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Annual Plan 20156/17 consuliation survey gquestions

1) Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital”?
L] strongly support @‘/ support (]  neutral L] oppose ] strongly oppose

Comments:

) Will the activities proposed in-the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful reduction in emissions?
¥ Yes Llno
If not, what else could be done?
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3) Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction

2030: 40 percent reduction

2040: 65 percent reduction

2050: 80 percent reduction
Yes L] No

Comments:
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Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:

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

DYes’ LI No

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

L] Yes [ No

6) deliver large-scale Council developments?

[ Yes ] No

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

L ves L] nNo

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

] Yes [ No

Comments:

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

O ves [ No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

10) Do you support the Trust Board's proposed éovernance arrangements, which would define Zealandia as a Council-controlled
orgamsamon?

ld happen to the governance of Zealandia?
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upport the Council’s intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?
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how should the Trust's balance sheet pressures be addressed7
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12) Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund the establishment of their BID?
L] Yes L] No

If not, how should the BID be funded?

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

Initiative Do you agree the Council should fund Is this one of your top five preferred
this initiative in 2016/177? initiatives?
Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan ] Yes ] No L Yes L] No
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub O] vYes J No (] ves [ No
Ngauranga to Airport - minor capital projects ] Yes J No L Yes (] No
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase ] ves 1 No ] ves [J No
Living Wage L] Yes [J No L] Yes [J No
Community Grants changes ] Yes J No ] Yes ] No
New Outdoor Events Series (] ves (1 No (] Yes U No
Toi Poneke support R (] No L] Yes L1 No
Placemaking L] ves L No L1 ves L1 No
Middleton Road U] Yes L No U ves L No
Council art collection (] ves (] No L1 Yes U No

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

|
1 15) Should the Council take responsibility for the maintenance and renewal costs of private wastewater connections in the road reserve?
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Cowunc,] g%a.,qz) have e sclreonec e p!ﬁcz\ﬂc}b,”(é %zz{p Owonerc |
Dioviél4‘illj PU{, N A %Ocsg';é“lor\ OQ ‘-“G‘Ciﬁ'(’;c;ﬁa%QC) é:i\’ﬁc:q”ﬁ("ji@? ch’ﬁ%%‘@g{;
M e )[’chﬂfb?cbf“t prep @:”c:f‘ !"ijlikz_ ’VG&P}CA!CJ{Q/ sz'zc) Gubm&’g;b!@ e

. i 4 > :
weder Foarbing Cx%ﬁszﬁ‘cr;’of‘s = recouer elednc pewer oy

’cf,apgf\]ﬂl?{ LL?Ci'S}’ﬂZ ok T @™ mOl}if\s, IC‘V) Qq”g cy'“@v wcx;{'s:al“ =]
%?&«)@c’\c{ <. Lom,(}cl' N @&y \L’\mz, bbe Separo QV,Q}W, e 4
slerm water Year cound  Flews bub the %ﬁ‘“O?Q‘"éCé O}a’“

! :
Cowy hand (e o ramaz o Qe




on but this information helps us to know who we are reaching. (Note: the information you provide is
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Have you ever made a submissionon a draft Annual Plan before? @{Yes [ INo
the following best describes you? :
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i g‘;qufd‘ok'yoiiybg‘;,lghq‘ to? (You can tick more kt‘yh“an‘ one box) .
[_Icook Island [ | Chinese || other (such as Dutch,

Japanese, Tokelauan, Somali)

| Tongan
Please state:
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|| Niuean
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I would like to speak at a submission hearing Ll Yes [V No

| am making this submission as an [V Individual L] Organisation

Name of organisation

Annual Plan 2016/17 consultation survey questions

1) Do you support Wellington City Council's aspiration to be the “low-carbon capital"?
strongly support O support L] neutral O  oppose (] strongly oppose

Comments:

2) Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan contribute to a meaningful reduction in emissions?
[ Ves O No
If not, what else could be done?
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3) Do you agree with the recommended emission reduction targets for the city?

2020: 10 percent reduction

2030: 40 percent reduction

2040: 65 percent reduction

2050: 80 percent reduction
Yes L] No

Comments:
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Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:

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

m/Yes I No

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

E(Yes 1 No

6) deliver large-scale Council developments?

B/Yes 1 No

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

E/Yes 1 No

8) take a leadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a timely market response?
Yes O No

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

es [ No

If not, what is your preferred approach?

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

Yes [ Ne

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

11) Do you support the Council's intention to buy the Zealandia Visitor Centre for $10.34 million?
Yes ] No

If not, how should the Trust’s balance sheet pressures be addressed?
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12) Do you support the use of a targeted rate for the Kilbirnie Business Network to be able to fund the establishment of their BID?

[ Yes [ No
If not, how should the BID be funded?

Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan [E/Yes | [] No T ] Yes; E] No |
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub O Yes [ No (] Yes J No
Ngauranga to Airport - minor capital projects [\ Ves [ No (] Yes J No
Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase [ Yes I No ] ves [ No
Living Wage VYes (] No @/Yes (] No
Community Grants changes B/Yes J No 0 Ves ] No
New Outdoor Events Series [ Yes O No O Yes (] No
Toi Poneke support [ es O No J Yes O No
Placemaking Mes O No [ Yes - [JNo
Middleton Road ™ Yes [T No ] Yes J No
Council art collection [UAves [ No L] ves [ No

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

Comments:

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

O Yes O No
q
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|V female

My ageis E under 18 years [ ]18-29years ] 30-39years _JU 40-49 years ‘:] 50-59 years D 60 years or older

DYes ‘:] No

Have you ever made a submission on a draft Annual Plan before?
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Talava Sene

From: BUS: Annual Plan
Subject: RE: Annual Plan

From: Paula Newton [mailto:paula.newton@xtra.co.nz]
Sent: Tuesday, 3 May 2016 11:54 a.m.

To: Laura Woodward

Cc: Eve Armstrong

Subject: Fwd: Annual Plan

29 th of April !

So Sorry people - I've had quite bad sinusitis. The on line submission form has been taken off now.

| support an increase for the City Council Art Collection.l

| came to work with the collection in 2012 as an external contractor de-installing art work from the Town Hall. The
high calibre of the collection is very impressive. With such important historical art work it is good to know the

Council recognises the increasing need for professional care and management.

Paula
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Talava Sene

From: Liz Springford <liz.springford@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, 3 May 2016 7:13 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: WCC Carbon & Annual Plans 2016 - individual submission Liz Springford
Attachments: WCC Annual & Carbon Plans 2016 Liz Springford submission.docx

kia ora

Thanks to Neil MclInnes for the chance to send this (attached) submission today.
I would also like to present my submission at the Council hearing thank you.
gratefully

, Liz
16 Chatham Street Berhampore Wellington 6023, ph 04 9709 126 or 021 0617 638
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Wellington City’s Carbon & Annual Plans 2016/17 - Liz Springford submission
This is a brief personal submission and | welcome the chance to talk with the Council too thanks.

Post-Paris, let’s update our plan as our ‘Carbon Zero Capital Plan’ with targets that lead us to zero
net emissions in just over 30 years. The more quickly we move the better, so that we avoid ‘white
elephant’ infrastructure and we create the safety margins usually expected for city services.

Let’s focus on Wellington’s most vulnerable households — ‘warm up’ every home before 2020 and
work with various communities to make sure the transition to zero net emissions is fair and feasible.

Our global climate is destabilising from excess greenhouse emissions from all sources — including
international travel. The margins to try to keep global warming to 1.5'C (as agreed a few months
ago) are too tight to continue to ignore international aviation and shipping.

Investing any ratepayer money in any airport expansion without examining the climate-damaging
emissions impact is not justifiable on economic, social or environmental grounds. The Environment
Court is unlikely to consider climate impacts under current RMA law — that is WCC's responsibility.

Let’s plan to have widespread car share well in place before 2020, to complement safe active
transport routes and all-electric public transport (preferably light rail for the scale we need). WCC
has an exciting opportunity to share the corporate fleet with residents this year and build serious
partnerships with car share operators for successful car share scale similar to taxis — 500+ cars?

Electric charging, electric cars and biofuels are good for residual private transport, but it's active and
public transport complemented by car share that is the heart of zero emissions transport. This
transport threesome also makes WCC's transport hierarchy policy a reality — with safer streets and
cheaper, healthier, efficient, accessible choices for everyone.

As WCC states, mitigation is first line of defence when it comes to adapting to a changing climate —
actually if we don’t stop creating the problem then our adaptation challenges become impossible.

‘Realistic’ means ‘ambitious’. Let’s turn our planning around and ask if we are really committed and
creative how guickly could Wellington become NZ's Carbon Zero Capital? What would that look like?
Could we drop our emissions by a third before 2020? How do we think broadly about our needs?

Reframing as ‘Absolutely Accessible Wellington® (rather than ‘Let’s Get Welly Moving') recognises
virtual access especially of the younger generation, not just real-time access. Could Wellington
become a centre of excellence for teleconferencing? What do we do about our waste? Could we
have more localised food, water and energy sources? To put our targets in context, a UK climate
campaign encouraged households to reduce their emissions footprint by 10% each year...

Lastly, a short story... a while back, | chanced on a history of Wellington’s Tararua Tramping Club.
What stuck in my mind was that during WW?2, the tramping club effectively became the
‘Orongorongo Tramping Club’ for a few years. Petrol was tightly rationed, all resources focused on
the war effort, so trampers took the ‘Cobar’ ferry across the harbourto tramp in the Orongorongos.
The club didn’t stop because the Tararuas were out of reach. They focused on what really mattered
— tramping in good company — and that’s what they continued to enjoy.

Liz Springford phone 04 9709 126 or 021 0617 638, email: liz.springford@gmail.com
16 Chatham Street, Berhampore, Wellington 6023
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Talava Sene

From: Liz Springford <liz.springford@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, 3 May 2016 5:16 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: OraTaiao: The NZ Climate & Health Council submission on WCC's Low Carbon Plan
and Annual Plan 2016/17

Attachments: WCC Annual & Carbon Plans 2016 OraTaiao The NZ Climate & Health Council

submission.docx

Kiaora

OraTaia0's submission on Wellington City Councils draft Low Carbon Plan and Annual Plan 2016/17 1s
attached. We welcome the opportunity to also speak to this submission, thank you.

As discussed with Neil McInnes of WCC Democratic Services, the deadhne for this written submussion has
been helpfully extended to Tuesday 3 May.

best wishes, Liz

Liz Springford BA, MPP (merit)
Executive Board member

OraTaiao: The New Zealand Climate and Health Council

www.orataiao.org.nz
www.facebook.com/CraTaiao

c/- 16 Chatham Street
Berhampore

Wellington 6023

021 0617 638, ++64 4 9709126
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®ralalao

NZ Climate & Health Council

WWwWw.orataiao.org.nz

30 April 2016

Wellington Gity Gouncil’'s Annual Plan 2016/ 17 and Carbon Han Consultation

AL Summary
This submission introduces CraTaiao, describes the basis for our submission, and respondsto WQC's
Draft Low Carbon Capital Han and Draft Annual Han 2016/17 consultation questions.

Asdiscussed with Neil Mclnnes of WOC Democratic Services, the deadline for this written submission
has been extended to Tuesday 3 May thank you. We would also like the opportunity to speak to this
submission, thank you.

Qur top ten points are:

1.

10.

Update to a ‘Carbon Zero Capital FHan’ as a clear focus for all Wellington's investment
decisionsand pdlicies—reflecting the new global climate zero-net-emissionsaction reality
and the 1.5’Caspirational warming limit agreed in Paris a few monthsago.

Update reduction targets to: 100%by 2050, 80% by 2040, 50%by 2030, and 20% by 2020,
because earlier reductionsare better and safer, and post-Paris, ‘developed’ countries|ead.

Recognise that ‘realistic’ means ‘ambitious —Wellington’s plateaued emissions over last
fifteen yearsmean we need much stronger deliberate action and investment now.

Urgently update adaptation planning with the latest range of local scenarios— MfEs‘0.5-
0.8m sea level rise’ advice from eight years ago was always intended asa minimum to
update.

Green all Wellington’s growth projects — urgently estimate the proposed runway
extension’s emissions impact (WQCisresponsible for climate impact, not the Environment
Court), and include cdlimate-damaging emissions from international travel growth in GHG
Inventory.

St atarget to ‘warm up’ all Wellington’svulnerable households over the next three years.

Fan for ‘Absolutely Accessible Wellington’ not ‘Let’s Get Welly Moving' — our city's tri-part
transport core is safe active transport for all ages and affordable attractive all-electric public
transport (light rail) for longer trips, complemented by widespread convenient car share.

Accelerate car share by sharing WQOC's fleet now, active partnership, ‘MCIER and more parks.

Hectric and bio-fuelled private vehiclesare for residual private transport needs —biofuel
advocacy with investment now in electric charging and electrifying WCCsfleet isuseful.

Research with Wellington’s most vulnerable households on how WQCcan support healthy
and fair transitionsto a zero net emissions future — co-creating initiatives (including cheaper
public transport fares) to quickly put into practice with ongoing evaluation to improve.
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B Whowe are

OraTaiao: The New Zealand Qimate and Health Gouncil (OraTaiao, The Council) is an incorporated
society of over 420 health professional members calling for urgent and fair climate action —with real
health gainsnow and for our future.

We know that climate changes fundamentally threaten human health and wellbeing —and that well-
designed climate action can mean greater health and fairnessin both the short and longer term.

Within itsmembership, CraTaiao has some of the world’sleading climate-health experts, and is
consolidating linkageswith health bodies and other climate-health organisationsin New Zealand and
internationaly. See more at the OraTaiao website, www.orataiao.org.nz.

C Qubmission basis

OraTaiao bases this submission on the following:

Health gainsnow: Well-designed emissions reduction policiescan give substantial cost-
effective health gainsin the shorter term —additiona to longer term reduction of climate
threatsto our health and wellbeing.

Health threats. Failure to achieve global greenhouse gas emissionsreductionsand
consequent climate change will bring health damage and costs.

Inequity: Uncontrolled climate change has the potential to increase heath inequities.

Pdlicy design matters: The impact of greenhouse gas emissions reduction policies on health
equity and other equity domainswill depend on the design on the pdlicy.

Inaction to date: AsWQOCacknowledges, central government climate action (ETSand
research) has had no real impact to date, with NZemissions continuing to increase.
Wellington’s emissions have plateaued over the last 15 years, rather than hopefully halving.

Accelerated gobal ambition: Four months ago, the world agreed to strengthen the climate
change response “in context of sustainable development efforts to eradicate poverty” to
hod globa warmingto “well below 2'C, and “pursue efforts’ to limit the increase to 1.5°C'.
The world also agreed to “dobal peaking of greenhouse gas emissions as soon as possible”,
“recognising that peaking will take longer for developing country parties” and to “undertake
rapid reductions thereafter in accordance with the best available science” so the world
reaches net zero emissions in the second half of this century®.

Pressure toincrease domestic reductions: NZ has agreed to reduce our greenhouse gas
emissions 30%below 2005 levels/ 11%below 1990 levels by 2030 (short term target) and
will be expected to increase ambition over time. NZisamongst the highest per capita
emitters and has one of the least ambitious pledges despite the expectation for developed
nationstolead. Currently, gobal pledgesadd up to at least 2.7 Cwarming, addingto
pressure for greater reductions.

Better modelling needed: BEconomic modelling of Council pdlicy should follow good practice
(as outlined by the NZ Treasury) and consider all societal costs and benefits
http://www.treasury.govt.nz publications/ quidance/ planning/ costbenefitanalysis

T Article2: 1. (a) “recognising that this would significantly reduce the impacts and risks of climate change”
% Article4: 1. And noting that the UN's climate science panel says by 2070 to avoid dangerous warming.

2
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D: Annual Aan 2016/ 17 Gonsultation Survey questions
1. Low Carbon Capital
1) Do you support Wellington Gity Council’ saspiration to be the “low-carbon capital”?

OraTaiao strongly supports WOC's aspirations — and strongly recommends updating the Flan titleto
reflect the new global climate zero-net-emissionsaction reality agreed in Paris a few months ago.

It'stime for Wellington to aspire to be the ‘Carbon Zero Capital’ post-Paris. Thisis a clear goal
(rather than the somewhat subjective ‘low carbon’) and will better focusall Wellington’sinvestment
decisions and pdlicies. Better still, WOQCcould become the ‘Zero Bmissions Capital’ by mid-century —
just over 30 yearsaway.

‘Zero’ is‘net emissions (asagreed at Paris) so WQCcan calculate how much forestry emissions
absorption is a wise use of limited Wellington land, and the gross emissions reductions needed to
take usto zero net emissions by 2050.

2) Will the activities proposed in the draft Low-Carbon Capital Han (‘Carbon Zero Capital Flan’)
contribute to a meaningful reduction in emissions?

No overall. The lesson from the plateauing of emissions over last fifteen yearsisthat much stronger
deliberate action is needed torapidly reduce emissions. There isn’t really a choice.

We congratulate WQCon:

recognising the health co-benefits of active transport

claiming a strong advocacy role for pdiciesand initiatives to reduce city and NZ emissions

recognising vulnerable Wellingtonianswho rely on public transport because they have no
alternative (however we need widespread increased public transport use)

helping set up the Greenhouse Gas Inventory and the Gty-wide Ehergy Calculator
T attaining CBMARScertification
at least more or less plateauing measured city emissions over the last fifteen years

and recognising that: “After all, mitigation is first line defence when it comesto adapting to
climate change. If we don’t stop creating the problem then our adaptation challenges
become even more difficult” (or more accurately: “ our adaptation challenges become
impossible™)

We urge WCCnot to underestimate our city’'s capacity for change with statements such as ‘most of
the available leverstoreally accelerate action on climate change lie with central government’ (p.12),
nor underestimate the extent and range of climate changes ahead: ‘0.5-0.8m sealevel rise local
councils are asked to plan for by central government’ (p.13). This MfEguidance from around eight
years ago wasalways intended asa minimum, with loca councils expected to use the best and most
up-to-date advice for their areas.

PILLAR ONE—- Greening Wellington’s Growth

Overall, greening Wellington’s growth meansgreening all growth and future projects— climate-
damaging emissions from international travel growth have to be counted and considered. Qur global
climate is destabilised by all emissions growth, regardless of source.

Before going any further with the airport runway extension proposal, WCCurgently needs the best
estimates of emissions impact of the proposed runway extension. Asthe Resource Management

3
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Act iscurrently written, WQCappears responsible for considering the runway extension’sclimate
impact —ironically not Environment Court, despite the overarching threat to our environment (plus
health and economy) from climate changes.

Investigate phasing out the Minimum Parking Requirement (MPR) We suggest replacing thiswith
MCR (Minimum Car Share Requirement) with one car share park for every 10-15 dwellings. To
keep Wellington compact, we agree that businesses, housing, community facilities, food-producing
gardens, forestry, public transport lanes, walkways and safe cycleways are amuch better use of
limited urban land. WOCneeds torapidly scale up attractive car share, active and public transport
modes to reduce the volume of private car ownership which is already making driving difficult in too
many of Wellington’snarrow suburban streets, and taking away valuable safe cycling and walking
space. Widespread car share is the key that enables WOC s agreed transport hierarchy to bereality.

Continue the Smart Energy Challenge Yes, this encourages innovation.

Investigate incentives for sustainable building solutions This appears especially urgent, as the
buildings constructed this year are likely to limit the capacity for zero net emissionsliving during the
second half of this century. Could WCCpartner with academia and business associationsto ensure
that there are no excuses for not knowing how to build sustainably? And from 1 July 2016 onwards,
introduce variable building consent charges which strongly encourage sustainable building and
heavily penalise unsustainable building. WOC also needsto clearly advise property owners of their
best case and worst case future sea level, flooding, landdip and storm risks over the lifetime of
proposed new buildings and renovations, so that all decisionsare made with eyes wide open —and
no future legal liability for WQC.

Investigate alternatives for sewage dudge disposal We encourage WCOCto quickly investigate
beneficial uses for this sludge —without significantly increasing human health risks (both from
communicable diseases and greenhouse gas emissions).

Home Energy Saver We especially encourage targeting and support for vulnerable households.

Warm Up Wellington Yes, thishas important health and health equity co-benefits. We encourage
WQCto set atarget of ‘warming up’ all Wellington’s vulnerable households over the next three
years, with annual milestones. The cooling capacity of insulation will also become increasingly
important for household heath as Wellington’s daysand nightsbecome hotter more often.

The Smart Buildings Challenge Yes, this encouragesinnovation.

Solar Power Yes, we agree with both the increased awareness of energy use and resilience. The cost-
effectivenessislikely to change if a social cost of carbon is applied, and new battery technology
enablesstorage.

PILLAR TWO- Changing the way we move

Healthy climate-friendly urban transport has three essential mutually supporting components — safe
active transport, electric public transport that’sattractive, reliable, frequent and affordable (light rail
givesthe scale Wellington needs), and widespread car share for convenient car hire by the hour.
Private vehicle use isfor the residual journeyswhich are difficult to make by leg or shared transport
for variousreasons. Wellington already hastoo many private vehicles using valuable land space —
but needsat least ahundred times more car share vehiclesto hire easily throughout the city. Rapidly
growing safe active and attractive electric public transport, supported by car share, istop priority.
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Hectric and bio-fuelled private vehiclesare for residual transport needs, although investment now
also helps grow the scale we'll need for zero emissions transport.

Support car sharing and electric vehicle charging Research shows internationally that car share
needs rea partnership —either with aloca council or public transport company —to quickly get the
scale and visibility required to build customer confidence that a car will be reliably and easily
available whenever needed (referencesavailable on request). Thisis much more than free car parks
—although these are useful, and we note WQC aready supplies over 400 free taxi car parks and
numerous bus stops to other privately and publicly operated shared trangport modes. The scale of
car parks needed over the next three yearswith real car share partnership for rapid growth may be
more like 500, rather than 100. If finding parks in highly visible areasis difficult, this suggests an even
greater urgency in building car share as car share rapidly reduces the need for private vehicle
ownership and storage. Ultimately, we want all-el ectric car share fleets, but in the short term, even
petral cars substantially reduce emissions, private car ownership and inefficient land use, increasing
active and public transport use.

Car sharing WOC needsto consider international research on rapid car share uptake and move
beyond free car park alocation, to actively workingin partnership to build the scale of car share
needed (references available on request). This may include working with NZTAand GWRCfor shared
funding ascar share freesroad space for safer cycleways and walkways, and decongests roads for
both public transport and private transport use. WQOCdependence on car parking revenue creates
risky incentives not in our city’'soverall best interests — akin to reliance on revenue from taxing
cigarettes.

Invest in active and public transport modes OraTaiao strongly supports WQOC s expansion of
Wellington’sactive and public transport networks. Investingin cycling has a high benefit-cost ratio
with an estimated return of up to $25 for every $1 spent on safe segregat ed cycleways (Macmillan et
al®). Wellington needs safe cycling routes for all journeysunder 2km and most under 20km. We
suggest a ‘ten year old’ test —would most parents feel comfortable with their ten year old cycling
thisroute to schodl ?

Advocating for lower fares across our Fublic Trangport Network We appreciate WCOC s recognition of
high upfront public transport costs, especially for low income travellers and compared with other
local authorities. OraTaiao would like to see WOCwork with GWRCto experiment with cheaper fares
to better support lower emissionstravel by low income residents and build public transport use
especialy amongst younger travellers. For example, perhaps al children could travel free, 18-25 year
olds, over 64 year olds and Community Service card holders could travel half-price during peak hours
and free during off-peak? This could be trialled for three monthswith widespread publicity to
evaluate the impact on public transport use.

Promote electric vehicle uptake Bectric vehicles fulfil residual private transport needs —active and
public electric transport and car share must become the predominant urban transport choices. The
average age of NZs private vehicle fleet hasincreased to 14 years— which suggests at this stage,
simply relying on replacing petrol and diesel vehicles with electric, will take far too long for climate
stability, and will be limited to high income households for some time. However, startingnow to
promote and facilitate electric vehicle uptake isstill valuable for future-proofing Wellington.

*Macmillan A, Connor J, Witten K, Kearns R Rees D, Woodward A. The societal costs and benefits of commuter bicycling:
simulating the effects of specific policies using system dynamics modelling. Environ Health Perspectives 2014;122(4):335-
44. http:// ehp.niehs.nih.gov/ 1307250/
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Advocate for greater support of biofuels Smilar pointsapply to biofuels as electrifying private
vehicles. However, NZ has exciting potential with waste product use to be energy-independent with
zero emissions transgport through a combination of active transport, electric public transport and car
share, supplemented by electric and bio-fuelled private vehides. We support WQOC's advocacy.

PILLAR THREE- Leading by example

CEVIARS certification and Invest in energy saving across the business We urge ambitious emissions
reductions—which will have co-benefits of learning for city-wide leadership plus ratepayer savings.
We also strongly recommend that W(QCinitiate a ‘One-in-Five’ approach to all domestic and
internationad air travel from 1 luly thisyear — reducing one in five flights for sizeable emissions
reductions and savings in time and rates. We encourage WCCto increasingly experiment with
meetings and presentations by teleconference (as initiated at recent Car Share Policy hearings).
Companiessuch as Tonkin & Taylor may be able to share experience in reducing their travel
footprint.

Council Vehicle Heet We encourage every vehicle replacement to be electric from now on, which will
also help grow the second-hand electric vehicle market in Wellington speeding city-wide uptake. As
WCCintendsto reduce the fleet, thiscan be a cost-neutral change overall. We also strongly support
WQC making its fleet available to Wellington residents as car share vehicles. Thisisan incredibly
important move torapidly grow car share to the scale we need. Widespread publicity will be vital.
Perhaps WQOC could start by making half the fleet available for car share from 1 July this year, and
evaluate learnings at year end.

Deliver ‘Love Food, Hate Waste’ with national partners OraTaiao supportsthis plan and recommends
WCCinvestigate barriers preventing 99%food business uptake of WQOC s Kai to Compost programme
and Wellington’s KaiBosh food recycling initiative. Aswell as public education on food waste,
perhaps convenient community compost collection points could be created suburb-wide.

Procurement All procurement should be heading towards our zero net emissions future.

Driving Saff Behaviour change Ferhaps WQC could celebrate and share the experiences of ‘Qimate
Champions — including a diversity of WOCCouncillors, managers and staff — talking about their
experiencesin reducing their emissions footprints? This would help create a social norm of being
climate-friendly and spread ideas and experiencesthat work for diverse situations and preferences.

Making maximum use of the levers we do have We strongly support WOC s maximum use of levers.

Carbon management policy and forestry WOCmay be best to take a longterm investment approach
toincreasing forestry and native regeneration until emissions prices climb substantially.

Improving consideration of climate issues OraTaiao understands that WCCreports currently simply
state whether there is a positive or negative impact on climate, without any quantification of impact.
WQOCneeds to better understand the climate impact of every significant decision, so we urge
increasingly more sophisticated reporting of climate impacts. dimate impacts are arguably more
important than financial impacts aswe prepare for our zero net emissions future.

What else could be done?

Urgently measure the emissionsimpact from increased domestic and international flights
expected from both the airport runway extension proposal and the airport’s overall growth plans.
WCCneeds to take a consistent approach to all sources of emissionsin thisregion.
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OraTaiao would also like to see 2016 research with Wellington’s most vulnerable households on
how WCQCcan support healthy and fair transitions to a zeronet emissions future — co-creating
initiatives that are then quickly put into practice with ongoing evaluation and improvement.

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

No, the targets need to be more ambitiousto reflect the need for developing countriestolead on
zero net emissions. Being ‘reaistic’ meansbeing more ambitious— our reality is now a fragile global
climate with increasingly limited atmospheric space. The longer we delayed (aswe have in NZand in
Wellington), the faster we need to move now. A changed baseline isnot an excuse to reduce
ambition —we need to catch up quickly.

Bmissionsreductions over the next few years are more useful in stabilising our climate than in a
decade or two hence. o gtart fast and choose the lowest emissions option with every investment.
The global atmosphere hasa very limited capacity for more greenhouse gas emissions, the lesswe
emit now, the safer our margins for safety. Think of emissions asa budget that we want to use as
little aspossible after ignoring itslimits for too long.

WQCCalso needs to factor in the likely escalating cost of emissions globally by using a social cost of
carbon in decision-making. Thisis about wise stewardship of a rating base which islikelytobe
subject to gobal economic upheava and the rising adaptation costsalready reality over the coming
decades.

More realistic city targetswould be: 2020: 20%, 2030: 50%, 2040: 80% 2050: 100% (regardless of
population change) in net terms. We know in our own lives that we can get good emissions
reductions quite quickly - but securing our future isateam effort. The world hasjust agreed in Paris
to zero net emissions in second half of this century, with 'developed' countriesleading—and the
faster we move, the better off we will be. More realistic targets focus every new infrastructure
purchase —will it fit a zero net emissions future? We suggest that targets for Council operations be
more ambitious — perhaps by treating these same percentage targetsas reductionsin gross
emissions, rather than net emissions. In this way, VWWQCcan lead in emissionsreduction, gaining
experience to apply more generally.

OraTaiao would like to see international travel included in the regional greenhouse gasinventory
this year. Aviation causes perhaps near 4%5%of global warming (through both CO2, non-0C2
greenhouse gasemissions, and altitude effects) and aviation GHGemissions will likely double or
even quadruple by 2050.* At the moment the Council is flying blind. Any Wellington emissions
reductions are likely to vanish with expandinginternational travel, let alone the plansto extend
Wellington’sairport runway. Thisisa global equity issue —we don't have to all become flightless
kiwis but we do need to reduce al emissions sources, not escalate. Asa growing source of emissions
from theworld’ srich, pressure isgrowing internationally to count international travel emissions so
future planning and investment needsto explicitly take these emissions into account.

2. Urban Development Agency

Should the Council establish an Urban Development Agency to:

T lead and co-ordinate the physical regeneration of strategic parts of the city? Yes

parcel land together and increase the supply of affordable housing? Yes

deliver large-scale Council developments? Yes

demonstrate good practice in housing development urban design and sustainability? Yes

*refer to Section 2 2. Airport runway extension’ of OraTaiao’s submission on WQC's Draft Long Term Han 2015-2025, at
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/ orataiac/ pages/ 153/ attachments/ original/ 1442182688/ \WCC LTP 2015-25.pdf

7
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take aleadership role in areas where earthquake-prone building issues are preventing a
timely market response? Yes
Comments. OraTaiao urge that al Urban Development Agency decisions be made in the context of
our zero net emissions future. This means urban development that keeps our city compact and
accessible; respondsto vulnerability to coasta erosion, flooding and dips; encourages zero net
emissions buildings; and increases health equity and resilience.

3. Zealandia Governance, Food Act fee changes and Private wastewater pipes
OraTaiao hasno comment.

4. Kilbirnie Business Improvement District

OraTaiao hasno comment on targeted rate use for the Kilbirnie Business Network’suse to improve
businessesin the district. However, we note that areas of Kilbirnie appear to be increasingly prone
to flooding, with projected worsening with sea level rise.” We urge WCOCto work with Kilbirnie
businessesto ensure they understand the range and likelihood of climate change-related impacts
and sea level rises over thiscentury, to avoid wasted investment and legal risk.

5. Other initiatives which Gouncillorshave proposed for 2016/ 17 funding consideration
Qur top five preferred initiatives for 2016/17 funding from WQCslist are:

7 Ngaurangato Airport (minor capital prgjects) and Middleton Road -
OraTaiao supports projectsthat increase the quality and quantity of active and shared transport.

Living Wage and Community Grants changes -

Asclimate changes affect Wellington’s most vulnerable households first and worst, OraTaiao
supportsinitiativesthat reduce vulnerability and increase health equity.

T Lyall Bay Foreshore Resilience Plan -
With all adaptation policiesand projects, OraTaiao encourages WQCto use the best and most recent
information on likely sea level risesand climate changes. This includes considering the range of
potentia outcomes over the life of affected infrastructure, both best-case global mitigation and
business-as-usua pathways. WQCcannat afford to give false reassurance by building protection
structures with insufficient duration. MfEs original 0.5-0.8m sea |level rise guidance from around
eight yearsago wasintended as aminimum, with local government expected to use the most up-to-
date advice for their areas.

We have no comment to make on the following initiatives:
Toitu Poneke Sports Hub, Johnsonville Library Kindergarten purchase, New Qutdoor Brents Series,
Toi Poneke support, Placemaking and the Council art callection.

6. Limiting ratesincreasestothe 3.6 percent stated in the LTP

In considering anyrates increases, OraTaiao notes that the city'srating base (and tax base) is likely
to be subject to globa economic upheaval and the rising adaptation costsalready reality over the
coming decades. Gonversely, well-designed climate action can potentially create co-benefits which
ease demands on rates, taxesand household budgets.

° Impact of 1m or 2m sea level risesin Kilbirnie and Lyall Bay: Wellington Oty Council. Assessing the implications of sea
level rise, Kilbirnie Town Centre. Kilbirnie Town Gentre Flan Working Paper. September 2009.

http://wellington.govt.nz/~ media/ your-council/ projects/files/Kilbirnie-seal evel-rise-paper. pdf. Further sea level risesfor
Wellington: htt p://www.stuff.co.nz/ dominion-post/ news/ 73004195/ wellington-faces-another-halfmetre-of-sea-level-rise-
warns-scientist.

8
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7. Other matters and genera comments

Overall, we urge WOCto understand that climate change is a global medical emergency”®, and
conversely, an opportunity for unprecedented health and other well-being gains for Wellington. A
redlistic response is an ambitious response—travelling quickly along the globally-agreed zero net
emissions pathway and ensuring a healthy fair transition for our most vulnerable households. Each
generation iscalled to step up tothe challenges of their age —let’s make past and future generations
proud of us.

Primary contact point for correspondence and feedback:
Liz Soringford phone 04 9709 126 or 021 0617 638, email: liz.springford@amail.com
c/- 16 Chatham Sreet, Berhampore, Wellington 6023

Thank you for thisopportunity for OraTaiao to make our written submission tothe Wellington Gty
Council’s consultation on the Low Carbon Capital Flan and draft Annual Flan 2016/ 2017.

Yourssincerely

Liz Soringford, BA, MPRmerit), Policy Analyst, Wellington;
Executive Board Member, OraTaiao: The New Zealand imate and Health Council

Dr RS ott Metcalfe, MB ChB, DComH, FAFPHM(RACP), FNZCPHM, Fublic Health Medicine
Secialist/ Chief Advisor, Wellington;
Executive Board Member, OraTaiao: The New Zealand Aimate and Health Council

Dr Anne MacLennan, MB ChB, MPM, FRCP, FAChPM, Palliative Medicine Specialist, Wellington;
Executive Board Member, OraTaiao: The New Zealand Qimate and Health Council

Mr Russell Tregonning, MB ChB, FRACS FNZOA, Orthopaedic Surgeon, Wellington;
Executive Board Member, OraTaiao: The New Zealand Aimate and Health Council

Dr Rhys Jones MB ChB, MPH, FNZCPHM, Fublic Health Physician/Senior Lecturer, University of
Auckland, Auckland:
Co-convenor, OraTaiao: The New Zealand Qimate and Health Council

for OraTaiao: The New Zealand Qimate and Health Qimate Council
www.orataiao.org.nz

®Watts N, Adger WN, Agnolucci P, .., Montgomery H, Gostello A; for The 2015 Lancet Commission on Health and Qimate
Change. Health and climate change: policy responsesto protect public health. Lancet. 2015;386(10006):1861-914.
http:/ /www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/ article/ HIS0140-6736(15)60854-6/
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@ Sustainable Cities

Submission by the NZ Centre for Sustainable Cities on Wellington City
Council’s Draft Low Carbon Capital Plan
(as contained in the WCC’s Annual Plan 2016/17)

Ralph Chapman <Ralph.Chapman@vuw.ac.nz>

3 May 2016

To BUSAnnualPlan@wcc.govt.nz

This submission has been prepared by Assoc Prof Ralph Chapman® and Prof Philippa
Howden-Chapmanz, on behalf of the New Zealand Centre for Sustainable Cities.

About NZ CSC

The New Zealand Centre for Sustainable Cities is an inter-disciplinary research centre
dedicated to providing the research base for innovative solutions to the economic, social,
environmental and cultural challenges facing our urban centres. As well as undertaking
research, we make submissions from time to time to central government and councils on a
range of issues relevant to cities, from climate change policy to compact development. The
Centre is currently running a 4-year Resilient Urban Futures Programme, funded by the
Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment, which began in October 2012.

We would welcome the opportunity to speak to this submission.

Introduction
We strongly support the tenor and direction of this consultation document. There is very

little in it with which we disagree, although in some places the measures proposed could be
strengthened.

We strongly support Wellington City Council’s aspiration to be the “low carbon capital”. As

plans are developed, we would like to see this aspiration strengthened to “zero carbon

IH

capital”, but to do so will require more tangible plans in key areas than currently exist.

* Director of the Environmental Studies programme, Victoria University of Wellington
? Director, NZ Centre for Sustainable Cities, and He Kainga Oranga/Housing and Health Research Programme.
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We support the revised 2020 carbon emission reduction goal of a 10% reduction, reluctantly
accepting that only small emissions reductions have been achieved to date.

The 2050 target could be strengthened to 100% -- this would signal awareness that the
latest available scientific evidence suggests that the world needs to aim for net zero carbon
emissions by around 2050, or early in the second half of this century. However, adoption of
a zero carbon goal would preferably be accompanied by a stronger and more developed
transition plan, information provision and awareness raising, which will take more time to
work up. We underline that focusing on 2050 cannot be an excuse for delaying action
meantime — the LCCP (the Plan) is clear on the necessity of a well developed transition path.

In this submission we briefly comment on the ‘strategic’ parts of the Plan, and then offer

specific comments on the three pillars of the Plan.

Strategic arguments
Co-benefits of climate action
We agree, from both analytical and presentational points of view, that there are real and

important co-benefits of promoting compact, healthy and liveable cities (refer pp.4,9)
(Howden-Chapman and Chapman 2012).

Resilience

Resilience needs to be thought about not only in physical terms but also in economic and
social terms, encompassing the ability of the city to adapt creatively to adverse events (Early
and Chapman 2013). An important part of this is moving progressively towards a knowledge
economy, preferably largely ‘weightless’, but certainly an economy built around quaternary

services and products, and using renewable energy.

The physical science of climate change keeps throwing up nasty surprises — such as the
possibility of faster sea level rise in the latter part of this century, significantly greater than 1
metre by 2100, and conceivably more than two metres (Hansen, Sato et al. 2015). Such
prognostications mean two things: first, that the City needs to do its best now to minimise
these risks, by moving as rapidly as practicable towards a zero carbon economy; and
secondly, that we should take adaptive measures that will be as robust as possible, and able
to adapted as more information becomes available about sea level rise and other
manifestations of climate change (Lawrence, Reisinger et al. 2013).

Not waiting for central government

It is clearly not wise or strategic to wait for central government to act decisively on climate
change mitigation. Wellington City Council is ethically and practically obliged to take action
in advance of central government, in areas such as land use planning, transport, energy and
waste management where it can make a difference. We agree with the Council that it
should be active in advocacy of action on behalf of the community, in these domains which
can “drive down emissions across the city and the country.” (see p.12)
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The message as we see it in regard to legacy infrastructure (transport, building and other
infrastructure) is that the Council should move early on measures which will have a long-
term benefit (see p.13 of the Plan).

One of the key decisions in this domain is around land use, since once an area has been
planned for subdivision it is difficult to retrofit more efficient infrastructure, and the
likelihood is that sub-optimal and unsustainable transport patterns can be locked in, at least
until vehicle technology changes markedly and practices adapt. For this reason, we would
encourage the WCC to do everything it can to plan for compact urban form, going further
than simply ‘maintain[ing] the compactness of our city’ (refer p.21 of the Plan). We believe
the Council should take measures to relax restrictions on infill housing development in order
to allow more intense development in city fringe (inner suburban) areas, while maintaining
liveability and the quality of housing development. This will generate long-term savings in
carbon emissions. More specific comments on related matters such as the Minimum Parking
Requirement are offered below.

Comment on the Three Pillars

We believe (refer p.21 of the Plan) that WCC should be an advocate of building energy
efficiency programmes. We support the Warm Up Wellington (p.27) investment and believe
the WCC should continue funding of this irrespective of central government funding.

The long term goals set out on p.22 are well stated, but should in our view include a goal
relating to compact urban development, e.g.:

“Our urban development is compact and high quality, focussed in areas where public
transport access is good, and where housing is readily accessible to amenities. Sprawling

development is discouraged.”

We generally support the Plan’s position on minimum parking requirements, but believe the
stance taken could be stronger. As far as we can determine, nowhere is the MPR a
“necessity” (refer p.23).

We strongly support solar power, and believe WCC should work with progressive companies
to accelerate this (p.28).

We strongly support all initiatives which foster public transport, active transport and car
sharing, including EV charging systems to support EV car sharing. We also believe the WCC
should act as a strong advocate of a more environmentally friendly bus fleet for the city and
region. GWRC's current plans for diesel buses pose a significant risk to health and the
environment — particularly in relation to ambient air emissions, carbon emissions and noise -
- which is not desirable.

To conclude, we reiterate by thanking the WCC for the opportunity to make this submission,
and we would be happy to make an oral presentation on it.
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J C Home

28 Kaithuia Street
Northland
WELLINGTON 6012
Ph 475 7025

B J Mitcalfe

15 Boundary Road
Kelburm
WELLINGTON 6012
Ph/fax 475 7149

29 April 2016

Wellington City Council
PO Box 2199
WELLINGTON 6140

SUBMISSION: 2016/17 ANNUAL PLAN CONSULTATION
DOCUMENT

We wxh to comment on two “proposed changes that vary the parameters
ofthe Long-Term Plan”, and comment on other topics.

We would hke to speak m support of this submission.

1. Draft Low-Carbon Capital Plan.

We welcome any actions taken to reduce the city’s and Council’s
emissions. This would help the city to implement its share of the
Government’s commitment to the COP21 Paris Agreement.

Thus we support programmes to mvest i and facilitate the use of public
transport, walkmg and cycling, to make them the dommant modes of
travel n and around the city.

We oppose the widening ofroads, except m mited circumstances for
safety reasons, or the construction of new ones, because more road

capac ity encourages exsting drivers to drive more offen, and public
transport users to switch to travelling by car or motorbike. The mevitable
resul 1s the buming of more finite fossil fuels, and the production of
more greenhouse gases. This 1s contrary to NZ’s commitment to the
COP21 Pars Agreement. Increasmng road capacity never solves

congestion long-term. It mere ly moves congestion somewhere eke. Free-
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flowing traffic m all directions 1s unachievable. Transport planners must
accept that fact from now on, and focus our mvestment mstead on
projects which facilitate the use of public transport, walking and cycling,
while mamtamning the existmg road network.

2. Zealandia governance changes

We support the continuation ofa strong relationship between WCC and
Zealandia, e.g.. m the appomtment of trustees, and m the provision of
annual grants.

We support the arrangement to transfer ownership of'the Visitor Centre
to WCC., to repay the loan provided by WCC, provided that Zealandia’s
right to occupy the building s fully protected, and guaranteed n the Jong-
term

As volunteers at Karori Sanctuary, now Zealandia, smce 1997, we
support the creation of *... a new Council-controlled organisation (CCO)
..., only 1f it 1s guaranteed that the letter and the sprit of the trust deed,
the founding, guiding document of Zealand i, are implemented at all
tmmes. We be lieve that while the present structure controlhng Zealandia
works well aided by council representation and funding, plus regular
reporting of Zealandia’s progress to WCC, a closer relationship, such as
becoming a CCO, may benefit both organisations.

3. Movie Museum and Convention Centre

We believe that rate-payers should not spend millions on these non-
essential ventures, which would bene fit only a small portion of the
community. We believe WCC has greater responsibilities towards
meeting the needs of the wider community, e.g., providing community
housing, and strengthening the Town Hall. Furthermore, spending on a
movie museum and convention centre would impose substantialdebt on
future generations.

4. Airport runway extension

We oppose this proposal, so will submit in opposition to the application
for resource consent. WCC’s decision to be involved in funding the
proposed extension would, like being mvolved m fundmg the proposed
movie museum and convention centre, impose substantial debt on future
generations. We believe WCC has greater responsibilities towards
meeting the needs of the wider community.

5. 2,000,000 trees planted by 2020
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We behieve that WCC should seek a detailed assessment, by mdependent
ecologists, of the immpacts of this project on the genetic composition of the
naturally occurring native plants in the city’s reserves and Town Belt. We
believe that to justify this assessment WCC should first study the section
on Genetic pollution, pp 271-272, in “Dancing Leaves — The story of
New Zealand’s cabbage tree — t1 kouka”, (Simpson, P. Canterbury
University Press. 2000). We believe that what ecologist Philip Simpson
says about genetic pollution mn cabbage trees 1s hikely to apply to other
specks of native plants. We believe that previous plntings are hkely to
affect the mdigenous ecological and genetic mtegrity of our reserves and
the Town Belt in the long term, when the plantings start to produce viable
seed, and disturb the naturalprocess of forest recovery. How will
ecologists and botanists, and the land managers (WCC), deal with ths
situation?

Yours smcerely
Chris Horne and Barbara Mitcalfe
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