A rate of 0.047385 cents per dollar of capital value. 

f)	 Targeted rate for the base sector 
A targeted rate under section 16 of the LGRA as follows for rating units incorporated in 
the Base differential: 

i.	 A rate of 0.016781 cents per dollar of capital value. 

g)	 Targeted rate for Downtown Area 
A targeted rate for the Downtown Area under section 16 of the LGRA on each rating 
unit incorporated in the Commercial, industrial and business differential rating category 
and located within the area designated as downtown, as described by the “Downtown 
Levy Area” map as approved on 27/06/2012 as part of the 2012/13 to 2021/22 Long 
Term Plan. 

i.	 A rate of 0.192049 cents per dollar of capital value. 
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h) Targeted rate for Tawa Driveways 
A targeted rate for Tawa Driveways under section 16 of the LGRA on each rating unit 
identified as being one of a specific group of rating units with shared residential access 
driveways in the suburb of Tawa, that are maintained by the Council as follows: 

i. A fixed amount of $133.33 per rating unit. 

i) Targeted rate for Marsden Village 
A targeted rate under section 16 of the LGRA on all rating units incorporated in the 
Commercial, industrial and business differential rating category that are located in the 
Marsden Village area (refer map) as follows: 

i. A rate of 0.121538 cents per dollar of rateable capital value. 
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j) Targeted rate for Miramar Business Improvement District Area 
A targeted rate under section 16 of the LGRA to fund the Business Improvement 
District activities of Enterprise Miramar Peninsula Incorporated on all rating units within 
the Miramar Business Improvement District (refer map) which are subject to the 
“commercial, industrial and business” differential, but excluding any rating unit that is a 
substation or used by local or central government for a non-business purpose as 
follows: 

i. A fixed amount of $365.00 per rating unit, and 

ii.	 A rate of 0.039539 cents per dollar of capital value for any capital value over $1 
million per rating unit. 
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k)	 Targeted rate for Khandallah Business Improvement District Area 
A targeted rate under section 16 of the LGRA to fund the Business Improvement 
District activities of the Khandallah Village Business Association on all rating units 
within the Khandallah Business Improvement District (refer map) which are subject to 
the “commercial, industrial and business” differential, but excluding any rating unit that 
is a substation as follows: 

i.	 A rate of 0.151343 cents per dollar of rateable capital value. 

3.	 Resolve under section 24 of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 (LGRA) to set the 
following due dates for the payment of rates for the 2015/16 year: 

With the exception of targeted water rates where charged via a water meter, all rates 
will be payable in four equal instalments as follows, with due dates for payment being: 

Instalment Number Due date 
Instalment One 1 September 2015  
Instalment Two 1 December 2015  
Instalment Three 1 March 2016  
Instalment Four 1 June 2016  

Targeted water rates that are charged via a water meter on rating units incorporated 
under the Commercial, industrial and business differential will be invoiced on a one or 
two-month cycle, and are due at the date one month after the invoice date, as specified 
on the invoice. 

Targeted water rates that are charged via a water meter on rating units incorporated 
under the Base differential will be invoiced on a three-month cycle, and are due at the 
date one month after the invoice date, as specified on the invoice. 
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 Provided that, where the due date falls on a weekend or public holiday, the due date is 

the next working day. 

4.	 Resolve under sections 57 and 58 of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 (LGRA) 
to apply penalties to unpaid rates as follows: 

a)	 A penalty of 10 percent on the amount of any part of an instalment remaining 
unpaid after a due date in recommendation (3) above, to be added from the day 
following the due date. 

b)	 An additional penalty of 10 percent on any amount of rates assessed in previous 
years and remaining unpaid at 1 July 2015. 

c)	 A further additional penalty of 10% on rates to which a penalty has already been 
added under recommendation 4(b) if the rates remain unpaid on 1 January 2016. 

d)	 A penalty of 10 percent on the amount of any part of water meter charges 
remaining unpaid after a due date in recommendation (3) above, to be added 
from the day following the due date. 

e)	 An additional penalty of 10 percent on any amount of water charges from 
previous years that remain unpaid at 1 July 2015. 

f)	 A further additional penalty of 10% on water meter charges to which a penalty 
has already been added under recommendation 4(e) if the charges remain 
unpaid on 1 January 2016. 

g)	 A penalty is calculated on the GST inclusive portion of any instalments unpaid 
after the due date. GST is not charged on the actual penalty itself. 

5.	 Note that the Council’s policy on remission of rates penalties is included in the 
Council’s Rates Remission Policy and that the authority to remit penalties is delegated 
to the Chief Executive, Chief Financial Officer, Manager Financial Accounting, and the 
Rates Team Leader. 

6.	 Note that the rates for the year commencing 1 July 2015 and concluding on 30 June 
2016 are set excluding GST. GST will be applied when rates are assessed for 2015/16. 

7.	 Rates shall be payable: 

	 By cash, cheque or eftpos at the City Service Centre, 101 Wakefield Street, 9am 
to 5pm Monday to Friday. 

	 By cash or cheque at any Post Shop or selected New Zealand Post outlets using 
a bar coded rates invoice, 9am to 5pm Monday to Friday. 

	 By posting a cheque through to our processing centre at the address provided on 
the rates notice. 

	 Using our “rates easipay” direct debit system. Quarterly, monthly, fortnightly and 
weekly options are available by phoning 04 499 4444 for a set-up form or 
download from the Council website. 

	 Through internet banking and telephone banking options. 

	 By credit card on the Council website. 
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Background 

4.	 The Governance, Finance and Planning Committee resolved to recommend to Council 
the adoption of the 2015-25 Long-term Plan (including the 2015-25 Funding Impact 
Statements) at its meeting of 26 May 2015. 

5.	 Under section 23 of the LGRA the Council is required to set its rates by resolution. This 
paper provides for the Council to set rates for the year commencing on 1 July 2015 and 
ending on 30 June 2016. 

6.	 Section 57 of the LGRA states that a local authority may, by resolution, authorise 
penalties to be added to rates that are not paid by the due date. The resolution must 
state how the penalty is calculated and the date the penalty is to be added to the 
amount of unpaid rates. Section 58 of the LGRA sets out the penalties that may be 
imposed. 

7.	 Section 24 of the LGRA requires that the Council state the due date for payment of the 
rates in its resolution setting rates. 

8.	 Rates for the 2015/16 year are set out on a GST exclusive basis. Note that GST will be 
added when rates are assessed for 2015/16 to provide the total instalment amount. 

9.	 Pursuant to section 23 (5) of the LGRA, within 20 working days of the making of this 
resolution, a copy will be sent to the Secretary of Local Government. 

Attachments 
Nil 

Authors Su Mon, Principal Analyst Funding & Financial Strategy 
Martin Read, Manager Financial Strategy and Planning 

Authoriser Andy Matthews, Chief Financial Officer 
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 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Consultation and Engagement 

The impact of the 2015-25 Long-term Plan budgets on Council’s rates have been consulted 
on with the community through the 2015-25 Long-term Plan special consultative procedure 
as required by the Local Government Act 2002. 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

Targeted consultation on the Council’s rates funding requirement was undertaken with Iwi as 
part of the 2015-25 Long-term Plan consultation process using existing relationship 
channels. 

Financial implications 

This report discusses setting of rates for the 2015-16 financial year. The impacts of the 
recommendations in this report are significant as it determines Council’s ability to collect 
rates. 

Policy and legislative implications 

This report meets all statutory requirements under the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002, 
and is consistent with Council policy. 

Risks / legal 

This report meets all statutory requirements under the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002. 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

Implications of climate change have been considered in relation to the 2015-25 Long-term 
Plan, and therefore funding implications as related to the financial strategy, policies, and 
rates. 

Communications Plan 

Pursuant to section 23 (5) of the Local Government (Rating) Act, a copy of the rates 
resolution will be sent to the Secretary of Local Government within 20 working days of 
Council making this resolution. 
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2015/16 DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS POLICY  

Purpose 

1.	 To Adopt the 2015/16 Development Contributions Policy 

Summary 

2.	 The Development Contributions Policy was reviewed alongside the development of the 
Long-term Plan to reflect any changes in the Capital Expenditure programme and any 
other policy changes. 

3.	 Public consultation on the draft Development Contributions policy was undertaken from 
the 9 April to 30 April 2015. 

4.	 Feedback on the draft Development Contributions Policy was considered by the 
Governance, Finance and Planning Committee at its meeting on 26 to 28 May 2015. 

5.	 The Governance, Finance and Planning Committee resolved to recommend the Policy 
(attached) to Council for adoption. 

Recommendations 

That the Council: 

1.	 Receive the information. 

2.	 Note that the Governance, Finance and Planning Committee considered the issues 
raised in written and oral submissions at its meeting of 26 May 2015. 

3.	 Note that the 2015/16 Development Contributions Policy (as outlined in Attachment 1) 
has been prepared based on the decisions and recommendations of the Governance, 
Finance and Planning Committee meeting of 26 May 2015 following public 
consultation. 

4.	 Agree the new Development Contributions charges (contained in Attachment 1). 

5.	 Adopt the 2015/16 Development Contributions Policy as attached (Attachment 1). 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. 2015/16 Development Contributions Policy	 Page 17 

Authors Martin Read, Manager Financial Strategy and Planning 
Su Mon, Principal Analyst Funding & Financial Strategy 

Authoriser Andy Matthews, Chief Financial Officer 
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 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Consultation and Engagement 

Public consultation on the draft Development Contributions policy was undertaken from the 
9th April to 30th April 2015 

Financial implications 

The Financial implications of the policy are that the Development Contributions are set at a 
level deemed appropriate by Council to obtain funding to recover (but that does not exceed) 
the costs of implementing applicable infrastructure assets that are caused by workforce and 
population growth. The revenue from these contributions is budgeted in the Long-term Plan. 

Policy and legislative implications 

Council is required by the Local Government Act (2002) to review the Development 
Contributions Policy at least once every three years. 
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ADOPTION OF THE WELLINGTON CYCLING FRAMEWORK  
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Purpose 
1.	 This report seeks Council’s agreement to the Wellington Cycling Framework. 

Summary 
2.	 To ensure that the Council can deliver on its vision for cycling, officers have engaged 

with the public on the Draft Wellington Cycling Framework (the Framework) which 
includes a network plan and principles which set out decision-making thresholds for the 
delivery of each aspect of the network. 

3.	 Public engagement has been undertaken and feedback has been provided on the 
Framework. While most feedback identified no requirement to recommend changes to 
the Framework; some changes are recommended to the Framework’s principles and 
thresholds. 

4.	 Subject to Council’s final agreement to the framework, a delivery methodology can now 
be applied to the “packages” outlined to Council on 30 April. This methodology outlines 
the considerations that need to be made when considering the order in which the 
packages will be delivered over time. 

5.	 The Governance, Finance and Planning Committee have agreed to recommend to the 
Council that Long Term Plan (LTP) funding for cycling for years 1-3 be increased in 
order to maximise the investment opportunity afforded by the Urban Cycleways Fund. 
This will be achieved by reducing the years 4-10 draft LTP cycling investment and 
bringing this forward into the first 3 years. 

Recommendations 

That the Council: 

1.	 Receive the information contained in this report. 

2.	 Note that public engagement on the Draft Wellington Cycling Framework has been 
undertaken and that public submissions were supportive of it by a significant majority 

3.	 Note that Officers recommend amendments to the Draft Wellington Cycling 
Frameworks principles and thresholds as a result of engagement. 

4.	 Note that Officers will report to the Transport and Urban Development Committee in 
September 2015, a draft Master Plan which sets out priority packages and routes. 

5.	 Agree to the Draft Wellington Cycling Framework (Attachment 1). 

6.	 Agree that the programme delivery will be aligned to the business case process being 
utilised to secure Urban Cycleway Funding and National Land Transport Plan funding 
and that council decisions, consultation and stakeholder engagement will be aligned 
with business case process. 

7.	 Appoint up to six Councillors to the Master Plan Working Party. 
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  8.	 Agree the Master Plan Working Party terms of reference (Attachment 2) 

Background 
6.	 On 30 April 2015, Council unanimously agreed1: 

	 The Draft Wellington Cycling Framework principles (Attachment 1 – Appendix C 
to the report), subject to advice from officers on the impact of 40 and 80 meters 
noting Wellington’s diverse neighbourhoods and populations as the “Threshold” 
for the Principle “Parking in the Suburbs” when the Framework is reported back 
for the final decision. 

	 The Draft Wellington Cycling Framework network plan (Attachment 1 – Appendix 
A to the report). 

	 The draft Wellington Cycling Framework (Attachment 1) was to be released for 
engagement and agreed that there would be engagement on the Framework that 
included a localised approach for each ward with input from ward councillors. 

	 Support of the Northern Cycle Route, Eastern Cycle Route, CBD Cycle Route(s), 
Western Cycle Route, South Coast Shared Path and Southern Route including 
stage one as provided for in the draft cycleway network plan (Attachment 1 – 
Appendix A of the report). 

7.	 The Council also agreed to a process to make progress on Stage One of the Southern 
Cycle Route, known as the “Island Bay Cycleway”. That process is reported in a 
separate paper. 

Cycling in Wellington 
8.	 The Council has made a commitment to delivering cycling infrastructure in Wellington 

via its 2008 Cycling Policy which seeks to make cycling safer and more convenient. 

9.	 In summary, Cycling Policy forms part of the overall planning for Wellington set out in 
the Transport Strategy 2006. It aims to create an effective framework to provide a basis 
for action, the policy sets out objectives and policies on how implementation should be 
approached. 

10. In the interim, the development of the Framework has been undertaken as a step 
towards the Council’s objectives. The Framework outlines how decisions about the 
implementation of a cycling network will be made (what, where and how). 

Discussion 

The Framework 
11.	 In essence, the Framework provides Council with an opportunity to set out a clear 

vision, establish a clear understanding of it and provide a pathway for Officers to 
deliver on cycling in Wellington. It helps to join the dots. 

1 
http://wellington.govt.nz/~/media/your-council/meetings/Council/2015/04/20150430-CONFIRMED-Council-

Minutes.pdf pages 7 - 10 
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12.	 It will set out the Council’s expectations for a decade’s worth of action and provides 
officers with the clarity and guidance necessary to build a cycling network that is 
uniquely Wellington. 

13.	 Ultimately, the Framework is about delivering choice of movement to our residents. 
Whether it be by bike to the shops, by bus to work, on foot to a night out or by car, we 
are trying to balance preferences by providing real choices about how people move 
around our city. 

14.	 The Framework was developed to address a need for greater progress than has 
previously been made in the delivery of a cycling network for Wellington. By providing 
an improved strategic context for the implementation of cycling and a clear principles-
based approach to the necessary decision-making process, the Framework creates the 
necessary pathway for delivery more immediately. 

15.	 The Framework is structured as follows: 
 Wellington Cycling Network Plan 
 Cycleway types to be implemented 
 The target markets to grow cycle demand 
 The principles for selecting cycleway types 
 The thresholds to trigger a Councillor led decision-making process. 

16.	 Officers have been clear that without the Framework, the development of specific 
routes and packages will become impossible. This is because of the extent of decisions 
that must be made. Without a principles-based approach, Councillors may potentially 
be asked to make hundreds of decisions within each package. 

17.	 Not only would such a process make the delivery of cycleway infrastructure in 
Wellington non-viable and uneconomic, it is unnecessary. A principles-based approach 
provides officers with clarity about the extent to which Councillors wish to be making 
decisions about cycleway types throughout Wellington. 

18.	 The thresholds within each of the principles of the Framework are trigger points. Those 
thresholds identify where Councillors will be asked to choose what is included in a 
proposal for public consultation. Two examples of how the thresholds work are 
provided as follows: 

Example 1: 

- The Principle is:  
“On-street commuter parking may not be replaced…”
	

- The Threshold is: 
“No threshold required. Any proposal to establish or change 
parking restrictions on roads requires specific decisions under 
the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008”… 

-	 This means: 
…if we apply the Framework to part of the network and doing so 
would result in the removal of commuter parking, Councillors 
must make a decision on whether to propose amendment to the 
Wellington Consolidated Bylaw or to look for an alternative 
approach. 
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Example 2: 

-	 The Principle is: 
“We will seek to minimise the impact of cycleways on town centre 
businesses and community facilities”… 

- The Threshold includes:  
“Any proposal resulting in any loss of on-street servicing and loading  
spaces”… 

- This means: 
If we apply the Framework to part of the network and by doing so would 
result in the loss of street-servicing or loading spaces, Councillors will be 
asked whether to propose it as part of the package or consider an 
alternative. 

- But: 
Officers will NOT propose a reduction in short-term parking supply for high-
transaction volume businesses such as dairies or those businesses that 
depend on car-parking unless it is necessary to re-locate parking space for 
safety reasons. 

19.	 The thresholds, then, are not decisions themselves, they indicate where officers will 
ask Councillors to make decisions. 

20.	 Ultimately, the Framework should be viewed organically. Undoubtedly, over time, there 
will be a need to consider changes to principles and thresholds. This is beneficial to the 
long term delivery of a programme of infrastructure which itself needs to be able to 
respond to the environment in which it is being delivered. 

21.	 Officers do not intend for the Framework to be immovable. Rather, officers are of the 
view that as preferences change, as culture shifts to an even more positive disposition 
towards cycling as a modal choice in Wellington, some revisiting of the thresholds in 
the Framework will be appropriate to reflect the views of our communities whose 
tolerances will shift over time. 

22.	 The key tenets of the Framework respond to the environment in which cycling is being 
delivered now, and may not be an accurate reflection of the operating environment in 
five years which will inevitably be different following the implementation of a large 
proportion of the cycling network. 

23.	 Officers consider that, as a basis for future decision-making, the Framework presents a 
more-than-adequate starting point. 

Parking (40m and 80m Impacts) 
24.	 When Councillors made decisions on 30 April 2015, they also sought advice as follows: 

a.	 Agree the draft Cycling Framework principles (Attachment 1 –
	
Appendix C) subject to:  
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  b.	 Receiving advice from officers on the impact of 40 and 80 metres 

noting Wellington’s diverse neighbourhoods and populations as the 
‘Threshold’ for the Principle “Parking in the Suburbs” when the 
framework is reported back for final decision.2 

25.	 The proposed threshold states “any proposal resulting in walks of more than 160 
metres (approximately 2 minutes) compared to current provisions” triggers the need for 
a Council decision. Reducing the threshold level to 80 or 40 metres will require more 
schemes to be considered by Council. Lower thresholds tend to imply a higher need to 
replace on-street parking. These are matters will be considered in detail as part of a 
project development process. 

	 A 160 metre, 2 minute walk is the length of lower Cuba St from the Michael 
Fowler Centre to Manners St. 

	 An 80 metre, 1 minute walk is like crossing Civic Square from the Library to Nikau 
Café. 

	 A 40 metre, 30 second walk is the length of eight cars. 

Engagement 
26.	 When Councillors made decisions on 30 April, they resolved as follows: 

Approve the draft Wellington Cycling Framework (Attachment 1) for 
engagement (as outlined in this report) and in addition agree that 
there will be engagement on the Framework that includes a localised 
approach for each ward with input from ward councillors). 

27.	 Prior to that decision, public participation by a number of parties with interest in cycling 
as well as direct proactive engagement by officers with a small number of identified key 
cycling stakeholder groups in Wellington identified that the Framework was well 
received. 

28.	 The direct feedback officers have received has broadly been positive with very few 
negative views expressed on the Framework with commentary broadly being around 
interest in what the proposed packages will look like. Feedback received via these 
means was consistent with the views of those in public participation. 

Submissions 
29.	 The Framework was the subject of public engagement between Monday 4 May and 

Friday 29 May 2015. In total, 135 submissions were received in response to the 
Council’s request for input from the public (Attachment 3). 

30.	 Of the total 135 submissions, 120 were received from individuals, 13 from community 
organisations and two from public agencies. In total, 15 (11%) clearly stated their 
opposition to the Framework, 6 (4%) did not state a position (2 appeared to be 
opposed, the remainder neutral) and the remaining 114 (84%) submission ranged in 
their support of the framework. 

2 
http://wellington.govt.nz/~/media/your-council/meetings/Council/2015/04/20150430-CONFIRMED-Council-

Minutes.pdf page 9 
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31.	 Of those in support, around 75% were emphatically supportive with the remaining 25% 
of supportive submissions outlining a range of specific concerns. The majority of those 
concerns are either not relevant to the Framework (e.g. whether car window tinting 
should be banned to improve cycle safety and awareness) or they will form part of the 
development of final package proposals at a later date (e.g. curb treatment or the 
selection of cycleway types). 

Submissions Opposed 
32.	 The rationale for those expressing opposition to the Framework varied extensively 

compared with more consistent themes expressed by those in support, to varying 
degrees, of the Framework. Of those opposed, and who stated their reasons for 
opposing the framework, one submitter wrote: 

I'm a cyclist - the bike has been my principal form of transport for most 
of my life. I understand and appreciate what the council is trying to do. 
I approve of facilities for young, inexperienced and nervous cyclists. 
But I am not one of them. I am a fit, active and confident rider. You 
say that you want to change the 'culture of cycling' but I read that as 
an attack on cyclists like me… 

33.	 This submitter continued to note that because cycling is their primary mode of transport 
and that their preference was to travel at speeds in excess of 10kmph. The Council will 
need to provide greater clarity in the engagement processes for future packages to 
ensure that while the “target market” for cycling may not be already committed 
commuter-cyclists, the implementation of cycling infrastructure is also not to their 
exclusion. 

34.	 Another submitter opposed to the Framework wrote: 

We need more roads built for cars, and there should not be any car 
parks removed for cyclists that are not willing to obey the road code. 
They should cycle in the town belt. There are other issues such as 
flooding in Wellington, other than nice to haves cycleways… 

35.	 This submitter continued that the allocation of funding to deliver cycleways was a poor 
allocation of resources generated via commercial rates. The Council will need to 
ensure that sufficient information is shared with communities and businesses about the 
benefits of cycleways. In addition, the Council will need to ensure that there is an 
adequate understanding of the protections provided via the thresholds as outlined in 
the Framework and highlighted in this paper. 

36.	 Another submitter opposed to the Framework wrote: 

I highly object to the loss of car parking for which businesses rely on 
for use by their customers… 

37.	 The submitter continued to outline the impact of a recent roading project, which in their 
mind had resulted in negative impacts. The Council will need to ensure that as 
engagement processes are undertaken around each of the future package proposals 
that there is a clear re-articulation of the principles and thresholds. 
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  38.	 As set out in the Framework and highlighted in this paper, there is a specific principle 

and threshold to address this issue. In this case, a proposal resulting in the loss of such 
parking would be subject to specific engagement and would require a decision by 
Councillors on whether to proceed or to explore an alternative in the context of the 
route package. 

39.	 Another submitter opposed to the Framework wrote: 

Lack of genuine transparency and appropriate and above board 
consultation with the citizens and ratepayers of Wellington. 

40.	 In agreeing to release the Framework for engagement in its decisions on 30 April, the 
Council also determined the following: 

Note that the Working Party model shall form the basis of engagement 
for each cycling route package.3 

41.	 Officers believe that when each package is released for engagement with the public 
that it will need to ensure a high-quality engagement process is in place with sufficient 
time to ensure a full expression of community views. 

Submissions Supportive 
42.	 The extent to which submissions, where a rationale was expressed, were supportive 

was also varied. However, the general themes of those who supported the Framework 
were more consistent and could be expressed in themes outlined below: 

	 The Framework is good, but there is a need to act on it. 

	 The Framework is good, let’s see the packages. 

	 The Framework is good, followed by a very specific comment relating to the 
design choice of a specific street or road treatment. 

43.	 Officers are pleased with the positive feedback with respect to the proposed principles 
and thresholds that identify triggers for Councillor decision-making. 

44.	 One submitter who expressed their support for the Framework wrote: 

I support the plan and my only feedback is to get on with it! You’ll 
need to have political courage to delete some car parks but the overall 
value of these cycleways will more than make up for the cost. 

45.	 This is a fair reflection of a large proportion of supportive submissions. Officers believe 
that a strong engagement process wrapping around well-produced packages that allow 
residents to engage at the detailed level will engender a collective approach to 
informing final package decision-making with Councillors being able to draw on an 
even more informed community view. 

46.	 Another submitted who expressed support for the Framework wrote: 

3 
http://wellington.govt.nz/~/media/your-council/meetings/Council/2015/04/20150430-CONFIRMED-Council-

Minutes.pdf page 10 
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I like that the plan includes thresholds for decision-making. I hope the 
thresholds will be regularly reviewed to see if they are appropriate… 

47.	 This submitter went on to refer to prioritising choice in the movement of people. 
Officers are encouraged that submitters consider both the Framework itself and the 
cultural shift towards greater modal shift as positives for the city. 

48.	 This submitter also referred to the necessity to consider implementation of better 
facilities for those who choose to ride bikes as they move about Wellington. Officers 
are also of the view that consideration needs to be given to ensuring that the 
infrastructure does not “stand alone”. Strategically located facilities such as bike racks 
and facilities have already been installed, other infrastructure such as changing and 
wash facilities could also be given consideration to. 

49.	 Another submitter who expressed their support for the Framework wrote: 

Very supportive, would particularly like to see as much of the network 
constructed as Protected bike lanes as possible. 

50.	 This submitter reflects a large proportion of the total submissions in their advocacy of a 
particular aspect. Officers consider that the application of the Framework to the 
network will appropriately identify opportunities for the installation of specific cycleway 
types. Officers are also confident that the principles and thresholds contained within the 
Framework provide an adequate balance between allowing progress to be made by 
officers while identifying key aspects of implementation where Councillor decision-
making will be required and then subsequently informed by robust engagement. 

51.	 Officers are recommending minor changes to the public transport principle and 
threshold as a result of the feedback received during the engagement process. 

 Any key cycleway project proposal that increases public transport journey times by 
more than 5% compared to the existing situation.” 

Agency Submissions 
52.	 Submissions have been received from both the New Zealand Transport Agency 

(NZTA) and the Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC). These are discussed in 
more detail below. 

New Zealand Transport Agency 

53.	 NZTA is supportive of the Framework as a means to articulate how the Wellington 
Cycling network will be developed. In its view, the Framework gives the community a 
sense of the type of cycleways with reference to design guidelines. 

54.	 NZTA believes that the Framework is light on its strategic focus. The submission cites 
a lack of rationale for the investment into cycling, what the consequences of non-
investment might be and what, conversely, might be the benefits. 

55.	 NZTA seeks expansion of the current ‘strategy development’ section to build, in its 
view, a stronger rational for the investment in to cycling. 
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  56.	 Officers consider that the Framework is one of a number of strategic cycling documents 

which themselves comprise a comprehensive and strategic view of the Council’s vision 
of cycling for Wellington as well as its rationale for investment as contained in the 
Council’s 2008 Cycling Policy and the recommended Urban Growth Plan 2015. 

57.	 NZTA would also like the Council to consider greater reference within the strategy 
section of the Framework to facilities provided by the NZTA as part of planned 
improvements to the State Highway network. 

Greater Wellington Regional Council 

58.	 GWRC supports the Framework and considers that it is consistent with the broad 
strategic framework for cycling set out in the adopted Regional Land Transport Plan 
(RLTP) 2015. GWRC also considers that the principles are consistent with the 
guidance set out in the cycling network chapter of the RLTP. 

59.	 GWRC has expressed that it is critical that road space allocation on all core corridors 
occurs in a comprehensive and integrated way. As indicated earlier in this report, 
officers agree that consideration should be given to the drawing together of key 
movement strategies such as the roading network’s provision of space for vehicular 
travel (including public transport), cycling and walking. 

60.	 Officers agree that a balance of priority is important in the delivery of choices for 
movement in and around Wellington, rather than an approach which seeks to trade one 
element off for the other. In the extreme, the Framework does provide principles 
around those key elements such as commuter parking and space allocation but officers 
note that the priority will be safety. 

61.	 Officers further note that the very purpose of the thresholds is to identify these 
circumstances and to seek decisions from Councillors about whether to proceed with 
proposals that may impact on one element or to seek alternative solutions. 

62.	 The Framework is intended to provide that appropriate balance. The Framework is not 
intended to determine the solution to a “pinch point” itself, but to identify where they 
arise and seek decisions from Councillors about how they wish to proceed in such 
circumstances. 

63.	 Officers support Greater Wellington’s suggested changes to the principles and 
thresholds to give higher priority to core public transport routes. As a result the 
threshold for impact on public transport journey time has been reduced from 10% to 
5%. 

Ward-Based Engagement 
64.	 As per the 30 April resolution of the Council that a ward-based engagement approach 

also is made available, Officers sought interest from Councillors on 11 May 2015. 

65.	 The Framework has been positively received from a diverse representation of 
Wellington’s communities. The largest number of submissions on the Framework was 
24 from Island Bay of which 15 were supportive and 9 opposed. Ten were received 
from Newtown of which 9 were in support and 1 was opposed. Residents from Karori 
submitted nine, all of which were in support of the Framework. 
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66.	 Beyond those suburbs, the numbers of submissions were statistically insignificant in 
light of the total number of submissions received. The suburb with the greatest 
proportion of opposition was Crofton Downs with both submissions opposed, however 
one of those submissions is noted above where the submitter has indicated their 
opposition on the basis that they were unlikely to use cycleways on the basis of their 
commuting preference and because they wished to travel faster than 10kmph. 

General Commentary 
67.	 Officers are pleased with the how positively communities in Wellington appear to have 

responded to the Framework. Officers do note that while communities are positive in 
their views of the Framework that there will be a much higher level of interest in the 
package proposals that will be brought forward for consideration and engagement. 

68.	 As has been highlighted in the submissions received, residents and community 
organisations responding to the Framework have tended to indicate their strong 
interest in engaging on the packages themselves. 

69.	 Officers have a high degree of confidence that in the context of the Framework that a 
high-quality engagement process can be supported that will be focused first on the 
relationship of the package to the wider cycling network and second, the impact of 
implementing routes through affected communities. 

Funding and Delivery 
70.	 As part of the Long Term Plan (LTP) deliberations GFP received a paper highlight the 

funding considerations and the opportunity to take advantage of additional funding 
available through the Urban Cycle Fund for a 3 year period. 

71.	 GFP have recommended bringing forward the 10 year LTP cycle investment to 
leverage maximum benefit for the first 3 years and then flattening out the remaining 7 
years expenditure to remain within the draft LTP total investment in cycling. 

72.	 WCC has indications of the level of cycle funding from both the Urban Cycleways Fund 
and the National Land Transport Fund. Both are administered by NZTA and whilst both 
need to be accessed through the business case process they are subject to different 
assessment criteria. 

73.	 The business case process involves getting through a number of decision-making and 
approvals gateways. These are linear for particular projects but multiple projects can 
be run concurrently. It is necessary to pass through these gateways in order to secure 
funding. 

74.	 While the business case may seem an onerous burden which only satisfies NZTA 
requirements it is a worthwhile process that ensures there is robustness in problem 
definition and resolution and ensures that the right amount of investment is made in the 
right things at the right time. 

75.	 Alignment of WCC decision-making and business case processes will largely drive the 
delivery of the cycle programme. Nevertheless the delivery must be completed by end 
of June 2018. More detail on this is in the Next Steps section below. 
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  76.	 There is a significant upfront time and resource investment in progressing project 

development through the business case process but once detailed business cases are 
approved then the actual implementation / delivery of physical works is a relatively 
straight forward process with a wide variety of procurement options available on a case 
by case basis. 

Next Actions 
77.	 The Urban Cycleways Programme funding is contingent upon Council delivering an 

agreed programme over the next three years. Priorities for the funding will dictate the 
areas of investment being: Central Area, Hutt-Thorndon, and Eastern suburbs. These 
have been factored into a delivery plan. However, a key part of unlocking the Crown 
funding is the completion of the business case process to NZTA’s satisfaction. This is 
a four stage process where funding is released at each gate to allow more detailed 
investigation and planning to be undertaken prior to giving a green light for construction 
funding to be released. The four stages are: Strategic case, Programme Case, 
Indicative Case and Detailed Case. This planning process will take some 15 months to 
complete fully for most of the programme, assuming that the optimistic timeframes are 
able to be achieved. The local political decision making process is a key risk to 
achieving the outcomes sought (given recent local, national and international 
experience – ‘bikelash’ phenomenon). 

78.	 The Cycleway Programme Delivery Plan outline plan is shown below. 

79.	 The plan is a work in progress and will obviously need to be developed in more detail 
as tasks are accurately scoped, which can only occur as their time draws near. 

80.	 From experience it is clear that the process must be designed to accommodate 
significant local councillor input. With this in mid the diagram on the next page shows 
when councillors’ are to be involved in the decision making process. 

81.	 At the strategy level (black box in following diagram) TUD / Council consider and adopt 
the Urban Growth Plan, the Cycleway Framework, and the funding provisions via the 
Long Term Plan. 

82.	 For the Master Plan phase (red box), a working party of Councillors is proposed. The 
number of Councillors needs to be determined by Council however officers suggest a 
maximum of six. This working party will recommend route priorities for TUD’s approval, 
and subsequent submission of a programme business case to NZTA. An alternative 
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approach could be to have a couple of workshop sessions with all Councillors invited to 
attend. 

83.	 A suggested terms of reference for the Master Plan Working party is attached 
(Attachment 2) 

84.	 At the package planning stage (orange box), relevant ward councillors represent 
political views on the working party. Three working parties are needed, one for each 
package area: Central, Northern and Eastern. The working party’s’ recommend route 
scope and quality to TUD. TUD then agrees to release these for community 
consultation and having considered the feedback determines detailed scheme design 
parameters. The packages are then submitted to NZTA as the package Indicative 
Business Case for approval. 

85.	 Finally the Route Working party’s (green box) are looking at the implementation details 
for each project. They recommend route designs to TUD for Traffic Resolution 
notification process. As each project will require its own group and at least 10 will be 
needed. Councillors may find attending all these meetings a significant burden, as they 
will most likely need to be occurring intensely around the middle of 2016 (provided 
earlier stages progress as envisaged). 

86.	 Once approval is given to the final detail of each route application can then be made to 
the NZTA through the submission of the Detailed Business Case, approval of this is the 
final gate for releasing construction funding. It is at this point we must also show how 
the proposal is consistent with the GPS and NZTA funding criteria. 
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T UD/Counc.il 

• Adopts Cycling Framework 

• Adopts Urban Growth Plan 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

• Approves local share funding in 2015-25 Long Term 

Lambton Ward Councillors (3) Easter Ward Councillors (3) 

• 
Wider Community Reps (7) 

Lambto Ward Councillors (3) 

• Eastern Ward Councillors (3) 

Affected Co munity Rer>s (?} • ... Affected Community Rei:is (?) 

. . 
Recommends route designs to TUD (for Traffic Resolution .. . 

notification process) 
notification process) 

• 
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Conclusion 

87.	 Community feedback on the Draft Cycling Framework was generally supportive. Its 
adoption will enable all parties to have a greater degree of certainty of what is likely to 
be recommended as implementation proposals are developed. 

88.	 In developing the process for scheme development that is aligned to the NZTA 
business case requirements officers have taken into account Councillors desires to 
have more involvement throughout the process. 

89.	 The ambitious programme can be delivered over the next three years provided that 
decision making processes are efficient. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Wellington Cycling Framework - 2015 Page 119 
Attachment 2. Cycleways Master Plan Steering Group - Terms of Reference Page 143 
Attachment 3. Submissions - Part 1 Page 144 
Attachment 4. Submissions - Part 2 Page 180 
Attachment 5. Submissions - Part 3 Page 258 

Author Paul Barker, Safe and Sustainable Transport Manager 
Authoriser Anthony Wilson, Chief Asset Officer 
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 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Consultation and Engagement 

There will be targeted engagement over the draft Cycle Framework. 

Treaty of Waitangi Considerations 

None 

Financial Implications 

No direct funding implications of the Cycling Framework however the implementation of the 
cycle network plan will require rates funding and this will be addressed through the Long 
Term Plan process and additional reports to come later. 

Policy and Legislative Implications 

Transport legislation and Local Government Act requirements have been considered in 
setting the thresholds for decision-making. 

Risks / Legal 

None 

Climate Change Impact and Considerations 

The implementation of a cycle network will have a positive effect on emissions. 

Communications Plan 

The engagement plan and actions are outlined in this report and will be addressed more fully 
in future reports. 
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Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

will be sough! in order lo avoid changes in busy transport corridors and ensure a safer and more enjoyable cycling 
experience. 

We will be innovative and adaptable in building a cycle network that best fits Wellington. Cycling will become part of a 
long-term corridor solution taking account of strategic aims and public transport developments. 

When decisions about route selection are made, options will be presented that compare times, distances, and 
destinations between the proposed route and the most direct current legal route. 

We will measure and report on how many people start biking and how often they use the improved cycle network in 
order to ascertain its value to the city, and to better understand which design types and routes work besl for Wellington. 

Space allocation principles 

The principles relating to space allocation within corridors will ensure any decisions made will take inlo account other 
users of the corridor. These could include people on bikes, on foot, in private vehicles or on public transport, as well as 
parking in the suburbs and central city. 

We will make sure that cycling infrastructure contributes lo safe environments for pedestrians. There should be no 
significant negative impact on pedestrians as a result of implementing the cycle network and pedestrians will benefit 
from a reduction in the number of riders using footpaths. 

There should be no adverse effect on core bus corridors and routes and no more than minor adverse effects on other 
bus services. Public transport journey times may increase slightly, due to traffic lights and reduced speed limits to 
accommodate people on bikes, but travel times will remain predictable on key city corridors. Through our corridor 
improvement proposals we will aim to improve public transport journey times and increase service reliability. We want to 
make it easier to cycle in conjunction with public transport and will support Greater Wellington's trial of bike racks on 
buses and improvements to bike parking at railway stations. We will also give consideration to implementing bike parking 
facilities at major bus stops. 

There should be no more than minor adverse effects on private vehicles. Travel times may increase but we will aim to 
ensure that travel lime predictability is retained. Private vehicles include cars, trucks, vans, taxis, and motorcycles. 
Transport modelling will be used to assess travel time impacts of any proposals. 

On-street parking will be removed in some locations to make space for the proposed cycle network. The loss of on-streel 
parking is a common occurrence when new walking and cycling facilities are built. When determining how to use a 
transport corridor, the Wellington City Council gives priority to safety, pedestrians, cycling facilities, bus stops, bus lanes 
and traffic flow over other uses. 

Where there is on-street parking that needs to be removed in order to implement network improvements, we will assess 
how current parking is used and the number of spaces available. Public residential parking in the suburbs will still be 
available but proximity and volume may change. Commuter car parking (ie more than three hours) may be restricted to 
provide for Residents Parking or time-limited for retail parking. In some cases, commuter parking may be removed 
altogether. We will not look to replace car parks that are primarily used for people commuting by car. We will seek to 
minimise the impact of cycleways on town centre businesses, with particular regard given to short-term parking supply 
for high transaction volume businesses (eg dairies) and businesses that are dependent on car parking. Streets in the 
central city will be made most effective for walking, cycling, public transport and moving traffic. The movement of traffic 
will take priority over on-street parking. 

How intersections are controlled (eg with the replacement of a roundabout) may be changed in order to ensure the 
safety of people on bikes. There may be some instances where property needs to be acquired so that network 
improvements can continue. 
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6. We will make sure good visibility is available for busy driveways. 
7. We will avoid using angle parking. 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

8. We will use signposting as a key element to raise awareness. We will design these to encourage 
cyciists to ride in the middle of the lane. 

9. We will make pedestrian footpaths by the shared zone. 

Protected bike lanes 

1. Level of Service - A-8 depending on design. 
2. We will provide a minimum of 1.5m wide for one direction, 2.2m wide is normally ideal. 
3. For a two-directional lane, we will provide a minimum width of 2.5m. 
4. We will most likely locate protected bike lanes by the kerbside, but separate from the footpath. 
5. We will separate the bike lanes from moving traffic with some physical element (whether parking, 

planting, low kerb, hatched Hush median with safe hit posts). This buffer space will be at least 0.6m 
wide and ideally 1.0-1.2m wide next to parking. 

6. The operating speed for adjacent road may vary. 
7. We are likely to use signals at intersections. 
8. We will not use roundabouts on busy routes. 
9. We will design side roads carefully to make sure people on bikes are safe from vehicle turning 

movements across protected lanes. 
10. We will make sure good visibility is available for busy driveways. 
11 . We will provide bus stop bypasses where there are more than 4-6 buses per hour. 
12. For two-way protected bike lanes on hills, we will provide greater separation between the directional 

lanes. 

Alternative bike paths 

1. Level of Service - A-8 depending on design. 
2. We will build these to a high design standard (these will be paved paths not dirt tracks). 
3. We will give priority at intersections (may change where quiet routes meet major routes). 
4. Improvements depend on location and site context. 
5. We will make it clear where pedestrians and cyclists are expected to be, marking spaces for each 

where appropriate. 
6. We will consider personal security. If a path has expected use at night, we will include lighting. 
7. We will use careful design where the path meets other routes. 
8. We will consider gradients and safety as requiring key attention. 
9. We will need to address any loss of amenity and vegetation. 
10. We will consider pedestrian volumes when determining widths of paths. 
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Appendix C - Cycleway framework principles and thresholds 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

The principles provide clarity for the community, councillors and officers around how decisions will be made regarding the implementation of a cycling network and what thresholds are to be applied to 
projects to determine whether a matter needs to be referred back to Council for a decision. Key cycleway projects will be designed in accordance with the principles. Where project proposals exceed the 
agreed thresholds, those elements would be referred to Councillors for decision. Where proposals fall below the agreed thresholds, those elements would not need to be referred to Councillors. 

Network design principles 
We will make our transport network safer, more efficient and sustainable for all modes. For people on bikes, this means addressing: 

• Poor uptake due to perceptions that cycling is unsafe and inconvenient. This means cycling is not fulfilling its potential contribution lo the broader transport system. 
• Unforgiving infrastructure and poor road user behaviour. This is resulting in significantly higher than average rates of harm to people on bikes. 
• Unappealing riding environment for people on bikes. This is reducing transport and recreation choices for Wellingtonians. 

Principle Considerations Thresholds for Council decisions Commentar 
We will choose routes 
which "join the dots" Safety - Quality infrastructure should help make cycling 

safer and also address negative perceptions about safety 
Key cycleways will connect particularly when it comes to moving through junctions. 
residential areas to the CBD 
and to other residential 
areas. 

Local cycle routes will 
connect to the key 
cycleways and provide links 
within communities to local 
centres, schools and other 
facilities . These may not be 
to the same standard as 
key cycleways. 

Directness - Routes must be logical and continuous, 
without unnecessary obstacles delays and diversions, and 
planned holistically as part of a network. For Wellington 
directness includes consideration or grades. 

Comfort - Riding surfaces for cyclists and transitions from 
one area to another should be fit for purpose, smooth, well
constructed and well maintained. 

Coherence - Infrastructure should be legible, intuitive, 
consistent, joined-4..lp and inclusive. All users should be 
able to use and understand the infrastructure. 

Attractiveness - Infrastructure should not be unsightly or 
add unnecessarily to street clutter. Well-designed cycling 
infrastructure should enhance the city. For Wellington this 
means designs which are consistent with good urban 
design practices. 

Adaptability - Cycling infrastructure should be designed 
to accommodate all types of bicycle and an increasing 
number of users over time. 

Any key cycleway project proposal that is less safe than the current 
situation. 

Any key cycleway project proposal that is more than 40% • longer in 
time than the most practical direct route. 

Any key cycleway project proposal for unsealed surfaces. 

Any key cycleway project proposal that effect any significant trees, 
heritage buildings or objects as scheduled in the District Plan: or 
which significantly negatively affect significant landscape amenity 
(e.g. coastal marine areas). 

Any key cyoleway project proposal to exclude a particular type of 
cyclist (e.g. fast electric bikes from narrow shared areas). 

When we make the route selection decisions we will present the 
options for routes with the time, distances and destinations 
comparisons between the proposed and the most direct current legal 
route. 

We will implement a mix of routes across the network that caters for the 
varying levels of confidence and the types of cyclists. These will 
include recreational routes. 

Where consistent with the wider network plan, we will implement routes 
that enable us to maximise the funding oppor1unities from third parties. 

Safety solutions will be applied through the design or the cycleway 
types. 

We will only implement cycleways if they are safer than what we have 
now Safety considerations include: 

• Speed and mass differentials between modes 
• Minimum requirements 
• Crash history 

Perceived safety barriers 
• How safety aftects uptake of cycling. 

The standard design guidelines in Appendix Two outline the minimum 
requirements for each type of cycleway being considered. These will 
have to be adapted to suit different contexts. Where we need to 
deviate from these guidelines significanlly Council will have to make 
specific decisions. 

• Dutch guidance states "Data from the Bicycle Balance project shows that the 5 and 95 percentile values for the detour factor are 1.24 and 1.50, respectivelyw (CROW 2007, page 60). London guidance suggests deviations greater than 
40% are 'basic', 20-40% are 'good' and less than 20% are best. (London Cycling Design Standards 2014, chapter 2, page 7). 
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Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

Principle Considerations Thresholds for Council decisions Commentary 
We will choose the right 
route 

Where there are viable 
routes within the existing 
road space. we will 
implement protected bike 
lanes. 

For constrained corridors on 
busy arterial rou1es we will 
look for viable off-road or 
alternative routes (e.g. 
waterfront, reserves or 
other space) to make a 
more attractive space for 
cycling and avoid changes 
in busy transport corridors. 

We will design for 
Wellington's needs 

We will adapt and develop 
innovative ideas to build a 
cycle network that best fits 
Wellington. 

We will measure and 

Fit with the design considerations: safely, directness. 
comfort, coherence, attractiveness, and adaptability. 

Proposals for oft-road routes must be consistent with 
current reserve management plans (e.g. Town Belt 
Management Plan, Suburban Reserves Management Plan, 
Northern Reserves Management Plan, Botanic Gardens 
Management Plan, and others) or other Council policy. 

Proposals will feature bespoke designs to frt local 
conditions and take account of best practice. 

In the short to medium term we will favour solutions that 
minimise initial cost of implementation. 

Parking replacement cost 

report on outcomes Safety outcomes. 

We will measure and report Usage. 
on uptake and usage on our 
improved cycle network. 

Any key cycleway project proposal where there is no space to 
implement protected bike lanes due to constraints of the corridor on a 
busy route and I or when all alternative route designs fall outside all 
or some of the network design considerations. 

Any key cycleway project proposal which is outside established 
management plans. Note: proposals to change a management plan 
developed under the Reserves Act must follow amendment 
processes under that act. 

Any property requirement must be approved by Council in 
accordance with the provisions of the Local Government Act. 

When all designs fall outside all or some of the network design 
considerations. 

Any key cycleway project proposal with an estimated cost outside of 
approved annual plan budgets. 

Any key cycleway project proposal with over 30% of project cost or 
$1 ,000,000 per project for parking replacement. 

Schemes which create unsafe outcomes or fail to grow use will be 
reported to Council with recommendations for improvements. 

Cycling will be part of a long term. multi-modal corridor solution taking 
account of strategic aims and public transport developments. 

Strategic assessments of projects will detail how proposed cycling 
provisions f it with the strategic vision for that space. 

Where there are viable routes within the existing road space we will 
implement protected cycle lanes. Where corridors are constrained on 
busy arterial routes we will look for off-road alternatives in order to 
maximise the cycling experience. We will aim to keep the cycle lanes 
away from corridors that are already under considerable space 
pressure - particularly where there is an overlap with busy public 
transport routes. We will integrate the 'look and feel' of any off-road 
routes with the surrounding environment. 

We will present off-road solutions with assessments of safety, 
directness, gradient and travel time both for the off-road route and the 
constrained corridor being bypassed. 

The s tandard design guidelines for each type of cycleway outline the 
minimum requirements for each type. These will have to be adapted to 
suit different contexts. Where we need to significantly deviate from 
these guidelines we will require Council decisions. 

Measuring and understanding the use of our cycleways is important for 
working out their value to the city and understanding which design 
types and routes work for Wellington. We will measure the use of our 
key cycleways to: 

• Establish how many people are using them 
• Establish the patterns of use 
• Establish the effects of the cycleway on surrounding land 

use. 

These results will be provided as guides for subsequent investment 
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Pedestrians 

We will ensure that 
pedestrian infrastructure is 
safe and fit for purpose. 
Where we plan to create 
paths that pedestrians may 
also wish to use. or share 
footpaths with cyclists, we 
will clearly signllabel these 
to ensure there is legibility. 

Publ ic Transport 

There should be no adverse 
effect on core bus corridors 
and routes5 and no more 
than minor adverse effects 
on other bus services. 

Private vehicles (includes 
cars, trucks, vans, taxis 
and motorcycles) 

There should be no 
significant adVerse effects 
on private vehicle travel 
time or reliability. 

There should be no significant negative effects on 
pedestrians. 

We will consider opportunilies to improve provisions for 
pedestrians to cross busy roads. 

There should be improved public transport journey times 
on COl'e bus corridors and routes. 

There should be careful design of bus s tops and road 
corridors to ensure safe interactions between people on 
foot. people on bikes and buses. 

We will work with GWRC to consider opportunities to 
remove closely spaced bus stops improve service reliability 
and reduce connicts w ith cyclists. 

While travel times for private vehicles may increase we will 
aim to ensure that travel time predictability is retained. 

There will be no negative effects on the movement of 
freight on key movement routes such as State Highways. 

We will consider lowering speed limits to improve safety for 
an road users. 

5 As defined in Figure 20 on page 77 of the Regional Land Transport E'lan 2015. 

Any key cycleway project proposal below accepted guidelines. 

All proposals to establish or change shared pedestrian/cycle space 
on roads require specific decisions under the Wellington 
Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

All proposals to establish or change zebra crossings on roads require 
specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

Any key cycleway project proposal thal increases public transport 
journey times by more than 5% compared to the existing situation. 

Any proposals which compromise pedestrian or bus operating space. 

Any proposal to establish or relocate bus stops on roads requires 
specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 
Bus shelters require specific processes to be followed under the 
Local Government Act and Resource Consents may be required 
under provisions in the District Plan. 

Any key cycleway project proposal that increases vehicle travel time 
along a route increases by more than 10% at peak times. 

Any proposal for removal of any traffic lanes or clearways. 

Any proposal to change speed limits on roads requires specific 
decisions under the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

There should be no significant negative impact on pedestrians as a 
result of implementing the cycle network. We expect that when a new 
cycle network is in place pedestrians will benefit by a reduction in the 
number of cyclists using footpaths. 

We will prepare assessments or pedestrian amenity at the route 
selection and the detailed design stages. 

We will present proposed routes to the Accessibility Advisory Group 
during seleclion to scope potential issues and again at the detailed 
design phase. 

Through our corridor improvement proposals, we will aim to reduce 
public transportjoumey times and increase reliability. We want to make 
ii easier to cycle in conjunction with public transport and we w ill support 
Greater Wellington's trial of bike racks on buses. We will give 
consideration to bike parking facilities at major bus stops and support 
Greater Wellington's plans lo improve bike parking at rail stations. 

The main impact on some bus routes will be that the journey takes 
slightly longer. This will be due to traffic lights and reduced speed limits 
that improve safety for all road users. Journey times will remain 
predictable. 

Transport modelling will be used to assess ltavel time impacts or 
proposals. 
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Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

Principle Considerations Thresholds for Council decisions Commentary 
Parking In the suburbs 

Public reskiential parking 
will be available in a 
neighbourhood but 
proximity and volume may 
change. 

On-street commuter car 
parking may not be 
replaced. 

Parking In suburban 

For any scheme alternate residential parking to be 
available within a reasonably short distance of the current 
situation. 

There may be some toss or commuter parking. 

centres There may be a minor loss or suburban parking. 

We will seek lo minimise 
the impact of cycleways on 
town centre businesses and 
community facilities. 

Parking in the CBD 

Streets will be optimised for 
walking, public transport, 
cycling and moving traffic. 
On-street parking will be 
secondary to all movemenL 

Servicing and loading spaces will be reviewed and 
provided for as is reasonably necessary. This may mean 
part time restrictions are used to allow nexible use or the 
space. 

There may be a minor loss or on-street parking in the CBD. 

Servicing and loading spaces will be reviewed and 
provided for as is reasonably necessary in the CBD. This 
may mean part l ime restrictions are used to allow flexible 
use or the space. 

Any key cycleways proposal that results in residential parking 
occupancy with in 100 meters of a key cycleway being above 95% or 
observed residential parking demand. 

Any parking proposal resulting in walks of more lhan about 160 
metres (approximately 2 minutes) compared to current provisions. 

Any proposal to establish or change parking restrictions on roads 
requires specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 
2008. 

No threshold required. Note: Any proposal to establish or change 
parking restrictions on roads requires specific decisions under the 
Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

Any proposal resulting in more than 10% loss of on-street parking 
spaces within 100 metres of a key cycleway. 

Any proposal resulting in walks of more lhan about 160 metres 
(approximately 2 minutes) compared 10 current provisions. 

Any proposal resulting in any loss or on-street servicing or loading 
spaces. 

Note: any proposal to establish or change parking restrictions on 
roads requires specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated 
Bylaw 2008. 

Any proposal resulting in more than 10% loss of on-street parking 
spaces within 100 metres of a key cycfeway. 

Any proposal resulting in walks of more than about 400 metres 
(approximately 5 minutes) compared lo current provisions. 

Any proposal resulting in any loss of on-street loading spaces. 

Note: any proposal to establish or change parking restrictions on 
roads requires specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated 
Bylaw2008. 

We will prioritise moving vehicles and active modes of 1ransport (such 
as walking and cycling) over parking. We will make sure that there is 
on or off-street parking located within 160 metres of a property. 

Where there is on-street parking that needs to be removed in order to 
implement network improvements we will assess the usage of current 
parking and the number of spaces available. We will ensure that there 
is adequate parking available but the proximity to individual properties 
may increase. 

Scheme proposals will report on: 
• The current quantity of on-street parking 
• The occupancy or demand of those spaces 
• The types of local uses and the people who use them 
• The number or parks that may be lost 
• The proximity of alternate parks 
• The cost of parking replacement proposals. 

Commuter car parking is long term parking (i.e. more than three hours) 
that allows for someone travelling by car from their home to their place 
of work lo park for the day. In some cases existing commuter parking 
may be restricted to provide for residents parking or time limited for 
retail parking. In some cases it may be removed altogether. We will 
not replace carparks which are primarily used for people commuting by 
car. 

-
We will not reduce short term parking supply for high transaction 
volume businesses (such as dairies) or for businesses dependent on 
car-parking unless it is necessary to relocate them for safety reasons. 
Where the businesses are 'destination' or bulky item based we will work 
with businesses to identify where parking can be relocated to if 
necessary. 

We will provide options for park.ing replacement or other mitigation. 

There is a significant amount of parking available within the central area 
located both on-street and off-street. This parking is valuable as ii 
provides easy access to business and services. Nevertheless the 
priority for limited public space must be for the movement of people and 
goods rather than car parking. Network improvement proposals will be 
presented to Council as part of a wider street improvement plan. 
Where this cannot take place, primarily for timing reasons, a strategic fit 
to future upgrades will be presented. 
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Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

Principle Considerations Thresholds for Council decisions Commentary 
Intersections 

Safe provisions for people 
on bikes may require 
changes to intersection 
controls (e.g. the 
replacement of a 
roundabout). 

Acquisition of property 

There may be some 
inslances where we need to 
acquire property to enable 
network. improvements to 
be built. 

Proposals may change intersection controls. 

There may be some need to acquire property. 

Any proposal to establish or change traffic restrictions requires 
specific decisions under the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

Any property acquirement musl be approved by Council in 
accordance with the provisions of the Local Government Act and 
Public Works Act. 

-
As we assess route options land acquisitions will be considered if: 

• We can create an altemalive route to a constrained corridor 
• We consider more road space is necessary to provide for the 

safe and efficient movement of people and goods 
• We need to mitigate parking loss in extremely difficult 

circumstances. 
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2015/16 STATEMENT OF INTENT FOR WELLINGTON CABLE 

CAR LTD 

Purpose 

1.	 To receive and consider the 2015/16 Statement of Intent (SOI) for Wellington Cable 
Car Limited (WCCL). 

Summary 

2.	 At its meeting on 16 April 2015, the Transport and Urban Development Committee 
reviewed the draft 2015/16 SOI for WCCL and recommended some changes be 
incorporated in the company’s final SOI. 

3.	 Ordinarily the final SOI would be presented to the Transport and Urban 
Development Committee for its consideration and recommendation to Council. 
However, the timing of the Committee’s meeting and the publication of the 
company’s final SOI has not aligned, so the SOI is presented directly to Council for 
approval. 

4.	 The recommendations of the Transport and Urban Development Committee at its 
meeting on 16 April 2015 have been addressed by WCCL in its 2015/16 SOI. 

Recommendations 

That the Council: 

1.	 Receive the information. 

2.	 Note that Wellington Cable Car Limited has responded to the comments of the 
Transport and Urban Development Committee in presenting its 2015/16 Statement of 
Intent. 

3.	 Approve the 2015/16 Statement of Intent for Wellington Cable Car Limited. 

Background 

5.	 Under the Local Government Act 2002, CCOs are required to submit a draft SOI to 
the Council by 1 March in the previous financial year. As a matter of good practice, 
the Council precedes this with a Letter of Expectation which outlines the Council’s 
expectations in respect of the SOIs it will receive. 

6.	 Officers received the draft SOI and provided their review of the draft SOI at the 
Transport and Urban Development Committee meeting on 16 April 2015. The 
report included issues that had been identified in the draft SOI that were expected 
to be addressed in the final SOI. Officers advised WCCL of these issues and 
requested that they be addressed in the final SOI. 

7.	 The final SOI is included with this report for approval by Council. As the key 
accountability document between Council and the Board of WCCL, the approval of 
the SOI is important in confirming WCCL’s strategic direction and accountability to 
Council. 

Discussion 
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  8.	 Officers have reviewed the 2015/16 SOI and acknowledge that it responds 

constructively to the Letter of Expectations and the subsequent comments and 
recommendations of the Transport and Urban Development Committee. The main 
areas for Council to note are as follows: 

9.	 The company’s SOI does acknowledge the Committee’s request for more information 
regarding its future capital expenditure needs. In 2015/16 the company will replace the 
Cable Car’s electric drive and controller in a project worth $2.9m, of which Council has 
provided for funding of $2.5m in its Long Term Plan, and the company will fund $0.4m. 

10.	 Also beginning in 2015/16, a tunnel strengthening project worth $0.3m is scheduled to 
be undertaken over 3 financial years finishing in 2017/18 and will be funded by the 
company. 

11.	 The company notes that in 2025/26 it intends replacing the passenger cars and 
bogies in a project that is estimated to cost between $8.0m and $10.0m and 
expected to take approximately 5 weeks. 

12.	 In terms of decommissioning the overhead network, the company notes that 
variables including project scope, planning and scheduling plus significant 
negotiations with external parties have not been concluded. As a result, the 
expected cost of decommissioning the network is not able to be confirmed at this 
stage. 

13.	 Officers recommend that Council approves the 2015/16 SOI of Wellington Cable Car 
Ltd. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Wellington Cable Car Ltd 2015/16 Statement of Intent Page 266 

Author Warwick Hayes, CCO Project Manager 
Authoriser Derek Fry, Director City Growth & Partnerships 
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 

The organisations in this report consult with the Council on a wide range of matters as part of 
our “no surprises” relationship. 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

This report raises no new treaty considerations. 

Financial implications 

The CCOs work within the context of the Council’s overall Long Term Plan and Annual Plan 
framework. 

Policy and legislative implications 

This report complies with the legislative requirements of the Local Government Act (2002) 
and is consistent with existing Council policy. 

Risks / legal 

Not applicable. 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

The CCOs work with the Council and other organisations in considering the environmental 
sustainability of their operations, including with the Council’s Our Living City programme. 

Communications Plan 

Not applicable. 
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WCCL SOI 2015/16 

WCCL's Core Strategies Targeted Outcomes 

(g) Manage Business Results -
our Managers control 
performance gaps, delegate 
tasks, reward successes, and 
actively drive individual and team 
performance to achieve business 
results. 

(h) Empower Others - Our 
Managers act as role models for 
other employees by providing 
clear direction and leading by 
example. Our Managers will instill 
commitment and motivation in 
individuals and the team to align 
values and behaviours to our 
company vision and value. 

(i) Manage Talent- Our 
Managers actively develop team 
capability and support employee 
development through coaching 
and counselling individuals to 
manage their career and personal 
development. 

(j) Continuing Professional 
Development - WCCL will 
actively invest in individuals to 
enhance the company's overall 
efficiency and effectiveness by 
promoting ongoing continuing 
professional development. 

11 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

Relationship of WCCL Core Strategies to 
WCC Strategic Direction 
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WCCL SOI 2015/16 

WCCL currently has the following risks that have a High or Extreme Risk Assessment: 

Category Description Level 

Corporate WCCL (CCO Restructure) - restructure or High 
reorganisation of the business arising from local 
government reorganisation or the cessation of 
Trolley Bus operations in Wellington 

Health and Safety I Trolley Bus (Electrical Fault Protection on High* 
Asset Management Overhead Electrical Network) - lack of electrical 

fau lt protection in accordance with modern 
electrical safety regulations. 

Financial and Cable Car (Earthquake Damage to Cable Car High 
Commercial I Infrastructure) - WCCL has insufficient funds to 
Asset Management repair severe damage caused by a seismic event 

to Cable Car rolling stock, drive machinery, 
terminus buildings and platforms. 

HR I Asset Trolley Bus (Heavy Reliance on very small High 
Management number of Senior Experienced Technical 

Personnel) - uncertainty over the long-term 
future of Trolley Bus operations and an 
improvement in the local employment market 
may lead to staff attrition 

HR I Asset Cable Car (Heavy Reliance on very small number High 
Management of Senior Experienced Technical and Managerial 

Personnel) - uncertainty over long-term future of 
WCCL CCO status may lead to staff attrition 

Control Method 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

Minimise (Communication Strategy and Stakeholder 
Engagement) - ensure all relevant parties and stakeholders 
are aware of the benefits and risks of WCCL's CCO status 
and the expertise that WCCL possesses that can assist 
strategic change of publically-funded transport operations. 

Minimise (TBOP project funded by GWRC) - prototype fault 
protection device was successfully trialed in Kilbirnie. A 
production version is being rolled out across higher risk 
elements of the network (the Golden Mile, Lyall Bay, and 
Miramar). 
* The risk level will reduce to Medium once implemented 
(estimated completion - September 2015). 

Minimise (Insurance Cover and Earthquake Insurance Excess 
Reserve Fund)- assets are insured to 40% of the 
replacement value, earthquake insurance excess reserve fund 
is maintained. 

Minimise (Retain Key Personnel) - WCCL works hard to 
provide enjoyable and rewarding employment conditions, and 
key personnel are remunerated and rewarded accordingly to 
recognise their hard work, loyalty, key skills and experience. 

Minimise (Retain Key Personnel) - WCCL works hard to 
provide enjoyable and rewarding employment conditions, and 
key personnel are remunerated and rewarded accordingly to 
recognise their hard work, loyalty, key skills and experience. 
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COMPANY ACTIVITIES DIVISION 

Cable Car Income 

Cable Car Qimations 
Cable Car Matnteuance 
D~ciauon 

Cable Car Ex~nses Subtotal 

Cable Car OperMin& Surplu<I (Loss) 

L'\TIR."Al. ACID TTII:S 

3rd Pany S=~ces Net Contribution 
Sundry External Income 

Extnnal Acth-iries Operating Snrplus I (Lo.s) 

A dministrnt1011 Expenses 

Exrerual AcriYiries Dhi<iou Su111lus/ (Los.) 

WELLL'"GTO::X CABLE CAR - TOTAL St"RPLl"S/ (LOSS) BEFORE TAX 

Income Tax Expense 

WELLL'"GTO~ CABLE CAR - TOTAL SL"RPLl"S/ (LOSS) AFTER TA..X 

The Total Surplus I (Loss) After Tax Cousin s of: 
Total Income 
Total Expenditure 

2016 - Qtr 1 
sooo 

422 

212 
170 
42 

424 

11) 

2 
52 

54 

105 

(53) 

(1101 

0 

(110\ 

1.682 
(! 791\ 

11101 

2016 - Qh· 2 2016- Qtr3 
sooo sooo 

698 921 

212 212 
170 170 
42 42 

424 424 

274 497 

2 2 
52 51 

54 54 

105 105 

223 446 

166 389 

0 86 

166 303 

1.958 2.647 
(I 79:!) l2 3-15) 

166 303 

2016 - Qtr 4 2016- Tot:1l 
sooo sooo 

345 2,387 

212 847 
170 682 
42 168 

424 1,696 

(79) 691 

2 8 
52 209 

54 117 

105 422 

<130) 486 

1167) 258 

0 86 

11&7) 172 

1.605 7.892 
11 791) (7710) 

t187) 172 

Absolutely Positively 
Wellington City Council 
Me Heke Ki Poneke 

2017 2018 
sooo sooo 

2.411 2,435 

889 933 
737 726 
170 161 

1.796 1,820 

615 614 

8 8 
212 176 

220 184 

436 450 

399 348 

183 143 

65 55 

118 88 

7.158 13.333 
C7 040) 113.245) 

118 88 
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REPORT OF THE TRANSPORT AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

COMMITTEE MEETING OF 5 FEBRUARY 2015 

Members:	 Mayor Wade-Brown, Councillor Coughlan, Councillor Foster (Chair), 
Councillor Lee, Councillor Lester, Councillor Pannett, Councillor Woolf, 
Councillor Young. 

The Committee recommends: 

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

a)	 Cycle Lanes, Bus Stops, Pedestrian Crossings, No Stopping At All Times, P10 At 
All Times, P20 At All Times, Mobility Parking Only, Stop signs – 

The Parade, Trent Street, Humber Street, Mersey Street, Avon Street, 
Tamar Street and Dee Street – Island Bay (TR62-14) 

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

Column One Column Two	 Column Three 

The Parade Bus stop	 West side, commencing 7 
metres south of its intersection 
with Mersey Street and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the western 
kerbline for 12 metres. 

The Parade Bus Stop At All Times	 East side commencing 68 
metres from its intersection with 
reef street and extending in a 
northerly direction for 16.5 
metres. 

The Parade Bus Stop At All Times	 East side, commencing 15 
metres south of its intersection 
with Tamar Street and extending 
in a southerly direction following 
the eastern kerbline for 12 
metres. 

The Parade Bus Stop At All Times	 East side, commencing 199.5 
metres south of its intersection 
with Tamar Street and extending 
in a southerly direction following 
the eastern kerbline for 14 
metres. 
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