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Submitter Details

First Name: lan

Last Name: Apperley

Street: 12 Elphinstone Avenue
Suburb:  Strathmore Park

City:  Wellington

Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6022

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

€ Yes
¢ No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
| do think that car spaces should be clearly marked in some way.

Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it 4




better?

Comments

Do you have any other comments?
Comments

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015




Review and amendments to Part 7: Traffic of Absolutely Positively
the Wellington City Consolidated Bylaw 2008 Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Pancke

Section one - details for the submission form

Ea/M.r i:l Mrs D Ms D Miss D Dr
First name* Last name
Jerm C’; Wi
Street address* ]
2. Huia pweﬂd, \’\a&ox\m .' Nﬁ;\\lmﬁ%h ey

Phone/mobile " Email U

O L 00 582 Jha.qiinz @q AL« 2
* Mandatory fields N U
| am making a submission @/As an individual D On behalf of an organisation D | would lilke to make an oral submission
Name of organisation

You can have your say: «  complete this form, detach and post back to us
+  submitting online at wellington.govt.nz, (no postage required)

+ phoningus on 04 499 4444

« emailing a submission policy.submission@wcc.govt.nz 3 " o
«  requesting an opportunity to make an oral submission.

Subrnissions close at 5pm, 30 September 2015.

Disclaimer:

All submissions (including name and contact details) are published and made available to elected members of the Council and the public. Personal information supplied will be used
for the administration and reporting back to elected members of the Councit and the public s part of the consultation process. All information callected will be held by Wellington City
Council, 101 Wakefield Street, Wellington. Submitters have the right to access and correct personal information.

1. Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to male it clearer that residenits can use electronic technology to pay

for parking? ¥ Yes D No If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
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2. Do you agree with the changes we have mad%:/&e Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy? DYes No [fyou disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
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3. Dovyou agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park spaces must be marked out on the road)
@ No If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

to give the Council more flexibility with road markings? DYes
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4. |s there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it batter? Your comments:

5. Do you have any other comments?

pm OE .

1st fold hera - fasten here once folded .

Please return this submission form
by 5pm on 30 September 2015.
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Freepost Wellington City Council

Proposal: Review and amendments to Part 7: Traffic of the
Wellington City Consolidated Bylaw 2008 (COPOT1)
Wellington City Council

PO Box 2199

Wellington 6140




Submitter Details

First Name: Kate

Last Name: Clarke
Street:  46A Wright Street
Suburb:  Mount Cook
City:  Wellington
Country:  New Zealand
PostCode: 6021

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it
better? 5




Comments

Do you have any other comments?

Comments

It's a real pity that litigious pedants are able to interfere with the council's attempts to make
Wellington look as much fun as it is to live in.

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015




Submitter Details

First Name: Sanje

Last Name: Munathanthiri
Street:

Suburb:  Churton Park
City:  wellington

Country:  New Zealand
PostCode: 6037

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

€ Yes
¢ No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

€ Yes
% No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
Makes this system open to exploitation

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

€ Yes
% No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
Clearly opens up the system for exploitation by parking wardens




Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it
better?

Comments

Do you have any other comments?
Comments

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015




Submitter Details

First Name: Fiona

Last Name: Hodge
Street: 7 Northland Road
Suburb:  Northland

City:  Wellington
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6012

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it
better? 9




Comments

Do you have any other comments?
Comments

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015

10




Review and amendments to Part 7: Traffic of Absolutely Positively
the Wellington City Consolidated Bylaw 2008 Wellington City Council

Me Heke Ki Poneke

Section one - details for the submission form

l Enter your name and contact details

Mr D Mrs D Ms D Miss D Dr

First name* Last name

\ GrANaRD O 'SHAUGHNESSY - ‘
Street address*
(BAa Danie (

Phone/mobile

S't' chw'%h/\)t/\ w:_L(_tN(_';"Ebw ‘

Email

| ‘ A etyain FREE |3 @(ﬂmcu;\sl'.c' o nA

* Mandatory fields
| am making a submission s an individual D On behalf of an organisation would lilke to make an oral submission
Name of organisation I/Eg e

We are keen to get your views on the Review and amendments to Part 7: Traffic of the Wellington City Consolidated Bylaw 2008

e A « complete this form, detach and post back to us
« submitting online at wellington.govt.nz, (no postage required)
« emailing a submission policy.submission@wcc.govt.nz +  phoningus on 04 499 4444

< requesting an opportunity to make an oral submission.
Submissions close at 5pm, 30 September 2015.

Disclaimer:

All submissions (including name and contact details) are published and made available to elected members of the Council and the public. Personal information supplied will be used
for the administration and reporting back to elected members of the Council and the public as part of the consultation process. All information collected will be held by Wellington City
Council, 101 Wakefield Street, Wellington. Submitters have the right to access and correct personal information.

1. Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents can use electronic technology to pay
for parking? L\/ Yes D No If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

2. Do you agree with the changes we hﬁeyﬁde to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the Council can use electronic technology to
Yes

monitor parking space occupancy? D No If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

3. Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park spaces must be marked out on the road)

to give the Council more flexibility with road markings? L\ Yes L INo if you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Tz Blaiv = E N e ﬁ-';,-\\v_\ \9\3 o ()v\—ck‘}sh'

11




OHrev COmmenFsS %
4. lsthere-anything you-think should be added to and/orremeved-fromthe Traffic Bylaw to-make it better? Your comments: —
G"Q"H«é? SHedevre A pmloasm—Q Fhee /s

a) ' e oieture ot froit

(» ’Hf«-@fb O‘Q-(gzhgé,s’ 1 ghsirs @ Loot oty ame Too t/d:r-(‘e/
owv voadS ave Yoo Narre o He biges too I'—aij/“f ng voorn o
uz)nﬂ-ﬂ Wf’\‘j’$-

b\ C.je N Radre @ pasers a ‘-172/0 Snappe card oOnce = 5104, { 51,&“
S-Deaznu-haveanmﬂercommemﬂ b o Hak. lowies

) Of’JZ/V‘\ Nbv\_] ‘{_’OWV" L= "3‘(‘\"-"1 o Lrﬂyp; P 54(4“(67(3
L—\GVV\V"/ Ba vl A .

c\) Ve Willir e &
Q) Bav~ cavs o w%k—cl“’“(]S N~ CBD pakedasan dur;ﬂj rasta LxOMVJ

'P )j ""'““ NoT ‘f‘]%‘?— Nice lq \I“M“‘( b maVl'(Ef(: g v “’ﬂh\jvhé wihe (wmmﬂr/ff

1st fold here - fasten here once folded

Please return this submission forin
by 5pm on 30 September 2015.

2nd fold here )
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Me Heke Ki Poneke

Freepost Wellington City Council

Proposal: Review and amendments to Part 7: Traffic of the
Wellington City Consolidated Bylaw 2008 (COPQT1)
Wellington City Council

PO Box 2199

Wellington 6140
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Submitter Details

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Tasker

Street: 84 Northland Road
Suburb:  Northland

City:  Wellington

Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6012

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
@ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

@ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it
better? 13




Comments

Do you have any other comments?
Comments

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015
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Living Streets Aotearoa %
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www.livingstreets.org.nz

Submission from Living Streets Aotearoa - Wellington

on Traffic Bylaw Review

Contact person: Ellen Blake

Email: wellington@livingstreets.org.nz
Phone: 021106 7139

Date: 30 September 2015

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission.

We wish to see the following amendments to the Traffic Bylaw:

We would like to see a

2.2 b and c- single and multiple parking meters - be oriented so that the obstruction of the
footpath by meters and their users is minimised - this is a simple way to make better use of
footpath space and minimise impact of car users on pedestrians.

4.1 b Add that the front or rear of a car not to overhang the footpath.

6.5 Motorbikes should be able to park in an area controlled by a multiple parking meter.

7.1d Fees charged for resident parking areas should reflect the opportunity cost of restricting
public use of the space, and not just cost to Council.

7.8 b Same as above for exemption permits.

7.7 Resident parking permits should only be available to residents (and not non-resident
landlords).

8.12f Should allow trade coupons to park in resident zones.
8.4.d.iii, “7.6” should be “8.6”

9.1 The only situation where a vehicle can park on a footpath is a bicycle in a Council designated
bike park. We would like to see this limited and all other bicycle parking removed to the road.

9.5 Needs to specify ‘the removal of any cycle left in a parking space or on the footpath’, but what
is in contravention of this clause? Is that 9.1

10




9.9 Bulk bin - add ‘or on a footpath’

10 There should be an ability to ‘book’ a particular parking space to carry out some work/s on
payment of a fee - for example so that a builder can gain access to a building for a period or a
removal company can book space so they can pack out a household over one or two days.

13 (x) cycle parking offence - should also apply on the footpath

Some of the offences for motorbikes should probably be changed so they are not tempted to park
on the footpath.

General comment:

The document needs checking for consistency, particularly where different terms appear to
be used to refer to the same thing. This is generally not considered good practice in legal
documents because it could be inferred that the things being referred to are not the same.
Examples are:

a) “the council”, “Council”;

b) “resolution of council”, “Council resolution”, “resolution of the Council”, “the council by

” «u ” «u

resolution”, “Resolution”, “resolution”;

»n o«

c) “motor-cycle”, “motorcycle”;

»n u »n «

d) “Residents’ Parking Scheme”, “Residents Parking Scheme”, “residents coupon parking
scheme”; “residents permits”, “residents parking permits” (and other examples of
omission or incorrect placement of apostrophes when referring to residents’ permits and
parking areas);

e) “coupon exemption permit”, “coupon parking exemption”, “exemption permit”;

» «

f) “Trade Coupon”, “Trade coupon”.

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

About Living Streets

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

The objectives of Living Streets Aotearoa are:

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

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

. towork for improved access and conditions for walkers, pedestrians and runners including
walking surfaces, traffic flows, speed and safety

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

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

10
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Submitter Details

First Name: Viv

Last Name: Chapple
Organisation: n/a

On behalf of:  n/a

Street: 186 Cockayne Road
Suburb:  Ngaio

City:  Wellington

Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 6035

Wishes to be heard:

€ Yes

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

Correspondence to:
€ Submitter

€ Agent

€ Both

Submission

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that residents
can use electronic technology to pay
for parking?

“ Yes
© No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

Do you agree with the changes we have made to the Traffic Bylaw to make it clearer that the
Council can use electronic technology to
monitor parking space occupancy?

“ Yes
% No

If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:

| consider council double dips on parking space occupancy when there is a compulsory minimum
charge, but the space becomes free. | like to share my paid up until coupon and spread a little joy in
the world. | am surprised the cost of the technology is offset against income from parking. If it is, we
are clearly paying too much!

Do you agree with the proposed removal of section 2.2 in the Traffic Bylaw (that stipulates car park
spaces must be marked out on the road)
to give the Council more flexibility with road markings?

€ Yes

[}
No 17
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If you disagree, can you tell us why? Your comments:
White lines are ugly but clearly understood. They rule out any ambiguity. They are so much a part
of the urban landscape that | am surprised non drivers notice them.

Is there anything you think should be added to and/or removed from the Traffic Bylaw to make it
better?

Comments

Do you have any other comments?
Comments

Attached Documents

File

Traffic Bylaw Review 2015
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