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AREA OF FOCUS 
 
The focus of the Committee is to direct growth to where the benefits are greatest and where 
adverse effects are minimised, and to deliver a quality compact urban environment. 
 
The Committee will also lead and monitor a safe, efficient and sustainable transport system 
that supports Wellington’s economy and adds to residents’ quality of life with a strong focus 
on improving cycling and public transport and enhancing Wellington’s walkability.   
 
Quorum:  4 members 
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1 Meeting Conduct 
 
1. 1 Apologies 
The Chairperson invites notice from members of apologies, including apologies for lateness 
and early departure from the meeting, where leave of absence has not previously been 
granted. 
 
1. 2 Conflict of Interest Declarations 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when 
a conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other external interest 
they might have. 
 
1. 3 Confirmation of Minutes 
The minutes of the meeting held on 12 March 2015 will be put to the Transport and Urban 
Development Committee for confirmation.  
 
1. 4 Public Participation 
A maximum of 60 minutes is set aside for public participation at the commencement of any 
meeting of the Council or committee that is open to the public.  Under Standing Order 3.23.3 
a written, oral or electronic application to address the meeting setting forth the subject, is 
required to be lodged with the Chief Executive by 12.00 noon of the working day prior to the 
meeting concerned, and subsequently approved by the Chairperson. 

 
1. 5 Items not on the Agenda 
The Chairperson will give notice of items not on the agenda as follows: 
 
Matters Requiring Urgent Attention as Determined by Resolution of the Transport and 
Urban Development Committee. 
1. The reason why the item is not on the agenda; and 
2. The reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until a subsequent meeting. 
 
Minor Matters relating to the General Business of the Transport and Urban 
Development Committee. 
No resolution, decision, or recommendation may be made in respect of the item except to 
refer it to a subsequent meeting of the Transport and Urban Development Committee for 
further discussion. 
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2. General Business 
 
 

WELLINGTON CABLE CAR LTD QUARTER TWO REPORT 
 
 

Purpose 
1. To receive the company’s second quarter report (to 31 December 2014).   

Summary 
2. The company’s quarterly report is attached to this report and outlines the performance 

of the company for the 3 months from 1 October 2014 to 31 December 2014.   
 

Recommendation 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

Background 
3. Wellington Cable Car Limited (WCCL) is an independent company and is still a Council 

Controlled Organisation but was effectively bought ‘in house’ with the appointment of 
Council officers (Andy Matthews and Anthony Wilson) to the board on 1 April 2014.   

Discussion 
4. The company’s Chief Executive will present the second quarter report to the committee 

and will answer the committee’s questions thereon.   
 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Wellington Cable Car Ltd Q2 report to 31 December 2014   Page 9
  
 

Author Warwick Hayes, CCO Project Manager  
Authoriser Derek Fry, Director City Growth & Partnerships  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 
Not required.  
 
Treaty of Waitangi considerations 
None.  
 
Financial implications 
Reporting historic performance.  No material financial implications.   
 
Policy and legislative implications 
None.  
 
Risks / legal  
None.  
 
Climate Change impact and considerations 
Not applicable.  
 
Communications Plan 
Not required.  
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WELLINGTON CABLE CAR LTD DRAFT STATEMENT OF INTENT 
2015/16 
 
 

Purpose 
1. To receive and consider the draft Statement of Intent (SOI) for 2015/16 for the 

Wellington Cable Car Ltd (WCCL or the company).   

Summary 
2. The company’s draft SOI responds constructively to its Letter of Expectations.  The 

final SOI would be improved by:  
 Providing more detail as to the forecast capital expenditure needs and funding 

options, including the company’s dividend policy.   
 Being more explicit about expected timings and costs in relation to the planned 

decommissioning of the trolley bus overhead network.   
 Developing a more concise document and focusing on core expectations without 

sacrificing the SOI’s purpose and value.   
 

Recommendations 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information.   

2. Agree that the final Statement of Intent for Wellington Cable Car Ltd should provide 
more detailed financial information regarding future capital expenditure needs and 
should contain more detail about the implications to the company of the proposed 
decommissioning of the overhead trolley bus network.   

3. Agree that Council officers will work with the company to develop the final Statement of 
Intent for 2015/16 so as to address the items raised in this report and any further items 
raised by the committee.   

Background 
3. WCCL is an independent company and a Council Controlled Organisation but was 

effectively taken ‘in-house’ with the appointment of Council officers (Andy Matthews 
and Anthony Wilson) to the board on 1 April 2014.   

4. The Letter of Expectations of 17 December 2014 from this Committee to the company 
is responded to in the draft SOI attached to this report.   

Discussion 
5. Officers have reviewed the draft SOI and acknowledge that, for the most part, it does 

respond to the Letter of Expectations.  However, there are areas of the SOI that could 
be improved by the company and Council officers working collaboratively.  The main 
areas to be addressed are as follows:   
 Further work is needed to clearly articulate the company’s future capital 

expenditure requirements (i.e. expected costs or range of costs) and address 
funding options, including dividend policy and taxation implications (if any).   
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 More detail is needed in relation to the planned decommissioning of the overhead 
trolley bus network.  This should include the expected financial implications and 
operational demands on the company.   

 The company should explain why forecast cable car passenger numbers are not 
expected to return to levels achieved prior to the new terminus building.   

 The final SOI should contain baseline forecasts to 30 June 2015 including 
financial forecasts.   

 The draft SOI appears to have been developed by iteration over time resulting in 
a document that contains the legacy of many earlier versions.  The final SOI 
should be more concise and would be improved by focusing on the company’s 
core activities and 2015/16 expectations.   

 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Draft Statement Of Intent 2015/16   Page 22
  
 

Author Warwick Hayes, CCO Project Manager  
Authoriser Derek Fry, Director City Growth & Partnerships  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 
Not required.  
 
Treaty of Waitangi considerations 
None.  
 
Financial implications 
None at this stage.  Financial implications (if any) will be clearer when the final 2015/16 
Statement of Intent is provided.   
 
Policy and legislative implications 
None.  
 
Risks / legal  
None.  
 
Climate Change impact and considerations 
Not applicable.  
 
Communications Plan 
Not required.  
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BUILT HERITAGE INCENTIVE FUND 2014/15 ROUND 3 (OF 3) 
 
 

Purpose 
1. The Built Heritage Incentive Fund (BHIF) is a key initiative of the Wellington Heritage 

Policy 2010.  The policy demonstrates Council’s “commitment to the city’s built heritage 
to current owners, the community, visitors to the city and to future generations”.  The 
BHIF helps meet some of the additional costs associated with owning and caring for a 
heritage property. 

2. In addition to approving recommended allocations for this round of applications, it is 
proposed in this paper to change the eligibility and assessment criteria in order to 
clarify the focus of the fund for users.    

Summary 
3. Eight applications were received this round seeking funding of $546,518.  The original 

information provided through the online applications has been made available to 
Councillors through the Hub dashboard. 

4. A total of $175,400 is available for allocation for the remaining two rounds of the 
2014/15 financial year.  This total includes additional funds from unpaid allocations and 
surplus from the 2014/15 Resource Consent Reimbursement Scheme.  

5. The recommendation is that a share of $175,400 is allocated to seven applications to 
this round.   

6. A summary of each of the eight applications is outlined in Attachment Two.  This 
includes the project description, outcomes for the heritage building and commentary 
relating to previously allocated grants.  

7. Officers are satisfied that there are no conflicts of interest involved in any of the 
applications. 

8. Attachment Three contains the proposed new eligibility and assessment criteria, which 
will form the basis of all future BHIF rounds. 

 

Recommendations 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Agree to the allocation of Built Heritage Incentive Fund Grants as recommended below 
and summarised in Attachment Two (of the officers report). 

3. Agree to the proposed new eligibility criteria, assessment and allocation guidelines 
contained in Attachment Three (of the officers report) (existing criteria are included at 
Attachment One (of the officers report))  

Background 
9. During the 2012/22 Long Term Plan deliberations it was agreed that the BHIF will focus 

on “on remedying earthquake prone related features or securing conservation plans / 
initial reports from engineers.”  As such, this work has been given a higher priority in 
this funding round.  Other work the BHIF will consider includes the repair or restoration 
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of original heritage fabric (e.g. repairs to joinery or glazing), protective works on 
archaeological sites, and maintenance reports. 

10. The following factors are currently considered in determining the support of BHIF 
applications: 
 the risk of the heritage value diminishing if funding is not granted 
 confidence in the proposed quality of the work/professional advice 
 the project is visible and/or accessible to the public 
 the project will provide a benefit to the community. 

11. Continuing on from above, consideration is then given to the following when 
recommending the amount of funding: 
 the value of the funding request  
 the value of the funding request when considered against the total project cost 
 the value of discrete stages of the project relating to immediate risk 
 parity with similar projects in previous rounds  
 equitable distribution in the current round 
 the amount of funding available for allocation. 

12. To ensure funds are used appropriately, conditions may be suggested in certain 
circumstances should funding be approved.  

Discussion 
13. It is recommended that: 

 Seven applicants are allocated a share of $175,400 from the 2014/15 BHIF.  All 
seven applications recommended for funding have provided the necessary 
information and meet the criteria for the fund.  The one application that is 
recommended for decline did not satisfy current criterion 10 as the works have 
been completed. 

 The proposed new eligibility criteria, assessment and allocation guidelines are 
agreed to as a way to manage to fund into the future.  These will be published on 
the WCC BHIF webpage and promoted to customers. 

14. The officer panel (consisting of Heritage & Urban Design, Funding Team and Building 
Resilience officers) have assessed the eight applications received this round against 
the current priority and stated criteria of the BHIF (Attachment One).  Assessment 
summaries are included at Attachment Two.  As agreed by all of the above teams, it is 
recommended that all applications be allocated funding as follows:  
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 Project 

 

Project 
Total Cost 

Amount 
Requested 

Amount 
eligible 
for 
funding 

Amount 
Recommended 

ex GST if 
applicable 

1 108-110 Cuba Street – 
seismic construction 
works  

$362,066 $104,995 $104,995 $50,000 

2 251-255 Cuba Street – 
Seismic engineering 
design 

$17,385 $17,385 $17,385 $15,000 

3 99 Willis Street – Seismic 
Assessment  

$15,870 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 

4 16 Salisbury Garden 
Court – restoration and 
painting of house 

$19,837 $9,837 -  Decline (works 
completed – 
ineligible) 

5 639 Ohariu Valley Road 
Holy Trinity Church – 
restoration, repair and 
repainting 

$81,950 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 

6 131 Featherstone Street 
– Removal of verandah, 
restoration and 
conservation architect 
design of replacement 
verandah  

$271,806 $271,806 $22,650 $22,650 

7 235 Adelaide Road St 
James’ Church  – 
adaptive reuse 
development post-
seismic strengthening 

$510,486 $100,000 $100,000 $50,000 

8 136 Riddiford Street - 
Seismic design for 
building consent 

$12,495 $12,495 $12,495 $7,750 

Totals  $1,291,895 $546,518 $287,525 $175,400 

 

15. In addition to the applications recommendations, it is recommended that new eligibility 
criteria, assessment and allocation guidelines are agreed to in order to simplify the 
process for the applicant as well as ensure that heritage and funding team officers can 
manage the fund according to the agreed priorities.  It has been apparent that some 
requirements are unclear to applicants such as the requirement for conservation 
architect input.  In addition the future cost nature of the fund and issues around projects 
changing substantially from application to works stage have been common.  The 
proposed new eligibility criteria, assessment and allocation guidelines aim to rectify 
these issues and provide a level of clarity and transparency than is currently the case.  
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These proposed changes have been developed through consultation with WCC 
Heritage, Building Resilience, Funding and District Plan Teams.   

Financial considerations 

16. The recommended allocations for this round of the BHIF are within the funding levels 
provided for in the 2014/15 Annual Plan. 

Long Term Plan considerations 

17. The recommended allocations for this round of the BHIF are consistent with the 
priorities of the 2012/22 Long Term Plan.   

Options 

18. The Transport and Urban Development Committee can chose to agree to the 
recommendations as above, or propose an alternative recommendation in accordance 
with Committee procedures.  

Next Actions 

19. Successful applicants have 18 months to undertake the work and provide evidence of 
completion to Officers before the allocated funding is paid out.  Meanwhile the 
remaining round of BHIF 2014/15 will proceed. 

 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Existing BHIF criteria   Page 70
Attachment 2. Summary March 2015 applications   Page 72
Attachment 3. Proposed new eligibility criteria, assessment and allocation 

guidelines   
Page 86

  
 

Author Trevor Keppel, Senior Heritage Advisor  
Authoriser Trudy Whitlow, Urban Design & Heritage Mgr  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 
Internal officer consultation only  
 
Treaty of Waitangi considerations 
None of the appliations have implications for Mana Whenua 
 
Financial implications 
The recommended allocations for this round of the BHIF are within the funding levels 
provided for in the 2014/15 Annual Plan and 2012/22 Long Term Plan. 
 
Policy and legislative implications 
The recommendations contained are consistent with Council’s Heritage Policy 2010 
 
Risks / legal  
There is a financial risk to Council should aloocations not be taken up for applicants and 
allocations are tied up for 18 months while the project stalls.  This is mitigated by officer 
rigour around providing financial information that the owners can proeed with the project and 
that the projected costs are accurate. 
 
Climate Change impact and considerations 
N/A 
 
Communications Plan 
The recommendations are in line with the Built Heritage Incentive Fund Communications 
Plan 
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Built Heritage Incentive Fund  

Proposed Eligibility Criteria and Assessment Guidelines 

On the assumption the Long-term Plan proposal for $1 million for the Built 
heritage Incentive Fund (BHIF) is approved, officers will manage the fund by 
splitting the fund into   two pools:  

1. restore and conserve 
2. seismic strengthening 

   
Applicants will apply to the fund as before.  Officers will categorise the work into 
a pool and ensure that recommended allocations respect each pool’s annual 
capacity. One building, object, or part of a building or object will not receive 
more than $100,000 annually.  

Restore and conserve – $200,000 annually 

This pool will help heritage building owners plan physical restoration, 
maintenance or conservation works, building consent fees for these works, or 
conservation plans. It excludes conservation architect input for seismic work. 

Seismic strengthening – $800,000 annually 

This pool is for seismic strengthening construction works, detailed seismic 
assessment, preliminary seismic design, detailed construction drawings, 
geotechnical reports or any other report that assists with seismic strengthening. 
This pool will also assist with conservation architect fees to seismic 
strengthening projects. The BHIF as always assists with maintaining the 
heritage component; not extra development or fit outs. 

Regardless of the result of the Long-term Plan proposal, we recommend the 
following eligibility criteria, assessment and allocation guidelines are agreed to 
for the future management of the BHIF. 

Proposed eligibility criteria 

Criteria 1 to 4 must be met or the application will not be accepted. If any of 
criteria 5 to 7 are not met, we may not accept the application, or alternatively 
any funding allocation will be conditional on meeting these criteria.  

The eligibility criteria are: 

1. The application relates to a heritage-listed building or object, or a building 
identified as contributing to a listed heritage area. See the Wellington 
City District Plan heritage listed areas, buildings and objects. 
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2. The applicant is the owner or part-owner of the heritage building or 
object.  This includes a private owners, body corporates, charitable trusts 
or church organisations. If an application is from a body corporate or a 
trust, we need evidence that all relevant members approve of the project. 
The Crown, Crown entities, district health boards, community boards, 
Council-controlled organisations and Council business units are not 
eligible. 

3. The works applied for have not started prior to the Council Committee 
decision on the application. 

4. The application includes at least one recent (within three months from 
fund round closing date) quote or estimate from a registered builder or 
recognised professional and relates directly to the work applied for. For 
quotes or estimates relating to a larger project, or including work not 
relating to heritage conservation work, the quote must identify the 
heritage component cost. If the invoiced amounts are significantly 
different from the original estimated costs or relate to work that was not 
applied for, the Council will revise your payment accordingly. 

5. The application demonstrates the work will conserve and enhance the 
building or object’s heritage significance. If your project is likely to impact 
heritage elements of the building, we need you to work with a recognised 
conservation architect to ensure the works maintain and enhance the 
building or object’s heritage significance. See assessment guideline 1 for 
further information on this. 

6. The application includes evidence that the owner of the property can 
meet the full project costs. Typically this evidence will be in the form of 
financial documents such as audited accounts or bank statements. 

7. The application does not relate to a building, object, or part of a building 
or object that has an unclaimed or not yet finalised funding agreement 
under the Built Heritage Incentive Fund. 

How we assess applications  

Here are our primary assessment principles so you can make the best 
application you can. We strongly encourage you to contact Council’s heritage 
team on 4994444 or heritage@wcc.govt.nz to get advice about how best to 
approach your project or application.  

Our three primary assessment principles are: 
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1. The project maintains and enhances the building or object’s heritage 
significance. To achieve this, you will need to work with a recognised 
conservation architect.  The Council will determine which category the 
work fits in. 

Here is how the conservation architect requirement works:  
 If the work is for the design phase of a seismic strengthening 

project, or for invasive testing as part of a detailed seismic 
investigation, the funding application can include quotes or 
estimates for advice from a recognised conservation architect 
once the project begins. 

 If the project is for construction works (including seismic works), 
conservation or restoration works, you must send us advice from a 
recognised conservation architect as part of your application. 

 If the project is for a detailed seismic investigation that requires no 
invasive testing, or for another project that avoids any effects on 
the heritage elements of the building, advice from a recognised 
conservation architect will not be required. 

2. The project aims to remedy a seismic risk to the public and maintain the 
building’s heritage significance and/ or its contribution to the heritage 
area. This includes: 

 Buildings on the WCC Earthquake-prone building list 

 The building has high-risk features that pose a threat to the 
public. These are architectural features, such as chimneys, 
veneers, gables, canopies, verandahs, pediments, parapets and 
other exterior ornamentation, water tanks, tower-like appendages, 
fire escapes, lift wells, facades, plaster, and other heavy renders 
that a seismic engineer identifies as posing a risk to the public. 

3. Evidence that the projected costs are as accurate as possible and 
Council has a high degree of confidence the building owner is willing to, 
and financially capable of proceeding with the project. See eligibility 
criterion 4 above.   

How we allocate funding 

For all applications, when allocating funding we consider:  

 The risk of the heritage value diminishing if funding is not granted 
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 Confidence in the quality of the proposed work 

 The project is visible and/or accessible to the public 

 The project will provide a benefit to the community 

 The value of the funding request  

 The value of the funding request when considered against the total 
project cost 

 Parity with similar projects in previous rounds 

 Equitable distribution in the current round 

 The amount of funding available for allocation. 

There are additional allocation guidelines for conservation and seismic 
applications. 

Conservation applications 

When deciding allocations for conservation, restoration, repair or maintenance 
works, we use the above guidelines and also consider: 

 The heritage significance of the building1 and the degree to which this 
significance will be enhance or negatively impacted by the works 

 The building being on the Heritage New Zealand list   

Seismic strengthening applications 

When deciding allocations for projects aiming to remedy seismic risk, we 
consider the above guidelines and: 

 The heritage significance of the building2 and how the works will benefit 
or negatively impact this  

 The building being on the Heritage New Zealand list   

 If the  building is on the WCC Earthquake-prone building list 

 The building being in one of the following focus heritage areas3: Cuba 
Street, Courtenay Place or Newtown shopping centre heritage area. 

                                                 
1 The Council has assessed all heritage buildings and a heritage inventory report is available from the 
Heritage Team. 
2 The Council has assessed all heritage buildings and a heritage inventory report is available from the 
Heritage Team. 
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 Joint strengthening applications – a project that strengthens more than 
one attached building 

 The building’s ‘Importance Level’ (IL) as defined by Australian and New 
Zealand Structural Design Standard AS/NZS1170.0 or any revision of 
this standard. 

 The expiry date of a s124 Notice under the Building Act 2004 

 The location of the building to a ‘strategic route’ as defined by all roads 
marked in colour on District Plan Maps 33 & 34. 

If you are allocated a grant  

Once you have been allocated a grant by the Council Committee you have 18-
months to complete works and submit an ‘accountability’ application in the 
online funding portal in order to get paid out.  

Attach all invoices, reports and other information relating to the project. The 
submission must include funding agreement conditions, such as a site visit by 
WCC heritage advisor.  If the invoiced amounts are significantly different from 
the original estimated costs or relate to work that was not applied for, the 
Council will revise your payment accordingly.  The Council will pay the grant 
into your bank account once all information is received. We prefer to pay full 
and final payments, however we may agree on a part payment if a project has 
stalled for an acceptable reason. 

     

 

 

                                                                                                                                            
3 This focus is based on high numbers of earthquake‐prone buildings in one heritage area as well as the 
levels of traffic that occur in these areas. 
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VERANDAHS BYLAW - STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL 
 
 

Purpose 
1. This report recommends that the Committee approve the Statement of Proposal 

presenting the draft verandahs bylaw. 

Summary 
2. The Council is proposing a new bylaw requiring building owners to repair and maintain 

their verandahs to a reasonable standard.  The bylaw will improve public safety and 
contribute to the city’s resilience. 

3. The Council has surveyed verandahs in the Central Business District and suburban 
centres.  Of the 900 (approx.) verandahs across the city, 225 require some form of 
repair with 15-20% of those verandahs requiring immediate action to be restored to a 
reasonable and safe standard. 

4. A bylaw would set a clear regulatory framework for the Council to operate within and 
would be transparent for building owners.  It would enable the Council to require 
building owners to repair or maintain their verandahs and if necessary provide the 
Council with coercive powers to ensure the verandahs are maintained appropriately. 

 

Recommendations 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Agree that the draft bylaw as set out in the Statement of Proposal (Attachment 1 of the 
officers report) undergo public consultation in accordance with section 86 of the Local 
Government Act 2002. 

3. Agree to adopt the Statement of Proposal (Attachment 1 of the officers report), and 
initiate the special consultative procedure under section 83 of the Local Government 
Act 2002. 

Background 
5. The Wellington City District Plan requires buildings to have verandahs along the main 

strategic routes within the Central Business District (CBD) and suburban centres.  

6. Prior to 1991 the Council had a Building Bylaw which provided the Council with powers 
to regulate these verandahs.  However, with the introduction of the Building Act 1991, 
the bylaw was superseded.  The Building Act made it difficult and less clear to apply 
the requirements of the code to building work that fell outside the boundaries of the 
site, and particularly, to defective or poorly maintained verandahs.   

7. The Building Act 1991 was then superseded by the Building Act 2004 which now only 
provides clear powers to the Council when a verandah is considered to be dangerous.  
It provides no ability for the Council to require verandahs to be maintained to an 
acceptable standard (i.e. to prevent verandahs becoming dangerous in the first place). 

8. Therefore, the Council has identified a regulation gap in the maintenance and repair of 
verandahs across the city. 
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Current State of Wellington Verandahs 

9. The Council has undertaken an audit of the condition of verandahs in the CBD and 
suburban centres.  The purpose of this audit was to identify verandahs in poor 
condition or that otherwise present a hazard to the public.   

10. Of the 900 (approx.) verandahs across the city, 225 require some form of repair with 
15-20% of those verandahs requiring immediate action to restore to a reasonable and 
safe standard. 

11. The majority of defective verandahs are within the CBD, which poses a particular risk 
to inner city residents and to members of the public due to the density of people within 
the area. 

12. Defective verandahs by suburb: 

 

Suburb Number 
Aro Valley 5 
Berhampore 8 
Brooklyn 7 
CBD 111 
Hataitai 4 
Island Bay 4 
Johnsonville 7 
Karori 7 
Kelburn 3 
Khandallah 2 
Kilbirnie 3 
Linden 1 
Lyall Bay 2 
Miramar 8 
Mornington 1 
Mt Victoria 3 
Newlands 3 
Newtown 20 
Ngaio 4 
Seatoun 1 
Strathmore 4 
Tawa 10 
Thorndon 5 
Vogeltown 1 
Total 225 

 

13. The Transport and Urban Development Committee agreed to the introduction of a 
bylaw and a statement of proposal be presented for Committee approval at the 16 April 
Committee meeting.  (For further information of that decision refer to the meeting on 
Council’s website: http://wellington.govt.nz/your-
council/meetings/committees/transport-and-urban-development/2015/03/12 .)   
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14. It is important to note that as a first step Council officers will write to building owners 
requesting that they repair their verandahs to a reasonable standard before invoking 
the verandahs bylaw. 

15. The Statement of Proposal is attached as Attachment 1. 

Next Actions 

16. The timeline for the process is: 

 
Dates Activity 
16 April 2015 Transport and Urban Development considers this 

statement of proposal and decides whether to send this 
proposal out for external consultation. 
 

8 May 2015 -  
10 June 2015 

Consultation period. 
 
 

25 June 2015 Transport and Urban Development Committee hears oral 
submissions. 
 

5 August 2015 Transport and Urban Development Committee considers 
the report on all written and oral submissions and decides 
whether to adopt the proposed bylaw. 
 

26 August 2015 Council considers whether to adopt the proposed bylaw. 
 

1 September 2015 Bylaw comes into force. 
 
 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Statement of Proposal   Page 95
Attachment 2. Draft Bylaw   Page 102
  
 

Author Sophie Rapson, Policy Advisor  
Authoriser Gunther Wild, Manager Policy and Reporting  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 
The special consultative procedure will be used as statutorily required under the Local 
Government Act 2002 when introducing a new bylaw. 
 
Treaty of Waitangi considerations 
N/A. 
 
Financial implications 
The proposed draft bylaw will operate within exisiting budgets. 
 
Policy and legislative implications 
Policy and legsialtive implications have been considered in the report presented to the 
Transport and Urban Development Committee on 12 March 2015. 
 
Risks / legal  
Risks and legal implications have been considered in the report presented to the Transport 
and Urban Development Committee on 12 March 2015. 
 
Climate Change impact and considerations 
N/A. 
 
Communications Plan 
A marketing and communications plan has been developed by the Building Resilience, Policy 
and Marketing and Communications teams. 
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Statement of Proposal 

To introduce Part 10: Structures in Public Places – Verandahs in the 
Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008 

Summary of Information 

The Council is authorised under the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) to make bylaws for 
protecting the public from nuisance; protecting, promoting, and maintaining public health and 
safety; and minimising the potential for offensive behaviour in public places. 

The Council is proposing to introduce a new bylaw requiring building owners to repair and 
maintain their verandahs to a reasonable standard.  This will improve public safety and 
contribute to the City’s resilience. 

The Council has surveyed the City’s verandahs and established that a number require 
immediate action to be restored to a reasonable and safe standard. 

The mechanism that has been proposed to ensure that work is carried out by building 
owners is a new Part 10 Structures in Public Places – Verandahs. 

The key elements of the proposed bylaw are: 

- A process to construct or alter a verandah. 

- Requirements for building owners to maintain and repair existing verandahs. 

- An official notice process for the Council to issue notices to building owners for 
defective verandahs. 

- Provisions for authorising Council action to undergo cleaning, alteration or removal of 
verandahs. 

The bylaw is intended only to affect verandahs over public places not those that are within 
private property boundaries. 

Have your say 

The Council is keen to know what residents, ratepayers and stakeholders think about the 
new bylaw. 

Please make a submission online at Wellington.govt.nz, email your submission to 
policy.submission@wellington.govt.nz or complete the attached submission form and send it 
to Verandahs Bylaw, Freepost, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington. 

You can get more copies online at Wellington.govt.nz, the City Service Centre, libraries, by 
emailing policy.submission@wellington.govt.nz or phoning 499 4444. 

If you wish to make an oral submission to Councillors, please indicate this on the submission 
form and ensure that you have included your contact details.  We will contact you to arrange 
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a time for you to speak.  Submissions will be heard by the Transport and Urban Development 
Committee in June 2015. 

Written submissions open on 8 May 2015 and close at 5pm on 10 June 2015. 

1. Introduction and reasons for statement of proposal 

This statement of proposal relates to introducing Part 10: Structures in Public Places – 
Verandahs of the Consolidated Bylaw (the bylaw). 

Council has identified a resilience concern in verandahs across the city and propose a clear 
and appropriate mechanism to manage the maintenance and repair of verandahs. 

The key elements of the proposed bylaw are: 

- A process to construct or alter a verandah. 

- Requirements for building owners to maintain and repair existing verandahs. 

- An official notice process for the Council to issue notices to building owners for 
defective verandahs. 

- Provisions for authorising Council action to undergo cleaning, alteration or removal of 
verandahs. 

The bylaw is intended only to affect verandahs over public places not those that are within 
private property boundaries. 

This document contains: 

- background information; 

- bylaw making process; 

- process and proposed timeline; and 

- the proposed draft bylaw. 

2. Have your say 

The Council is keen to know what residents, ratepayers and stakeholders think about the 
new bylaw. 

Please make a submission online at Wellington.govt.nz, email your submission to 
policy.submission@wellington.govt.nz or complete the attached submission form and send it 
to Verandahs Bylaw, Freepost, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington. 

You can get more copies online at Wellington.govt.nz, the City Service Centre, libraries, by 
emailing policy.submission@wellington.govt.nz or phoning 499 4444. 

If you wish to make an oral submission to Councillors, please indicate this on the submission 
form and ensure that you have included your contact details.  We will contact you to arrange 
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a time for you to speak.  Submissions will be heard by the Transport and Urban Development 
Committee in June 2015. 

Written submissions open on 8 May 2015 and close at 5pm on 10 June 2015. 

3. Background 

The Wellington City District Plan requires buildings to have verandahs along the main 
strategic routes within the Central Business District (CBD) and suburban centres.  
 
Prior to 1991 Council had a Building Bylaw which provided Council with powers to regulate 
these verandahs.  But with the introduction of the Building Act 1991, the bylaw was 
superseded.  The Building Act made it difficult and less clear to apply the requirements of the 
code to building work that fell outside the boundaries of the site, particularly, to defective or 
poorly maintained verandahs.   
 
The Building Act 1991 was then superseded by the Building Act 2004 which now only 
provides clear powers to the Council when a verandah is considered to be dangerous.  It 
provides no ability for the Council to require verandahs to be maintained to an acceptable 
standard (i.e. to prevent verandahs becoming dangerous in the first place). 
 
Therefore, Council has identified a regulation gap in the maintenance and repair of 
verandahs across the city. 
Current State of Wellington Verandahs 

Of the 900 (approx.) verandahs across the city, 225 require some form of repair with 15-20% 
of those verandahs requiring immediate action to restore to a reasonable and safe standard. 

The majority of defective verandahs are within the CBD, which poses a particular risk to inner 
city residents and to members of the public due to the density of people within the area. 

Defective verandahs by suburb 

 
Suburb  Number 

Aro Valley  5 

Berhampore  8 

Brooklyn  7 

CBD  111 

Hataitai  4 

Island Bay  4 

Johnsonville  7 

Karori  7 

Kelburn  3 

Khandallah  2 

Kilbirnie  3 

Linden  1 

Lyall Bay  2 

Miramar  8 

Mornington  1 
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Mt Victoria  3 

Newlands  3 

Newtown  20 

Ngaio  4 

Seatoun  1 

Strathmore  4 

Tawa  10 

Thorndon  5 

Vogeltown  1 

Total  225 
 
The Transport and Urban Development Committee agreed to the introduction of a bylaw and 
a statement of proposal be presented for Committee approval at the 16 April Committee 
meeting.  (For further information of that decision refer to the meeting on Council’s website: 
http://wellington.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/committees/transport-and-urban-
development/2015/03/12 .)   

 
4. Bylaw making process 

Bylaws are rules made by local authorities to respond to particular issues within their district 
in a way that is appropriate for their particular community. 

Local authorities get their bylaw making powers from legislation, namely the Local 
Government Act 2002 (LGA).   

The Council is authorised under the LGA to make bylaws for protecting the public from 
nuisance; protecting, promoting, and maintaining public health and safety; and minimising 
the potential for offensive behaviour in public places. 
 
a. Local Government Act 2002 requirements 

The LGA sets out the procedural requirements for making or amending a bylaw.  The LGA 
states what issues can be controlled through a bylaw and the process that the Council must 
follow to make a bylaw.  
Firstly, when making a bylaw a local authority must consider whether a bylaw is the most 
appropriate way of addressing the perceived problem and whether the proposed form of the 
bylaw is appropriate.  In addition, the local authority must consider whether the proposed 
bylaw gives rise to implications under the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990; a bylaw must 
be consistent with the Bill of Rights. 

Secondly, the local authority must consult community through the special consultative 
procedure when making, amending or reviewing a bylaw. 

Finally, after deciding to adopt the bylaw, the local authority must give public notice of when 
the bylaw comes into operation. 

Once the bylaw is operative, the LGA requires ongoing review of the bylaw. 
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b. What is the perceived problem? 

The Council’s Building Resilience Team surveyed verandahs in the CBD and suburban 
centres.  The survey identified out of the 900 (approx.) verandahs across the city, 225 
require some form of repair with 15-20% requiring immediate action to be restored to a 
reasonable and safe standard. 
 
Currently the Council manages verandahs through these mechanisms: 

1. The Local Government Act 1974 which provides the Council with ownership of the 
airspace above the road that verandahs occupy. 

2. Clauses found in individual airspace licence agreements. 
3. Conditions that may exist in a resource consent issued in relation to the building. 
4. Provisions in the Building Act 2004 that allow the Council to issue dangerous 

building notices. 
 
The difficulty of the above approach is that not all of the powers available will be applicable to 
each individual verandah.  The Council has a difficult and laborious task of having to 
investigate each verandah, and then require work to be done by invoking the powers that 
apply in that particular situation. 
 
Applying the above powers is also ambiguous and unclear, making it difficult to require 
building owners to repair and maintain their verandahs. Not addressing defective verandahs 
poses a public safety risk and potential legal risk for Council.  It also does not contribute to 
the city’s resilience.  
 
Council officers recommend the most appropriate solution to address this gap in the 
regulatory framework is to introduce a new bylaw. 

 
c. Is a bylaw the most appropriate way to address the problem? 

Other options that were considered alongside a bylaw include: 
1. Do nothing.  Council continues with the mixture of powers it currently has available 

and addresses verandah maintenance as it arises.  The disadvantage of this option is 
that it leaves Council and property owners with an ambiguous and unclear regulatory 
framework to manage the state of verandahs.  It also leaves Council open to possible 
legal risk.  
 

2. Work with building owners voluntarily to address the repair and maintenance of their 
verandahs.  This option would incur some cost and its success would depend on 
whether building owners would respond positively and are willing to do the required 
work.   History shows where we have worked with building owners, for example, on 
earthquake-prone buildings, there are always building owners that will not carry out 
the work required. 
 

3. Council pays for all the repairs and maintenance of existing verandahs.  This option 
would incur significant and ongoing costs to the Council.  While it is likely to address 
many defective verandahs throughout the city, Council would still need owner’s 
permission to do this work so some may not be addressed promptly. 
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Council officers concluded that a new bylaw would be the most appropriate option to resolve 
the problem.  

A bylaw would set a clear regulatory framework for Council to operate within and would be 
transparent for building owners.  It would enable Council to require building owners to repair 
and maintain their verandahs. 

A bylaw would allow Council to deal with verandahs in a universal manner, rather than 
referring to the circumstances of each verandah.  The Council would be able to communicate 
with building owners on a consistent basis with reference to the bylaw and policy, rather than 
having to refer to the circumstances and powers relevant to each individual verandah.  

The other options considered would not adequately improve the state of verandahs across 
the city, within reasonable timeframes and existing budgets as the bylaw would. 

It is important to note that as a first step Council officers will write to building owners 
requesting that they repair their verandahs to a reasonable standard before invoking the 
verandahs bylaw. 

 
d. Most appropriate form of bylaw 

It’s possible that other structures in public places will need to be covered by this bylaw in the 
future.  Therefore, the proposed bylaw will be a new Part 10: Structures in Public Places – 
Verandahs in the Wellington Consolidated Bylaw 2008.  If any new structure needs to be 
covered by this bylaw it can be added to the new Part 10.  This is a more flexible approach 
and form of bylaw, as opposed to amending the current Part 5 Public Places or creating a 
new standalone bylaw.  
The proposed bylaw is also clear and concise, which will be helpful to building owners and 
enable consistent application for Council. 

e. Bill of Rights Act 1990 implications 

Section 155(3) of the LGA expressly requires that bylaws are consistent with the Bill of 
Rights Act 1990 (BORA).  In addition, section 155(2)(b) of the LGA requires local authorities 
to assess any BORA implications before making a bylaw. 

Put simply, the local authority must consider whether the bylaw breaches a right or freedom 
and, if so, whether this breach can be justified as a reasonable limit on that right or freedom 
under section 5 of BORA.  Only those reasonable limits “demonstrably justified in a free and 
democratic society” are permissible.   

The fundamental objective of this bylaw is public safety.  The bylaw requires building owners 
to maintain and repair their verandahs to avoid the structures becoming dangerous to 
members of the public.  The bylaw will increase city resilience not just in terms of earthquake 
resilience, but other natural events, particularly with Wellington’s climate.  This is particularly 
important in the CBD where a large number of defective verandahs are located. 

Although, bylaws are one of the most powerful forms of local government regulation; in light 
of the benefits of improved public safety and increasing city resilience the limitations that the 
bylaw imposes are justifiable and indeed necessary. 
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The bylaw does not go beyond what is required to achieve the objective and adheres to LGA 
requirements of making a bylaw, and does not impinge on current rights and freedoms laid 
out in BORA. 

5. Process and proposed timeline 

The proposed bylaw has been developed through internal consultation with Council officers 
from the Building Resilience, Policy, Building Consents and Licensing and District Plan 
teams. 

External consultation will be done under the special consultative procedure required under 
section 86 of the LGA. 

The timeline for the process is: 

Dates Activity 
16 April 2015 Transport and Urban Development considers this 

statement of proposal and decides whether to send this 
proposal out for external consultation. 
 

8 May 2015 -  
10 June 2015 

Consultation period. 
 
 

25 June 2015 Transport and Urban Development Committee hears oral 
submissions. 
 

5 August 2015 Transport and Urban Development Committee considers 
the report on all written and oral submissions and decides 
whether to adopt the proposed bylaw. 
 

26 August 2015 Council considers whether to adopt the proposed bylaw. 
 

1 September 2015 Bylaw comes into force. 
 

6. Appendices 

1. Draft Part 10: Structures in Public Places – Verandahs of the Wellington City Council 
Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 
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Draft Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008 Part 10: Structures in Public 
Places 

1. Definitions 

Good repair includes the absence of: visible rust; holed, rotted or otherwise damaged 
materials or elements; loose, visible or exposed electrical wires; and/or projections or other 
features that pose a danger to persons using a public place.  

Verandah a roofed space extending from a building and includes any structure, assembly, 
machinery or equipment erected on, or attached to the side or underside of, a verandah. 

2. Verandahs 

2.1 Written approval required 

2.1.1 No person may:  

(a) construct a new verandah over a public place; or  

(b) enlarge, extend, or add to an existing verandah over a public place;  

without prior written approval of the Council.  

2.2 Maintenance and repair of verandahs 

2.2.1 Any verandah constructed over a public place shall be maintained in a clean and 
weatherproof condition and in a state of good repair.  

2.2.2 If the Council considers that a verandah constructed over a public place is not in a 
clean or waterproof condition or a state of good repair, the Council may serve a written notice 
on the owner of the building to which the verandah is attached, requiring the owner to clean, 
repair, or alter the verandah so that it complies with this Bylaw.  

2.2.3 If the Council considers that the alteration of a verandah constructed over a public 
place is necessary to enable or accommodate the safe conduct of another activity in the 
public place, the Council may serve a written notice on the owner of the building to which the 
verandah is attached, requiring the owner to alter the verandah in the manner, or to the 
extent, stated in the notice.  

2.2.4 Any action required by a notice served on an owner under clause 2.2.2 or clause 2.2.3 
must be carried out by the date stated in the notice.  

2.2.5 If an owner fails to carry out any action required by a notice served under clause 2.2.2 
or clause 2.2.3 by the date stated in the notice, the Council may authorise the cleaning, 
alteration or removal of the verandah in accordance with Part 1, clauses 1.10.1 to 1.10.3 of 
this Bylaw.  

2.2.6 No person shall stand on or otherwise occupy any verandah constructed over a public 
place, except for the purpose of inspection, cleaning, maintenance, repair, alteration, 
emergency egress, or carrying out work in accordance with this Bylaw. 
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2.3 Clarifying Provisions  

2.3.1 For the avoidance of doubt, clauses 2.2.1 to 2.2.6:  

(a) are additional to the provisions of any encroachment licence or encroachment lease 
granted by the Council under this Bylaw or the Local Government Act 1974;  

(b) are additional to any other provisions of this Bylaw, any enactment, or any Council policy 
relating to or affecting a verandah over a public place;  

(c) do not relieve any person of any duty or responsibility arising under any other provisions 
of this Bylaw, any enactment, or any Council policy relating to or affecting a verandah over a 
public place; and  

(d) do not limit the Council's decision-making or enforcement powers under any other 
provisions of this Bylaw, any enactment, or any Council policy. 
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TRAFFIC RESOLUTIONS 
 
 

Purpose 
1. This report outlines the recommended amendments to the Wellington City Council 

Traffic Restrictions.  These recommendations support the achievement of the Council’s 
Transport Strategy Outcomes of safety, accessibility, efficiency and sustainability. 

Summary 
2. The proposed resolutions were advertised on 24 February 2015, giving the public 18 

days to provide feedback. 

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

 

Recommendations 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Approves the following amendments to the Traffic Restrictions, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 
 a) No stopping, at all times – Kaiwharawhara Road, Kaiwharawhara (TR02-

15) 
 

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

 Column One Column Two Column Three 
 

 Kaiwharawhara 
Road 

No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 43.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Hutt Road  
(Grid coordinates 
x= 1,749,909.8 m, y= 
5,430,820.5m), and extending 
in a northerly direction 
following the western kerb 
line for 7.5 metres. 
 

b) No stopping, at all times – Cranwell Street, Churton Park (TR04-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Cranwell Street No stopping, at all 
times 

North side, commencing 388 
metres north of its 
intersection with Churton 
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Drive   
(Grid coordinates 
x= 1,751,529.1, 
y=5,436,191.7m), and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the turning 
circle kerb line for 32 metres. 
 

c) No stopping, at all times – Cameron Street, Kaiwharawhara (TR05-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Cameron Street  
 

No stopping, at all 
times 

North side, commencing 
249.5 metres north of its 
intersection with Marsh Way   
(Grid coordinates 
x= 1,750,021.7, 
y=5,431,062.2m), and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the turning 
circle kerb line for 49.5 
metres. 
 

d) Metered Parking, P120 Maximum, Monday to Thursday 8:00am – 6:00pm, 
Friday 8:00am – 8:00pm, Saturday and Sunday 8:00am - 6:00pm. No 
Stopping At All Times – Cable Street, Chaffers Street, Ebor Street, 
Ghuznee Street, Vivian Street, Waring Taylor Street, Willis Street – 
Wellington Central / Te Aro (TR08-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

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

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 37.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1749241.8 m, 
y= 5427351.0 m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 26 metres. (5 
parallel carparks) 
 

 Cable Street Metered Parking, P120 
Maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am - 
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am 
- 8:00pm, Saturday 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 79.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1749241.8 m, 
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and Sunday 8:00am - 
6:00pm. 

y= 5427351.0 m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 23 metres. (4 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

West side, commencing 34.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid coordinates x= 
1749313.2 m, y= 5427230.7 
m), and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
the kerbline for 15.5 metres. 
(3 parallel carparks) 
 

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

West side, commencing 58 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid coordinates x= 
1749313.2 m, y= 5427230.7 
m), and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
the kerbline for 10.5 metres. 
(2 parallel carparks) 
 

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

North side, commencing 120 
metres east of its intersection 
with Victoria Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1748544.8 m, 
y= 5427232.4 m), and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 12.5 metres. 
 

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

West side, commencing 34 
metres north of its 
intersection with Lukes Lane 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1748963.2 m, y= 5427267.1 
m), and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
the kerbline for 11 metres. (2 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

North side, commencing 
77.5 metres east of its 
intersection with Tory Street 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1749002.1 m, y= 5427004.0 
m), and extending in an 
easterly direction following 
the kerbline for 48.5 metres. 
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 Waring Taylor 

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

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 28 metres northwest 
of its intersection with 
Featherston Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1748856.0 m, 
y= 5428381.0 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction for 16.5 metres. (1 
parallel & 4 angle carparks) 
 

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

East side, commencing 23.5  
metres north of its 
intersection with Karo Drive 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658328.066759 m, 
Y=5988660.355943 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 8 metres. (1 
parallel carpark) 
 

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

East side, commencing 41.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Karo Drive 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658328.066759 m, 
Y=5988660.355943 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 17.5 metres. (3 
parallel carparks) 
 

 Delete from Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic 
Restrictions Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Cable 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 63.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
Coordinates X=2659263.7 m, 
Y=5989063.2 m) and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 16 metres. 
 

 Chaffers 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

West side, commencing 50 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659335.162715 m, 
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Y=5988942.81972 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 8 metres. 
 

 Chaffers Street No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 68.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659335.162715 m, 
Y=5988942.81972 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 6 metres. 
 

 Ebor 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

Northeast side, commencing 
from its intersection with Tory 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659066.840353 m, 
Y=5988659.159565 m) and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 55.5 metres. 
 

 Ghuznee 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

North side, commencing 
132.5 metres east of its 
intersection with Victoria 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2658566.736679 m, 
Y=5988944.463751 m) and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 10.5 metres. 
 

 Taranaki 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

West side, commencing 18 
metres north of its 
intersection with Lukes Lane 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658985.058862 m, 
Y=5988979.205634 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 16 metres. 
 

 Vivian Street No stopping, at all 
times 

North side, commencing 61 
metres east of its 
intersection with Tory Street 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2659024.130379 m, 
Y=5988540.574853 m) and 
extending in an easterly  
direction following the 
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kerbline  
for 16.5 metres. 
 

 Waring Taylor 
Street 

No stopping, at all 
times 

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 17.5 metres 
northwest of its intersection 
with Featherston Street (Grid 
Coordinates 
X=2658877.764355 m, 
Y=5990093.248938 m) and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction for 10.5 metres. 
 

 Willis Street No stopping, at all 
times 

East side, commencing 31.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Karo  Drive 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658328.066759 m, 
Y=5988660.355943 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 10 metres. 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

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

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 38.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1749241.8 m, 
y= 5427351.0 m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 23 metres. (4 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 73.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1749241.8 m, 
y= 5427351.0 m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 29 metres. (5 
parallel carparks) 
 

 Chaffers Street Metered Parking, P120 
Maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am - 
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am 
- 8:00pm, Saturday 

West side, commencing 48.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659335.2 m, 
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and Sunday 8:00am - 
6:00pm. 

Y=5988942.8 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 23 metres. (4 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

Northeast side, commencing 
17 metres from its 
intersection with Tory Street 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2659066.840353 m, 
Y=5988659.159565 m) and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 11 metres (2 
parallel car parks). 
 

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

North side, com 
mencing 120 metres east of 
its intersection with Victoria 
Street (Grid coordinates x= 
1748544.8 m, y= 5427232.4 
m), and extending in an 
easterly direction following 
the kerbline for 19 metres. 
 

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

West side, commencing 32 
metres north of its 
intersection with Lukes Lane 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1748963.2 m, y= 5427267.1 
m), and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
the kerbline for 17 metres. (3 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

North side, commencing 
77.5 metres east of its 
intersection with Tory Street 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1749002.1 m, y= 5427004.0 
m), and extending in an 
easterly direction following 
the kerbline for 54.5 metres. 
 

 Waring Taylor 
Street 

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

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 27 metres northwest 
of its intersection with 
Featherston Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1748856.0 m, 
y= 5428381.0 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly 
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6:00pm. direction for 17.5 metres. (6 
angle carparks) 
 

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

East side, commencing 23.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Karo Drive 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658328.066759 m, 
Y=5988660.355943 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 35.5 metres. (6 
parallel carparks) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Cable Street No stopping, at all 
times 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 61.5 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory Street (Grid 
Coordinates X=2659263.7 m, 
Y=5989063.2 m) and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 12 metres. 
 

 Chaffers Street No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 24 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659335.12 m, 
Y=5988942.8m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 24.5 metres. 
 

 Chaffers Street No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 71.5 
metres north of its 
intersection with Wakefield 
Street (Grid Coordinates 
X=2659335.2 m, 
Y=5988942.8 m) and 
extending  
in a northerly direction 
following the kerbline for 3 
metres. 
 

 Ebor Street No stopping, at all 
times 

Northeast side, commencing 
28 metres from its 
intersection with Tory Street 
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(Grid Coordinates 
X=2659066.840353 m, 
Y=5988659.159565 m) and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 27.5 metres. 
 

 Ghuznee 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

North side, commencing 139 
metres east of its intersection 
with Victoria Street (Grid 
Coordinates 
X=2658566.736679 m, 
Y=5988944.463751 m) and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 4 metres. 
 

 Taranaki 
Street 

No stopping, at 
all times 

West side, commencing 18 
metres north of its 
intersection with Lukes Lane 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2658985.058862 m, 
Y=5988979.205634 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 14 metres. 
 

 Vivian Street No stopping, at all 
times 

North side, commencing 61 
metres east of its 
intersection with Tory Street 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=2659024.130379 m, 
Y=5988540.574853 m) and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the 
kerbline for 10.5 metres. 
 

 Waring Taylor 
Street 

No stopping, at all 
times 

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 17.5 metres 
northwest of its intersection 
with Featherston Street (Grid 
Coordinates 
X=2658877.764355 m, 
Y=5990093.248938 m) and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction for 9.5 metres. 
 

e) No stopping, at all times – Alexandra Road – Hataitai (TR09-15) 
 

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

 Alexandra Road No stopping, at all 
times. 

West side, commencing from 
southern kerbside of SPCA 
parking area (Grid 
Coordinates: X=1749674.7m, 
Y=5425625.3m) and 
extending in a south-westerly 
direction following the 
western side of edge line for 
28 metres. 
 

 Alexandra Road No stopping, at all 
times. 

West side, commencing from 
northern kerbside of SPCA 
parking area (Grid 
Coordinates: X=1749680m, 
Y=5425631.3m) and 
extending in a north-easterly 
direction following the 
western side of edge line for 
36 metres. 
 

 Alexandra Road No stopping, at all 
times. 

East side, commencing 
opposite to SPCA parking 
area (Grid Coordinates: 
X=1749675.8m, 
Y=5425602m) and extending 
in a north-easterly direction 
following the eastern side of 
edge line for 53 metres. 
 

 Alexandra Road No stopping, at all 
times. 

West side, commencing from 
pedestrian/cyclist crossing 
point (Grid Coordinates: 
X=1749773m, 
Y=5426084.5m) and 
extending in a north-easterly 
direction for 4 metres. 
 

 Alexandra Road No stopping, at all 
times. 

East side, commencing from 
pedestrian/cyclist crossing 
point (Grid Coordinates: 
X=1749800m, 
Y=5426088.8m) and 
extending in a south-westerly 
direction for 16.5 metres. 
 

f) Remove existing Mobility Parking (No Stopping Except for Vehicles 
Displaying an Operation Mobility Card) – Yule Street – Kilbirnie (TR12-15) 
 

 Delete from Schedule B (Restricted Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
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 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  

 
 Yule Street Mobility parking(No 

Stopping Except for 
Vehicles Displaying an 
Operation Mobility 
Card) 

West side, commencing 54 
metres south of its 
intersection with Rongotai 
Road and extending in a 
southerly direction following 
the western kerbline for 5 
metres. 
 

g) No stopping, at all times  – Volga Street – Kilbirnie (TR14-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Volga Street No stopping, at all 
times. 

East side, commencing 60 
metres north of its 
intersection with Hudson 
Street and extending in a 
southerly direction following 
the eastern kerb line for 6 
metres. 
 

h) No stopping, at all times  – Miramar North Road – Miramar (TR15-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Miramar North 
Road 

No stopping, at all 
times. 

West side, commencing 15  
metres north of its 
intersection with Park Road 
and extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
western kerbline for 10 
metres. 
 

i) Metered mobility parks P120 maximum – Balance Street – Lambton (TR17-
15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Ballance Street Metered parking, P120 
maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am-

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 28 metres east of its 
intersection with Featherston 
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6:00pm, Friday 
8:00am-8:00pm, 
Saturday and Sunday 
8:00am-6:00pm. 

Street (Grid coordinates 
x=1748892.6m, 
y=5428436.3m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 20 metres. (9 
angle parks) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

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

Northeast side, following the 
kerbline 28 metres east of its 
intersection with Featherston 
Street (Grid coordinates 
x=1748892.6m, 
y=5428436.3m), and 
extending in a south-easterly 
direction for 12 metres. (6 
angle parks) 
 

j) Metered mobility parks P120 maximum  – Blair Street – Te Aro (TR18-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Blair Street Metered parking, P120 
maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 

West side, following the 
kerbline 85 metres north of its 
intersection with Courtenay 
Place (Grid coordinates 
x=1749274.2m, 
y=5427096.3,) and extending 
in a northerly direction for 
37.5 metres. (14 angle parks) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Blair Street Metered parking, P120 
maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 

West side, following the 
kerbline 85 metres north of its 
intersection with Courtenay 
Place (Grid coordinates 
x=1749274.2m, 
y=5427096.3,) and extending 
in a northerly direction for 34 
metres.(13 angle parks) 
 

 Add to Schedule B (Restricted Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 
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 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Blair Street Metered mobility 
parking – displaying an 
operation mobility 
permit only, at all 
times, P120 maximum, 
Monday through 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 
 

West side, following the 
kerbline 119 metres north of 
its intersection with Courtenay 
Place (Grid coordinates 
x=1749274.2m, 
y=5427096.3,) and extending 
in a northerly direction for 3.5 
metres.(1 angle mobility park) 
 

k) Metered mobility parks P120 maximum  – Courtenay Place  – Te Aro 
(TR19-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Courtenay Place Metered  parking, 
P120 maximum, 
Monday through 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 164 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory (Grid coordinates 
x=1749136.8 m, y=5427129.6 
m), and extending in a south-
easterly direction for 
24.5metres. (4 parallel car 
parks). 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Courtenay Place Metered  parking, 
P120 maximum, 
Monday through 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 164 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
with Tory (Grid coordinates 
x=1749136.8 m, y=5427129.6 
m), and extending in a south-
easterly direction for 17 
metres. (3 parallel car parks). 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Courtenay Place Metered mobility 
parking – displaying an 
operation mobility 

Southwest side, following the 
kerbline 181 metres 
southeast of its intersection 
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permit only, at all 
times, P120 maximum, 
Monday through 
Thursday 8:00am-
6:00pm, Friday 8:00 
am-8:00pm, Saturday 
and Sunday 8:00am-
6:00pm 
 

with Tory (Grid coordinates 
x=1749136.8 m, y=5427129.6 
m), and extending in a south-
easterly direction for 7.0 
metres. (1 parallel mobility car 
park). 
 

l) Remove mobility parking.– Garden Road  – Northland (TR20-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Garden Road No stopping, except for 
vehicles displaying an 
operation mobility card.

East side, commencing 65 
metres south of its 
intersection with Bank Road 
and extending in a southerly 
direction following the 
northern kerb line for 7 
metres. 
 

m) No stopping, at all times – Onepu Road  – Kilbirnie (TR21-15) 
 

 Add to Schedule D (No stopping restrictions)  of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Onepu Road No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 35.0 
metres north of its 
intersection with Endeavour 
Street (Grid coordinates x= 
1750253.5641m  y= 
5423835.0245m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
western kerbline for 12.8 
metres. 
 

 Onepu Road No stopping, at all 
times 

East side, commencing 61.7 
metres north of its 
intersection with Endeavour 
Street (Grid coordinates x= 
1750267.5738  
5423831.7304 meters m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the eastern 
kerbline for 12.4 metres. 
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n) No stopping, at all times – Barnard Street  – Wadestown (TR24-15) 
 

 Add to Schedule D (No stopping restrictions)  of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Barnard Street No stopping, at all 
times 

West side, commencing 161 
metres north of  its 
intersection with Lennel Road  
(Grid coordinates 
x= 1,749,218.6 m, y= 
5,430,301.4 m), and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the 
western kerb line for 8.5 
metres. 
 

o) No stopping, at all times – Cameron Street  – Kaiwharawhara (TR27-15) 
 

 Add to Schedule D (No stopping restrictions)  of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Cameron Street  
 
 

No Stopping at all 
times. 
 
 
 
 

North side, commencing 
132.5 metres north of its 
intersection with 
Kaiwharwhara Road  
(Grid coordinates 
X= 1,749,801.6; 
Y=5,430,953.8m), and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the 
western kerb line for 134.5 
metres. 
 

p) Parking P10 and No Stopping At All Times – South Karori Road  – Karori 
(TR28-15) 
 

 Add to Schedule D (No stopping restrictions)  of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 South Karori 
Road 
 
 
 
 
 

No stopping at all 
times. 
 
 
 
 

Eastern side, commencing 
from a point 115 metres from 
the southern kerb alignment 
of Woodhouse Avenue 
following the western kerb 
line for 4 metres in a 
southerly direction. 
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 South Karori 

Road 
 
 
 
 
 

No stopping at all 
times. 
 
 
 
 

Western side, commencing 
from a point 119 metres from 
the southern kerb alignment 
of Woodhouse Avenue 
following the western kerb 
line for 5 metres in a 
southerly direction. 

 Add to Schedule A (Parking Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 South Karori 
Road 
 
 
 
 

Parking P10 minutes, 
between the hours of 
8.15 am – 9.00 am and 
2.30 pm – 3.15 pm 
Monday to Friday 
during school terms 
only 

Western side, commencing 
from a point 101 metres from 
the southern kerb alignment 
of Woodhouse Avenue 
following the western kerb 
line for approximately 18 
metres in a southerly 
direction. 
 

q) No Stopping, At All Times – Linden Avenue  – Tawa (TR29-15) 
 

 Add to Schedule D (No stopping restrictions)  of the Traffic Restrictions 
Schedule 
 

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 Linden Avenue  
 
 

No Stopping at all 
times. 
 
 
 
 

South side, commencing 53 
metres west of its intersection 
with the western kerb 
alignment of Beauchamp 
Street  
and extending in a westerly 
direction following the 
southern kerb line for 44 
metres. 
 

r) Class restricted parking (bus stop time changes) – Austin Street & Ellice 
Street  – Mt Victoria (TR30-15) 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 115 Austin Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday 8.30am-9am; 
3.15 pm -3.45 pm 
during School terms 

East side, commencing from 
7.2 metres south of its 
intersection with the northern 
kerb alignment of Ellice 
Street and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
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the eastern kerb line for 24.8 
metres. 
 

 91 Austin Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday 8.30am-9am; 
3.00 pm -3.30pm 
during School terms 

East side, commencing 7.5 
metres south of its 
intersection with the 
southern kerb alignment of 
Derby Street and extending 
in a southerly direction 
following the eastern kerb 
line for 27 metres. 
 

 72 Ellice Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday 8.30am-9am; 
3.30pm -5.30pm 
during School terms 

South side, commencing 6.8 
metres west of its 
intersection with the western 
kerb alignment of Austin 
Street and extending in a 
westerly direction following 
the southern kerb line for 59 
metres. 
 

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

 Column One  Column Two  Column Three  
 

 115 Austin Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday 3.00 pm -3.45 
pm during School 
terms 

East side, commencing from 
7.2 metres south of its 
intersection with the northern 
kerb alignment of Ellice 
Street and extending in a 
northerly direction following 
the eastern kerb line for 24.8 
metres 
 

 91 Austin Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday  3.00 pm -3.45 
pm during School 
terms 

. East side, commencing 7.5 
metres south of its 
intersection with the 
southern kerb alignment of 
Derby  Street and extending 
in a southerly direction 
following the eastern kerb 
line for 27 metres. 
 

 72 Ellice Street Bus stop, Monday- 
Friday 8.00 am-8.45 
am; 3.15pm -3.45 pm 
during School terms 

South side, commencing 6.8 
metres west of its 
intersection with  the western 
kerb alignment of Austin 
Street and extending in a 
westerly direction following 
the southern kerb line for 59 
metres 
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Background 
4. The following information relates to the amendments before the Committee for 

approval. 
a) Kaiwharawhara Road, Kaiwharawhara  TR02-15 

 No Stopping, At All Times. 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Kaiwharawhara Road is a principal route connecting the western suburbs to both 
the Hutt Road and Wellington city centre.  Surrounding land use is mostly 
commercial and on-street parking in the area is not restricted, meaning it is very well 
used throughout the day by both customers and commuters. 
 
On a daily basis shopper’s park across the driveway of the business at # 7 as it is 
easier for them to park in front of the garage rather than going further up the road to 
find an empty car park space. This parking occurs all the time due to the demand 
and the unavailability of parking.       
 
Officers recommend that broken yellow lines be placed across the vehicle entrance 
to clearly show that parking is prohibited and eliminate the ongoing problems. 
 

b) Cranwell Street, Churton Park TR04-14 

 No stopping, at all times 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Officers have received a petition from residents to address parking issues at the end 
of Cranwell Street.  
 
Cranwell Street is a cul-de-sac road that provides pedestrian access to Churton 
Park School adjacent to the turning circle.  
 
Every day parents park close to and around the access way including the turning 
circle making access difficult for residents. Furthermore, when children are being 
picked up after school it becomes difficult for parents to use the turning circle, which 
often results in vehicles doing 3-point turns using driveways and causing much 
random manoeuvring/reversing while school children are walking on the adjacent 
footpath. Such manoeuvres and parking practices in such small area are not only 
inconvenient but also unsafe. 
 
Officers therefore propose broken yellow lines at the turning circle to improve the 
safety of this situation.  
 

 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 
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 Lyle Vigers Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 Not as proposed. Please modify to ensure the line only run from Driveway of 

number 43 around cul-de-sac only as far as the driveway of number 42. This will 
allow residents at number 42 to continue parking their vehicle outside their 
residence. The critical times are only 8:30 am to 9 am and 2:30 to 3 pm I f the length 
of lines can be reduce as suggest above then the proposal will have my support. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Joanne Backhouse Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 We have received your letter dated 23 February setting out the proposal to paint 

broken yellow lines in the turning circle at the lower end of Cranwell Street. 
 
While we signed the petition in support of the no stopping area, we did so on the 
understanding that the lines would stop at the south edge of the driveway of no. 42 
Cranwell Street. 
 
Our neighbours at No. 42 Cranwell Street need to park outside their home, and the 
map enclosed with your letter shows the yellow lines continuing across the front of 
their property. 
 
We consider this most unfair and inconvenient not only to them but to to all those at 
the end of the street as their visitors also park in that area. 
 
We would not have signed the petition had we known that this area would be 
included, so could you please remove our name, and note that we object to the 
proposal. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Helen Hassett Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 Thank you for the proposal for this.  We as a resident at 45 Cranwell Street are keen 

for this to proceed. 
  
However, I note from the picture/drawing that the yellow lines indicating no stopping 
proceed fully outside property number 42.  As these residents regular have one of 
their vehicles parked on the road outside, we respectfully request to see if the dotted 
lines can be pulled back to the end of their driveway/start of the red coloured bush?  
  
This would ensure the residents are not impacted and still ensure that the main area 
of the turning circle is marked non stopping and results in those that park there at 
risk of ticketing and hopefully deterred from continuing this practice. 
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 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Bryan Daley Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 I received a TR 04-15 Proposed Traffic Resolution for Cranwell Street in my letter 

box. 
 
I live at 42 Cranwell Street and was asked to sign a petition for a no stopping zone 
around the turning circle, which I did.  The petition had a map showing a zone which 
stopped just past my driveway. 
 
However I find that the TR 04-15 proposed no stopping zone extends further than 
the turning circle, covering the entire front of my property where I park my car.  I 
signed the petition to stop the parents from parking over the driveways, and from 
blocking the turning circle only. 
 
The bad parking behaviour only lasts for an hour around 3PM weekdays and I find 
this proposal completely unreasonable that I will be permanently penalised by not 
being allowed to park outside my own home at all times!  Visitors to my house and 
others in residing in the turning circle also park outside my house. 
Because of this I wish to withdraw my support from the petition and also place an 
objection to this proposal. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Hue Ng Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 Last Year I supported the petition " No Stopping on Cranwell Street, Churton Park 

Cul-de-sac.", organised by my neighbours. 
 
Your proposal is not what we wanted. Would you please consider the shortened 
broken yellow line. Allowing one car to park in front of no. 42 should not cause any 
problems. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 John Tiley Churton Park No 

 Comments: 
 I strongly support the no-stopping proposal in principle but I would like the Council to 

consider a change to the proposed extent of the BYL.   I regularly take my car to 
Cranwell St for both drop off and pick up and am well aware of the problem with the 
turning circle.  The question that concerns me is, with the heavy demand on parking 
spaces particularly prior to 3.00pm, no ‘legitimate’ parking space should be removed 
unless essential.   
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With one car parked between the driveways to 41 and 43 and three others parked 
between the driveways of 42 and 40 I am able to make a turn in the unobstructed 
circle without reversing.  I’ve watched other drivers do the same.  Recently I spoke 
to a driver of a 7-seater to find out whether she could turn similarly – the reply was 
‘only just’.   With that remark in mind, it is possible that the larger 4WD vehicles may 
not make such a turn.    
 
However, the proposed BYL marking across the frontage of No. 43 will in fact allow 
vehicles to enter the circle close to the kerb and take full advantage of the available 
radius and complete the turn without being affected by vehicles parked between 
driveways 42 and 40.  I suggest these parking spaces should remain. 
 
A comment in support of my suggestion – at present “offenders” parking on the 
turning circle are usually last minute arrivals for the 3.00pm pick up who have just 
driven between perhaps 60-70m of parked vehicles on either side and simply decide 
there is no time left to park elsewhere.   If the parking spaces 42-40 are removed it 
will be “obvious” to late arrival drivers that they can park on the BYL in that spot 
without actually causing any obstruction.  They will!   And no doubt the council 
would then receive complaints that the BYL is not being complied with. 
 
Best of luck in resolving this. 

   

 Officers Response: 
 Officers have reviewed all the feedback received and due to residents’ requests and 

their support for #42; Officers have decided to reduce the proposed broken yellow 
lines to preserve parking at the frontage of #42. 
 
Officers recommend proceeding with the amended proposal. 

   

c) Cameron Street, Kaiwharawhara  TR05-15 

 No stopping, at all times 

 Net parking: unchanged. 

 Officers have received a request from residents to address parking in the turning 
circle on Cameron Street.  
 
The turning circle leads to three new private streets. There are existing properties 
already on these streets and the number of houses is expected to increase in the 
near future.  
 
Due to the creation of these streets off the turning circle there is no longer any 
suitable parking space available, however vehicles continue park in the vicinity and 
on the footpath which is obstructing pedestrians and the turning facility. 
 
Officers therefore propose to install broken yellow lines at the turning head to keep 
this area clear and ensure vehicles can safely and easily manoeuvre whilst turning. 
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 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Stephanie Winson Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 This proposed resolution will make turning at the roundabout much easier and will 

also reduce the occasional blocking of traffic access to the three private roads 
(Satchell Way, Hervey Way and Brasch) 

  

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 C Ingrid Devoy Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 This is absolutely necessary as new houses continue to be built and therefore more 

vehicles are using this road. Many cars belong to commuters so this will cause 
inconvenience to them but safety is more important. Thanks. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Peter Devoy Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 None 

   

d) Cable Street, Chaffers Street,Ebor Street, Ghuznee Street, 
Taranaki Street,  
Vivian Street, Waring Taylor Street, Willis Street, Wellington 
Central / Te Aro 

TR08-15 

 Metered Parking, P120 Maximum, Monday to Thursday 8:00am – 6:00pm, Friday 
8:00am – 8:00pm, Saturday and Sunday 8:00am - 6:00pm. No Stopping At All Times. 

 Net parking loss: unchanged 

 There have been a number of modifications to adjacent properties and utilities 
around the Wellington central business area which has resulted in a change to the 
available kerbside spaces. 
 
Following assessment by council traffic engineers, officers propose to install seven 
additional metered on-street car parks in order to utilise the kerbside space more 
efficiently in Wellington Central area. 
 

e) Alexandra  Road, Hataitai TR09-15 

 No stopping, at all times 
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 Net parking loss: 23 parking spaces 

 The Southern Walkway and the Mt Victoria Super D bike track cross over Alexandra 
Road at the SPCA entrance junction. This has always been a very busy crossing but 
the number of cars parking at the entrance way and around the walkway crossing 
junction has significantly increased since the SPCA has opened. The Council are 
developing a formal parking area, which will improve the way cars enter and exit the 
SPCA.  
 
Officers therefore propose to install No Stopping Restrictions directly adjacent to the 
entrance of SPCA parking area and at two pedestrian/cyclists crossing points on 
Alexandra Road.  
 
The introduction of No Stopping Restrictions will prevent vehicles parking too close 
to the accesses and consequently improve the inter-visibility and safety of active 
reserve users and vehicular traffic.  
 

 Feedback received: 

 Name  On behalf of Agree Yes/No? 

 Iain Torrance Wellington SPCA No 

 Comments: 
 Wellington SPCA feedback on the proposal is that we are in agreement generally, 

except we would like to allow parking on the northern side of Alexandra road 
opposite the entrance to Wellington SPCA.   Drawn in a light blue box on the 
attached drawings. 
 
The reasoning being: 

 With the new fencing just completed on that side of the road, there is 
space for vehicles to be off the road. 

 Vision of vehicles driving down the road is not impacted 
  Pedestrians and bikers crossing from the Eastern to Western side of 

Alexandra road are elevated due to the bank, and so have visibility of 
traffic above any cars parked  

 Pedestrians travelling the length of Alexandra road are not impacted as 
there is a path the other side of the fence and new crossing space 

 A large number of car parks have been lost on this section of road 
recently (marked in a red box on the diagram) as the Council have 
installed barriers and a pathway 

 Cars are parking on the southern section of Alexandra road, below the 
entrance to the SPCA on the map, with no safe pathway to the Fever 
Hospital (Page 3 of document).  This volume is increasing and any 
spaces nearer the entrance will help alleviate this problem.  On average 
200 people a day come to Fever Hospital.  We have 50 staff and over a 
1000 volunteers.  

 There is no public transport to the site and so cars are the primary mode 
of transport. 

 
In short, yellow lines are all OK except the ones to the north of the gap in the new 
fence on the eastern side of Alexandra Road opposite the entrance.  Please let 
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visitors park there. 
 
*Supporting pictures available in the attachments 
 

   

 Officers Response: 
 Road realignment work to the north on the adjacent bend to facilitate safe coach 

manoeuvring within the lane, and the newly formed entrance and car-parking area 
to the SPCA has recently been undertaken. The footpath realignment has also been 
undertaken to link definitively the Southern Walkway and the Mt. Victoria Super D 
bike track across Alexandra road, located approximately 10 metres to the north of 
the SPCA entrance. 
 
The walkway attracts a considerable number of walkers, runners’ and joggers and 
the link across Alexandra road is an integral part. It is, therefore, crucial to provide a 
high standard of safety at this crossing point without the introduction of a zebra 
crossing or central refuge islands at this location. These facilities would be out of 
character with the rest of the Alexandra road semi-rural environment. 
 
A review of the extent of the no-stopping proposed has recently been undertaken 
with a site visit and a recheck of the sight lines. It has been confirmed that the safe 
stopping sight distances for a driver approaching at approximately 40 km/h in either 
direction to a pedestrian waiting at the road edge to cross requires the proposed 
restrictions. This is a minimum requirement in this context. 
 
Permanent warning signs have also been placed on both approaches warning 
drivers to expect to see pedestrians on or adjacent to the road ahead. Drivers have 
otherwise no visual cues of pedestrians crossing ahead whilst traversing this 35m. 
radius bend. 
 
Officers understand there is car parking available, also accessed off Alexandra road 
to the south of the SPCA, and there is an off-street walking track which can be used 
to provide ready pedestrian access to the SPCA. The Parks and Recreation Team 
at Wellington City Council will look into more prominent signage of this carparking 
facility. 
 
Officers recommend proceeding with this proposal.  

   

f) Yule Street, Kilbirnie TR12-15 

 Remove existing Mobility Parking (No Stopping Except for Vehicles Displaying an 
Operation Mobility Card) 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Council officers have received a request to remove the existing mobility parking 
space outside 6 Yule Street due to the Mobility Parking no longer being used as the 
resident who used it has moved. 
 
Officers therefore propose to remove this parking restriction and revert the space 
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back to unrestricted kerb side as per the rest of the kerb side along this road. 

g) Volga Street, Island Bay TR14-15 

 No stopping, at all times 

 Net parking loss: 1 parking space. 

 Officers have received a request from a resident in Volga Street to extend the 
broken yellow lines opposite his driveway.  
 
With cars parking directly opposite the driveway the resident is finding it very difficult 
to manoeuvre when entering/exiting his property. The proposed section of broken 
yellow lines will keep access clear for the resident’s driveway. 

h) Miramar North Road, Miramar TR15-15 

 No stopping, at all times 

 Net parking loss: 1 parking space. 

 Members of the public have requested to extend the No Stopping Lines at the 
beginning of Miramar North Road adjacent to Park Road. 
 
At present, vehicles are parking on both sides at the beginning of Miramar North 
Road. It leaves only one lane space for vehicles, particularly buses to pass through. 
Additionally, this congested section is  too close to the intersection which leaves not 
sufficient distance for vehicles to stop when there is oncoming traffic from Park 
Road 
 
In order to improve the safety and accessibility in this area, Officers therefore 
propose to extend the existing No stopping Lines for a further 18 metres on both 
sides of Miramar North Road. 
 

 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Mr & Mrs Strong Miramar Yes 

 Comments: 
 With all due respect, extending the no stop lines a further 10 metres will not solve 

the problem fully.  
 
We firmly recommend the lines be extended not just 10 metres, but an additional 22 
metres or a total of 32 metres to the first lamp post. 
 
We have witnessed many vehicles side mirrors smashed off by other passing 
vehicles. 
 
Also there are young children who ride their bikes up and down this road who do not 
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realise the danger in this area. 
 
Therefore, your most serious consideration for this matter is requested or we fear 
there is a tragedy waiting to happen. 
 

   

 Officers Response: 
 Officers recommend proceeding with this proposal and will consider the request for 

additional no stopping restrictions in the future.  
   

i) Ballance Street, Lambton TR17-15 

 Metered mobility parks P120 maximum 

 Net parking loss: 1 parking space 

 Council, at last years’ 2014 Accessibility Forum, committed to provide additional 
mobility parks within the CBD. In fulfilling this commitment, the eastern section of 
Ballance Street has been identified as an area where two mobility parks will benefit 
users.   

These parks will be located between Featherston Street and Customhouse Quay 
where there are a variety of shops, food establishments and entertainment venues. 
There will be access also to the Waterfront via the Waring Taylor or Whitmore Street 
pedestrian crossings. 

1 in 5 New Zealanders have impairment and a large number of these are mobility 
park users. Council’s Accessibility Advisory Group, representing people living with 
impairments in Wellington, indicated their desire to install these parks at this 
location. Initial consultation with adjacent businesses indicated support for this 
proposal. 
 

j) Blair Street, Te Aro TR18-15 

 Metered mobility parks P120 maximum 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Council, at last years’ 2014 Accessibility Forum, committed to provide additional 
mobility parks within the CBD. In fulfilling this commitment, Blair Street has been 
identified as an area where one more mobility park will benefit users.   

This park, being nearer the northern end of the street, will provide easy access to 
Wakefield Street and the Waterfront where a variety of entertainment 
establishments, restaurants and events are available. The proposed location has a 
flat surface not requiring any physical road alterations and is user friendly. 

1 in 5 New Zealanders have impairment and a large number of these are mobility 
park users. Council’s Accessibility Advisory Group, representing people living with 
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impairments in Wellington, indicated their desire to install a park at this location. 
Initial consultation with adjacent businesses indicated support for this proposal. 
 

k) Courtenay Place, Te Aro TR19-15 

 Metered mobility parks P120 maximum 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Council, at lasts years’ 2014 Accessibility Forum, committed to provide additional 
mobility parks within the CBD. In fulfilling this commitment, the southeastern end of 
Courtenay Place, where there are no mobility parks currently, has been identified as 
an area where it will benefit mobility park users.  

This park, near Cambridge Terrace, will provide easy access to a variety of 
restaurants, food shops, entertainment establishments, and other facilities. The 
proposed location has a flat surface, not requiring any physical road alterations and 
is user friendly. 

1 in 5 New Zealanders have impairment and a large number of these are mobility 
park users. Council’s Accessibility Advisory Group, representing people living with 
impairments in Wellington, unanimously agreed that a mobility park is necessary at 
this section of Courtenay Place.  

 
l) Garden Road, Northland TR20-15 

 Remove mobility parking 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Council officers have been advised that the existing mobility car park outside 35 
Garden Road is not being used anymore as the person who requested it has 
moved. 

 

Therefore, officers proposed to convert this to a coupon park similar to the adjacent 
parks along this stretch of road. 

 

Consultation with residents in the area did not receive any objections to this 
proposal. 
 

m) Onepu Road, Kilbirnie TR21-15 

 No stopping, at all times 

 Net parking loss: unchanged 

 Wellington City Council (WCC) is working to make walking and cycling safer and 
more convenient for people travelling on foot or by bike. With the opening of the 
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shared pathway along the Drainage Reserve, cycle and pedestrian activity in the 
area is expected to increase. Along with this will be a corresponding demand for 
opportunities to cross Onepu Road. Currently, there are no crossing facilities in the 
area. During consultation for the shared pathway many people expressed a desire 
for an enhanced crossing at the pathways intersection with Onepu Road.  

 

It is therefore proposed to create a crossing point located near 83 & 84 Onepu Road 
by installing traffic islands to provide protection for people crossing the road and to 
shorten the crossing distance. As a result, No Stopping restrictions will be 
introduced.  

 

As crossing volumes are likely to be very low, it is appropriate that priority remain 
with the vehicular traffic so a pedestrian crossing is not proposed at this time. 

 

The No Stopping Restrictions will prevent vehicles parking too close to the islands 
and consequently improve the inter-visibility and safety of vulnerable road users and 
vehicular traffic. 

 
 Feedback received: 

 Name On behalf of Agree Yes/No? 

 Ellen Blake Living Streets Aotearoa Yes 

 Comments: 
 We support in principle providing a better crossing of Onepu Rd at the drainage 

reserve and also for proper crossings of other streets along the Drainage Reserve. 
 
We note a traffic island has been proposed. Were kerb extensions considered? 
These provide for a shorter cross distance for walkers and easier sight lines before 
crossing. 
Will there be indications here for cyclists to dismount and walk across the footpath 
and road? How will cyclist safety be promoted at these crossings? 
 

   

 Officers Response: 
 New side islands have been proposed on both sides of the crossing. They will 

provide for a shorter crossing distance and better sight lines.  
 
Cyclists will not be specifically asked to dismount at this crossing. However signs 
will be installed to advise the people on the Drainage Reserve of the upcoming 
intersection and the need to give way to people on the footpath and on the road. 

   

n) Barnard  Street, Wadestown TR24-15 

 No stopping, at all times 
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 Net parking loss: 1 parking space 

 The Fire Services has requested the Wellington City Council to consider removing 
one off-street parking adjacent to a bend on the western side of Barnard Street 
opposite # 55. This location is adjacent to a bend and regularly vehicles park on 
both sides of the road. 
 
Recently a fire truck could not access the road at this location (turning around the 
bend) due the parked vehicles.  Fire engines need to be able to move through this 
street to respond to emergencies without any delays and currently they cannot do 
so if cars are parked on both sides of the street here.  
 
Council officers propose to replace one parking space in front of #46 and opposite 
#55 on Barnard Street with a section of broken yellow lines including the bend to 
improve the public safety.  
 

 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Neil Paviour-Smith Wadestown Yes 

 Comments: 
 I support this proposed traffic resolution strongly being one of the most affected 

local residents. This bend is a bad enough blind corner as it is made worse when 
cars park on that corner. It should be yellow lined as it is let alone for the reason 
given as allow fire engines to get through. 
 
In addition the single carpark space immediately over the road on this corner should 
have to yellow dotted lines on it too so as to prevent cars from parking there which 
make access in to the driveway for 55 and parking for 51 and 53 Barnard Street 
difficult. 
 

  

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Garry & Isobel Evans Wadestown Yes 

 Comments: 
 1. My wife and I are the owners of 44 Barnard St, Wadestown and have your 

letter dated 23 February RE: Proposed Traffic Resolution (TR24-15 Barnard 
Street, Wadestown) 

2. We write in support of the above proposal. 

3. Barnard Street, like so many other Wellington streets, is narrow and is made 
more difficult to negotiate safely by the number of cars parked in the street. 

4. In addition to the cars of resident’s visitors, tradesmen and so on, people 
from other areas use the street to park during the day, collecting their cars in 
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the evening. The use of the street for this purpose has greatly expanded. 

5. The bend in the road opposite 55 Barnard Street is of “bottleneck” 
proportions (as are further bends in the street proceeding northwards). 
Vehicles habitually park on both sides of the road at these bends, making for 
a very narrow passageway/obstructed access/egress. My wife and I are 
aware of the difficulties referred to in the copy of the proposed traffic 
resolution sent to us. 

6. We intend to support the proposal. It is obvious that the proposed restriction 
is necessary in the interest of public safety. 

  

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Tim Burns Wadestown Yes 

 Comments: 
 I have seen the notice for the proposed additional no parking area on the first corner 

in Barnard Street. As a resident of Barnard Street who regularly experiences 
challenges getting through that corner I am fully in support of the planned change. 
 
There are other areas of Barnard Street which also need to be considered as no 
parking areas. The worst section would be between the step entrances to 85 and 97 
Barnard Street. At times when cars have been parked on both sides of the road 
there it has been difficult to get our small VW Beetle through and it would be an 
even bigger challenge for a large emergency vehicle such as a fire appliance. There 
was a proposal for extending the no parking restrictions along this part of the street 
some years ago but we heard no more from the Council officer then looking at it. 

  

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Carolyn Scaddan Wadestown Yes 

 Comments: 
 Thank you for the opportunity to respond and apologies for missing the submission 

date for the above resolution but wanted to provide feedback. We live at 39 Barnard 
Street, just before the bend in question and have on a few occasions seen traffic, 
including fire engines, unable to get past the parked cars. I fully support the 
resolution. 
Barnard Street is very narrow in parts and has some areas where there is a solid 
white line down the centre but there is absolutely no way that you can abide by the 
law and keep to your side of the road due to parked cars.  
 
I have also witnessed many near misses on the next bend from the spot where the 
change is proposed because motorists need to drive down the centre of the road 
due to all the parked cars and they drive too fast for the conditions, having no 
visibility to oncoming traffic. I think the whole road needs reviewing to improve 
safety, I am happy to discuss if you need any further information. 
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 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Wilf & Lyndal Layburn Wadestown No 

 Comments: 
 We live very close to this location and have frequently experienced vehicles parked 

on and around the corner in ab manner that obscures oncoming traffic. 
 
We support the proposed No Stopping restriction on the corner but do not agree 
with the proposed removal of one car park when it does not fully resolve the narrow 
"choke point" outside the adjacent #48A/48B Barnard Street. 
 

  

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Brian Prendergast Wadestown No 

 Comments: 
 Proposal includes replacing one parking space in a narrow part of the street 

because a fire truck could not get through on one occasion.  This parking space has 
been drawn on the aerial photo attached to the proposal. 
 
I have no objection to this, vehicles have only started parking there in recent years.  
Before that it was avoided because the street is very narrow at this point and drivers 
wished to avoid damage to their vehicles.  I have never parked there. 
However I strongly object to the removal of the three parking spaces on the inside of 
the curve. 
 
Somewhat hidden in the proposal is removing three more parking spaces on the 
inside of the curve.  These parking spaces have not been drawn on the aerial 
photo?  The proposed yellow line would go through them.  These spaces are on one 
of the widest parts of Barnard Street.  According to the proposal Fire Services have 
only requested Council consider removing the above one parking space. 
 
It is not correct that cars park on both sides around the curve, there is only one 
parking  space on the outside of the curve, the rest of the outside of the curve is 
made up of three double garages and a driveway, all of which are set well back from 
the kerb.  The aerial photo is some years out of date, an additional property has 
been built at 47 with a double garage at street level. 
 
While not my first choice I have been regularly parking on these three car spaces for 
the last 33 years, what has changed?  They are good safe parking spaces under the 
street lamp.  Yes vehicles have to drive around them, yes occasionally vehicles 
have to stop and give way, but this has the safety benefit of slowing traffic down.  
This is no different too much of the rest of Barnard Street which is congested, 
vehicles drive slowly and give way to one another politely, this works well. 
 
The steps at 51 are the only access to seven properties which only have one off 
street park between them: 1/51, 2/51, 3/51, 1/51A, 2/51A, 1/51B and 2/51B.  The 
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loss of so many parking spaces would be devastating to these properties as the 
street has become very difficult to park in for the reasons below. 
 
From the Lennel/Barnard intersection to almost this curve is completely parked out 
every weekday by commuters who then walk or bus to the CBD, the same cars 
every day. 
 
In the 33 years that I have lived in Barnard Street, in the street length from 
Lennel\Barnard to 54, eight additional garages and three additional driveways have 
been constructed. This has greatly reduced the number of on street parking spaces.  
Of particular disappointment is the large number of garages that do not have 
vehicles in but are being used for storage or other, with in some cases the vehicles 
then being parked on the street. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment 

   

 Officers Response: 
 Officers have considered all the feedback received and have concluded to amend 

the original proposal. The removal of the carpark required to allow the fire service to 
safely access the street remains, however the additional stretch of broken yellow 
lines around the bend have been reduced to keep parking restrictions to a minimum.  

   

o) Cameron Street, Kaiwharawhara TR27-15 

 No stopping, at all times  

 Net parking loss: 22 parking spaces 

 Officers have received requests and a petition, signed by 55 residents from 
Cameron Street, Curnow Way, Marsh Way, Satchell Way, Hervey Way and Brasch 
Way to address parking along the eastern and western sides of Cameron Street 
from Fore Street northeast to and including the turning circle at the northern end. A 
separate proposed traffic resolution, TR 5-15 addresses the concerns at the turning 
circle with No Stopping at all times. 
 
Cameron Street is bounded by new houses on the south and western sides 
between Fore Street and the cul-de-sac in the north. Cars park, albeit observed to 
be intermittently, on the road opposite the residential properties and on the same 
side as the properties. Approximately twenty six properties on Cameron Street are 
affected with petition signatures gained from 12 of these residents. The remaining 
43 signatures represent the great majority of residents in the adjoining side streets 
off Cameron Street who support a no stopping restriction of some form. 
 
Cameron Street consists of a number of bends with limited forward visibility with 
parking, is approximately 7.5 metres wide (measured at no.34), and is on an uphill 
gradient travelling south to north. Residents have witnessed near misses when cars 
are parked on both sides of the road which is primarily due to the limited forward 
visibility, gradient and road geometry. There is a pedestrian / cycle track starting at 
Curnow Way that leads north to Nicholson Road; and a walking path adjacent to 
no.10 that leads to Fore Street (south) and to Hutt Road where there is a regular 
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commuter bus route to Wellington CBD. Residents contend that commuter’s park on 
both sides of Cameron Street and I expect this is in the lower reaches. This has 
raised the safety concerns presented in the petition. 
 
Therefore, officers propose broken yellow lines on the western side of Cameron 
Street from the intersection with Fore Street north to cul-de-sac ( and to tie in with 
the proposals in TR15-15) to clear the western side of the road of parked vehicles 
and to provide a  safer access to serve the residential properties on Cameron Street 
and surrounds.  
 
There are existing parking restrictions on the western side of Cameron Street south-
west of Fore Street to Kaiwharawhara Road. 

 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Victoria Crone Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 As residents of Cameron Street we wholeheartedly endorse the proposal to restrict 

parking having witnessed many near accidents involving cars, trucks and cyclists. 
The narrow road is constantly congested, at times it is hard to access your own 
property when cars park across the narrow road, and also too close to your 
entrance. There is also a tendency for people to drive at speed in Cameron Street 
which makes the road even more dangerous. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Graeme Harris Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 I have to drive along Cameron at least twice a day. I have experienced a number of 

near misses and one minor accident due to the combination of cars parking on both 
sides of the road, the gradient of the road and the fact that it has a number of curves 
in it. The parking restriction on one side of Cameron should be applied. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Stephanie Winson Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 The recommendations made by the Officers are strongly supported. 
   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Faye Munnelly Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
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 There should also be byl’s on the opposite side of Cameron street on a small 
section of road by number 30 on the map at the entrance to Sargeson Way and 
Marsh Way as this is the turning circle most of these cars are using to exit Cameron 
Street, NOT the turning circle at the end of the street. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Andrew Best Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 We are building at the end of the street and have been very concerned about the 

amount of cars that have been parking in the lower to mid Cameron St. it has made 
it very narrow and potentially dangerous when combined with cyclists riding slowly 
uphill (cause let’s face it, the road is steep :-) ) It appears to me by the number of 
cars that these folk are not residents, but commuters or Kaiwharawhara business 
workers. The sister change TR05-15 I’m not as concerned about as I haven't seen 
any issues created at that end other than a potential inability to turn around fully 
using the turning circle. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 C Ingrid Devoy Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 This is absolutely necessary as new houses continue to be built and therefore more 

vehicles are using this road. Many cars belong to commuters so this will cause 
inconvenience to them but safety is more important. Thanks. 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Peter Devoy Kaiwharawhara Yes 

 Comments: 
 None 

   

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Mick Robbers Kaiwharawhara No 

 Comments: 
 My Family Trust own 36 Cameron Street, Kaiwharawhara and I have occupied the 

property since mid-2007. In that time Cameron Street has become more and more 
hazardous to negotiate by vehicle due to the all-day parking on the West and 
eastern side, particularly below the Sargeson, Marsh Ways intersection with 
Cameron Street. In the last two to three years, more and more all day parkers have 
also parked from No 36  going North, on the South Eastern side of the Road 
predominately. With building about to commence at 38 and 40 Cameron Street, and 
with several vacant but sold sites at 44, 52,54 and 56, plus other sites in the 
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remaining North end of the subdivision, the proposal for “No Stopping at All Times”  
along the Western side of Cameron Street including the cul-de-sac, is supported but 
only with the following condition. If imposed as is, all day parkers will simply take all 
available car parking on the south eastern side, preventing residents, trades people, 
builders, emergency vehicles and visitors from parking there. I and others, have 
businesses run from our homes and client accessibility is important to those 
businesses. My wife is wheelchair bound with chronic M.S. and although now in full 
time hospital care, we have a mobility vehicle which I need to be able to park near 
the house for her visits which are generally twice- weekly at least.  Already, we have 
experienced difficulties with obtaining nearby access. Others may be in similar 
 positions now or in the future.. The building of the homes on the South Eastern 
side, although temporary, will also generate vehicle and traffic movements. Once 
the homes are built, those resident and their visitors should be able to park outside 
or near their properties.   
 
My suggestion is a time restriction of 120 minutes, Monday to Friday, 8 am to 5pm 
 be placed on the South Western Side of Cameron Street. That would eliminate the 
all-day parkers and will be fair and reasonable for residents and visitors. It will be 
“resident policed” no doubt. and Resident Car parking Coupons can also be made 
available for residents if required. 
 
It is our submission that unless such a parking restriction is placed in the manner 
described or similar, residents will be unfairly penalised. 
 

   

 Officers Response: 
 Officers have considered feedback from Mr Robbers and have decided to reduce 

the proposed scheme to provide for a continuation of no stopping restrictions on the 
western side of Cameron Street from Fore Street to Sargeson Way only.  

This is an incremental staged approach and as residential developments progress 
on the eastern side of Cameron street, a further assessment will be undertaken of 
the parking and road safety concerns from Sargeson Way/Marsh Way through to 
the turning circle at the top of Cameron Street. 

   

p) South Karori Road, Karori TR28-15 

 Parking P10 and No Stopping At All Times

 Net parking loss: 1 parking space 

 Officers have been in discussions with the Principal of Karori South School and 
have observed parking and manoeuvring concerns in the morning and especially in 
the evening peak pick–up times from school. The school has an enrolment of 
approximately 530 primary age children (Years 1-8 /5-13 year olds) who often have 
to be collected from their class rooms. 
 
The proposal is to formulate a P10 parking restriction to allow 3 cars to park close to 
the side entrance from the school on South Karori Road. This will facilitate short 
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term parking for those parents/carers that need to wait a few minutes for their school 
children to arrive or to collect them from their class rooms. The times have been 
agreed with the school. 
 
Proposed No stopping at all-time parking restrictions (four metres) are proposed on 
South Karori road to facilitate safe exit manoeuvres from a turn circle opposite the 
side entrance to the school; and a five metre section adjacent to the side entrance 
to facilitate improved pedestrian access and sightlines to traffic on the road before 
crossing to the turn circle parking area.  
 
The attached plan shows the full extent of the proposed parking restrictions. The 
restrictions have been kept to an absolute minimum so as not to inconvenience 
general users who park on the road. Commuters to the CBD park in the area 
proposed for the parking and no stopping restrictions and catch a bus at the bus 
hub located on the corner of Arlington Road and South Karori Road. There is 
available carparking further along South Karori road which is calms traffic; on 
Arlington Road; and in the Karori Park & Play carparking area (21 parks) on 
Arlington Road. 
 
The school will monitor the performance of the restrictions and, in particular, the P10 
limits to make sure the desired parking turnover is achieved. 

 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Dougal Mason Karori Yes 

 Comments: 
 We live at no. 17 South Karori Road, and find that parents dropping off their children 

to Karori West School are continually impinging on the entrance to our garage 
(especially in the afternoon). Would it be possible for WCC to paint demarcation 
lines on either side of the entrance to the garages along this stretch of South Karori 
Road to clearly show where cars need to park? 

   

q) Linden Avenue, Linden TR29-15 

 No Stopping at all times 

 Net parking: loss 7 parking spaces 

 Officers have received requests for a no stopping restriction on the southern side of 
Linden Ave between the driveways serving the Linden Social Centre, Bridge Club, 
Plunket and Playground. This proposal addresses these concerns with proposed No 
Stopping at All Times on the southern side of Linden Avenue between the 
driveways. 
 
Linden Ave is a Collector route and serves the area of Linden bounded by Main 
Road (Tawa) to the west and continues to Collins Ave serving the eastern areas of 
Linden and is a route taken by many to access the motorway via Woodman Drive. 
The function of a Collector route is to distribute traffic between and within local 
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areas and form a link between Principal roads (Main Road (Tawa)) and Secondary 
roads.  It is a busy route through-out the day. These restrictions will improve access 
from the driveway but more importantly vehicle movement and road safety along 
Linden Avenue. This is especially important when parking on both sides of the road 
causes concerns when the Linden Social Centre and Bridge Club have high 
patronage in the evenings. On these occasions, two-way traffic is reduced to a 
single lane with restricted forward vision on the bend and gradient. 
 
Therefore, officers propose broken yellow lines on the southern side of Linden 
Avenue on the inside of the bend from the eastern entry drive to the Social Centre 
etc. for a distance of 44 metres in a westerly direction. Three car parking spaces will 
remain up to the exiting driveway. 
 
The Tawa Community Board support this recommendation. 

 Feedback received: 

 Name On behalf of Agree Yes/No? 

 John Joseph Kapi Mana Bridge Club No 

 Comments: 
 We would like to make a suggestion for the yellow lines proposed for Linden Ave. 

 
1. Don’t have the yellow lines which stops parking permanently. 
2. Instead have a time restricted no park signs during busy times. E.g. no 

parking between signs 8am to say 6pm Monday to Friday. 
3. The spaces are used during the evening & weekends when there is little 

traffic. The community centre & bridge club sometimes have events on at 
the same time & the spaces are needed. 

4. To restrict parking permanently is a waste of spaces during non-busy times. 
 
If this space is closed off by yellow lines, the weekends when there is an overflow of 
traffic would cause the parking spaces near the playground to be used up. This 
would restrict the use of the playground on weekends. 
 

  

 Officers Response: 
 Officers note that a concern has been raised regarding the ‘at all times” no stopping 

restriction, suggesting that parking should be allowed in the evening.  
 
The road safety concerns relating to parking on both sides of Linden Avenue 
however relate to the evenings and this is clearly stated in the consultation letter.  
Three unrestricted carparks remain on the western side to facilitate any cars 
wanting to park in this location close to the facilities. There are also unrestricted 
parking a very short away in Findlay and Beauchamp streets. 

   

r) Austin Street & Ellice Street, Mount Victoria TR30-15 
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 No Stopping at all times 

 Net parking: unchanged 

 Greater Wellington Regional Council has approached the Council requesting that 
the timings of the Bus Stops outside numbers 91 and 115 Austin Street and 72 
Ellice Street be changed to provide bus stop facilities for week day school bus 
services that match the current use and requirement of the school served by the 
school bus stops. Wellington East Girls College are also starting the school day 
earlier in 2015. 
GWRC have confirmed that the proposals reflect the current residential parking on 
these streets, that is, cars are parking in these areas outside the proposed time 
changes. 
 
The current signed restrictions do not replicate the traffic resolutions and the 
proposals will resolve this anomaly. 
 
The current and proposed restrictions are as follows, which all include during School 
terms, are as follows: 
 

1. 91 Austin Street (school bus stop) 
 

Current parking restriction: Monday to Friday, 08:30am-
9:00am, 3:00pm-3:30pm 

Change to: Monday to Friday, 3:00pm to 
3:45pm 

 
*Delete the 8:30am – 9:00am parking restriction and extend the afternoon 
parking restriction. 
 
2. 115 Austin Street (Metlink bus stop no. 6009) 

 
Current parking restriction: Monday to Friday, 08:30am-

9:00am, 3:00pm-3:45pm 
Change to: Monday to Friday, 3:00pm to 

3:45pm 
 

*Delete the 8:30am–9:00am parking restriction and extend the afternoon 
parking restriction. 
 
3. 72 Ellice Street (Metlink bus stop no. 6008) 

 
Current parking restriction: Monday to Friday, 08:30am-

9:00am, 3:30pm-5:30pm 
Change to: Monday to Friday, 08:00-08:45am, 

3:00pm to 3:45pm. 
 
*Changes to both the morning and afternoon parking restrictions. 
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 Feedback received: 

 Name Suburb Agree Yes/No? 

 Peter Bennett Mt Victoria No 

 Comments: 
 1. The resolution states that the current parking restriction in the afternoon is 

from 3:30pm – 5:30pm. We believe this may be incorrect as the sign on the 
bus stop says 3:15pm – 3:45pm. This creates a false impression that the 
proposed change is a reduction to the parking restriction time when in fact it 
is an increase of 15 minutes. This error may cause people to not respond to 
the proposed change as they will be lead to believe the parking restriction is 
being reduced. 
 

2. Assuming that point 1 above is correct - the proposed changes are an 
increase of 15 minutes in the morning and 15 minutes in the afternoon. The 
details of why the changes are required are not very specific. The proposal 
states that the bus stop needs to meet the current usage and requirements 
of the school and also that the school is starting earlier in 2015. Can you 
provide more details of:- 
 
a. What the current usage and requirements of the school are and why these 
require an extra 15 minutes for both morning and afternoon. 
b. What is the change in the schools start time for 2015. 
 

3. We understand that parking restrictions are required at school drop off and 
pick up times but the impact on us is our ability to exit and enter our property 
at 78 Ellice street during these times. We have a young family of our own 
and during the restricted times there are often buses parked across our 
driveway. This is more prevalent in the afternoon when the buses are parked 
and waiting for a prolonged period and block our driveway. 

 
In light of the increased disruption and inconvenience to ourselves we would like 
further clarification of what our rights are in respect to entering and exiting our 
property during these restricted parking times. 
 

  

 Officers Response: 
 Greater Wellington Regional Council have provided officers with the following 

additional information in response to the objection received. 
 

1. The school is now starting 5 minutes earlier than it used to, the start time is 
now 8.40am. Morning buses are due to arrive at this stop at 8.20 and 
8.25am and due to the nature of bus services we need to ensure the bus 
stop is clear at least 15 minutes before and after to accommodate early and 
late arrivals of bus services and to ensure the bus stop is cleared before the 
times needed. We also like to make it easy for residents to remember the 
closure times so 15 minute intervals work best for this. 

2. GWRC and NZ Bus are happy to change the afternoon bus stop parking 
restrictions on Ellice Street to between 3.15pm – 3.45 pm instead of between 
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3pm and 3.45pm as there is further bus stop parking on Austin Street from 
3pm for drivers who turn up earlier. Please amend the proposal accordingly. 

 
Officers have amended the proposed start time accordingly. 

  

Conclusion 
5. Officers consider the proposed traffic resolutions will support the achievement of the 

Council’s Transport Strategy Outcomes of safety, accessibility, efficiency and 
sustainability. The Committee is therefore asked to approve the proposed resolutions. 
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 
Recommendations have been publically advertised. 
 
Treaty of Waitangi considerations 
Not applicable. 
 
Financial implications 
The work required is contained in a range of Operating Project budgets. 
 
Policy and legislative implications 
The recommendations comply with the legal requirements for amendments to traffic 
restrictions as laid down in the Bylaws. 
 
Risks / legal  
Not applicable. 
 
Climate Change impact and considerations 
Not applicable. 
 
Communications Plan 
Not required. 
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