
 

 

 
  

 

Waikura 
Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 

AGENDA 
 

 

Notice of Meeting: 
An ordinary meeting of the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board will be held on: 
 

Date: Wednesday 16 May 2018 

Time: 10.00am 
Venue: The Board Room, 180 Smith Street, 

Linwood 
 

 

Membership 
Chairperson 
Deputy Chairperson 
Members 

Sally Buck 
Jake McLellan 
Alexandra Davids 
Yani Johanson 
Darrell Latham 
Tim Lindley 
Brenda Lowe-Johnson 
Deon Swiggs 
Sara Templeton 

 

 
11 May 2018 

 
   

 

Shupayi Mpunga 
Manager Community Governance, Linwood-Central-Heathcote 

941 6605 
shupayi.mpunga@ccc.govt.nz 

www.ccc.govt.nz 

 
 

Note:  The reports contained within this agenda are for consideration and should not be construed as Council policy unless and until adopted.  
If you require further information relating to any reports, please contact the person named on the report. 

To view copies of Agendas and Minutes, visit: 
https://www.ccc.govt.nz/the-council/meetings-agendas-and-minutes/ 

http://www.ccc.govt.nz/
https://www.ccc.govt.nz/the-council/meetings-agendas-and-minutes/
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1. Apologies  

2. Declarations of Interest 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant and to stand aside from decision making when a 
conflict arises between their role as an elected representative and any private or other external 
interest they might have. 

3. Confirmation of Previous Minutes 

That the minutes of the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board meeting held on 
Monday, 30 April 2018  be confirmed (refer page 5).  

4. Public Forum 

A period of up to 30 minutes may be available for people to speak for up to five minutes on any issue 
that is not the subject of a separate hearings process. 
It is intended that the public forum session will be held at <Approximate Time> 

OR 

There will be no public forum at this meeting 
 

5. Deputations by Appointment 
Deputations may be heard on a matter or matters covered by a report on this agenda and approved by 
the Chairperson. 

5.1 Linwood/Woolston Pool – Site Selection (Agenda Item 12 refers) 
Hana Kakoi, will speak on behalf of Linwood Rugby League Club regarding their submission to 
the Linwood/Woolston Pool – Site Selection.  

Stephen Brown-Thomas, Development Manager Augusta Funds Management Limited, will 
speak to the Board regarding their submission to the Linwood/Woolston Pool – Site Selection.  

Reuben McNabb, Head Coach South Brighton Tennis Club, will speak to the Board regarding 
the Linwood/Woolston Pool – Site Selection 

 
   

6. Presentation of Petitions 
There were no petitions received at the time the agenda was prepared.   

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=LCHB_20180430_MIN_2594.PDF


Waikura/Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 
16 May 2018  

 

Page 5 

It
e

m
 3

 -
 M

in
u

te
s 

o
f 

P
re

vi
o

u
s 

M
e

e
ti

n
g 

3
0

/0
4

/2
0

1
8

  
  

 

Waikura 
Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 

OPEN MINUTES 
 

 

Date: Monday 30 April 2018 

Time: 3.00pm 
Venue: The Board Room, 180 Smith Street, 

Linwood 
 

 

Present 
Chairperson 
Deputy Chairperson 
Members 

Sally Buck 
Jake McLellan 
Alexandra Davids 
Yani Johanson 
Darrell Latham 
Tim Lindley 
Brenda Lowe-Johnson 
Deon Swiggs 
Sara Templeton 

 

 
30April 2018 

 
   

 
Shupayi Mpunga 

Manager Community Governance, Linwood-Central-Heathcote 
941 6605 

shupayi.mpunga@ccc.govt.nz 
www.ccc.govt.nz 

 
 

To view copies of Agendas and Minutes, visit: 
www.ccc.govt.nz/Council/meetingminutes/agendas/index 

http://www.ccc.govt.nz/
http://www.ccc.govt.nz/Council/meetingminutes/agendas/index
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Part A Matters Requiring a Council Decision 

Part B Reports for Information 

Part C Decisions Under Delegation 

 

   
The agenda was dealt with in the following order. 

1. Apologies 

Part C  
 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00052 

That the apology for lateness from Brenda Lowe-Johnson be received and accepted.  

Sally Buck/Yani Johanson Carried 
 

2. Declarations of Interest 

Part B  
There were no declarations of interest recorded. 

3. Confirmation of Previous Minutes 

Part C  

Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00053 

That the minutes of the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board meeting held on Wednesday 
18 April 2018, be confirmed. 

Tim Lindley/Darrell Latham Carried 
 

4. Public Forum 

Part B 
 

4.1 Roimata Food Commons 

Part B 

Mr Michael Reynolds of Roimata Food Commons, updated the Board in relation to the successful 
recent outdoor cinema night.  
 
After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Mr Reynolds for his presentation.  
 

 
Brenda Lowe-Johnson arrived at 3.17pm. 
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4.2 Waltham Park 

Part B 

Ms Kirstin Dingwall and two children, local residents, addressed the Board regarding Waltham 
Park revitalisation and provided some suggestions in relation to potential play equipment for all 
ages. 

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Kirstin Dingle, and the children for their 
presentation.   

The Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board decided to: 

1. Request staff advice on a Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) report, 
and the possibility of bringing forward the playground renewal in the Long Term Plan.  

2. Request staff advice on the level of development contributions that have been received 
from recent property developments surrounding Waltham Park. 

 

4.3 Linwood Village Alcohol Ban  

Part B 

Maria Brooks, local resident, addressed the Board in relation to the temporary Alcohol Ban in 
Linwood Village and expressed her desire for the ban to be made permanent as in her view the 
temporary ban has made a huge difference in the area.  

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Maria Brooks for her presentation. 

 
The Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board decided to: 

1. Request staff to forward information on the upcoming review of the Alcohol in Public 
Places bylaw to Maria Brooks. 

 

4.4 Linwood Village Street Maintenance  

Part B 

Margaret Knowles, local resident, addressed the Board in relation to maintenance issues raised 
in and around Stanmore Road/Hereford Street intersection.  

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Margaret Knowles for her 
presentation.  

The Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board decided to: 

1. Hold a seminar on street maintenance level of service within the Linwood-Central-
Heathcote Community Board area. 
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5. Deputations by Appointment 

Part B 

5.1 971 Colombo Street 

Part B 

Mr Chris Van der Colk, local resident, addressed the Board in support of the proposed P30 
parking restriction outside 971 Colombo Street. 

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Mr Van der Colk for his presentation.  

Item 9 of these minutes refer to the Board’s decision on this matter. 

   

5.2 Proposed Alteration to the Chesterfields Reserve Landscape Plan 

Part B 

Ms Charlotte Mayne, local resident, addressed the Board regarding the proposed alteration to 
the Chesterfields Reserve Landscape Plan report. 

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Charlotte Mayne for her presentation. 

Item 11 of these minutes refers to the Boards decision on this matter.  
 

 

5.3 Heathcote River Dredging 

Part B 

Mr Dirk de Lu, of Spokes Canterbury, addressed the Board regarding the Heathcote River 
Dredging. 

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Mr de Lu for his presentation. 

Item 12 of these minutes refers to the Board’s decision on this matter.  
 

5.4 Heathcote Dredging Tree Removals 

Part B 

Dougald Watson, of the Laura Kent Reserve Working Group, addressed the Board regarding the 
Heathcote River Dredging.  

After questions from members, the Chairperson thanked Mr Watson for his presentation. 

Item 12 of these minutes refers to the Board’s decision on this matter. 

6. Presentation of Petitions 

Part B 
There was no presentation of petitions.     
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7. Cannon Hill and Marama Crescent, Mount Pleasant - Proposed No Stopping 
Restrictions 

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00054 (Original Staff Recommendations accepted 
without change)  

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved: 

1. Under clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
stopping of vehicles on the part of Marama Crescent and Cannon Hill Crescent shown as 
broken yellow lines on the attached drawings TG132759A and B Issue 1 dated 22/2/2018, 
attached to the meeting agenda, is prohibited.  

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to 
the extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described 1. are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in 1.are in place.  

Sara Templeton/Tim Lindley Carried 
 

 

8. 376 Wilsons Road North, Waltham - Proposed P10 Parking Restrictions 

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00055 (Original Staff Recommendations accepted 
without change) 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved: 

1. Under clause 8 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
part of Wilsons Road as indicated in the attached drawing TG132783 Issue 1, dated 
21/3/2018, attached to the meeting agenda is reserved as a parking place for any vehicles, 
subject to the following restriction: the maximum time for parking of any vehicle is 
10 minutes between the hours of 8.00am and 6.00pm Monday to Friday. 

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to 
the extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in 1. are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in 1.are in place.  

Jake McLellan/Tim Lindley Carried 
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9. 971 Colombo Street, Edgeware - Proposed P30 Parking Restrictions 

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00056 (Original Staff Recommendations accepted 
without change) 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved: 

1. Under clause 8 of the Christchurch City council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
part of Colombo Street as indicated in the attached drawing TG132757 Issue 1, dated 
19/2/2018 attached to the meeting agenda, is reserved as a parking place for any vehicles, 
subject to the following restriction: the maximum time for parking of any vehicle is 
30 minutes between the hours of 8.00am and 6.00pm Monday to Sunday. 

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to 
the extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in 1. are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in 1.t are in place.  

Sara Templeton/Darrell Latham Carried 
 

 

10. Shakespeare Road at Defoe Place - Proposed No Stopping Restrictions 
 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00057 (Original Staff Recommendations accepted 

without change) 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved: 

1. Under clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
stopping of vehicles on the part of Shakespeare Road as shown as broken yellow lines on 
TG132786 issue 1 dated 23/3/2018, attached to the meeting agenda are prohibited.  

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to 
the extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in 1.are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in 1.are in place.  

Yani Johanson/Alexandra Davids Carried 
 

 

11. Proposed Alteration to the Chesterfields Reserve Landscape Plan 

 That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approve an alteration to the Chesterfields Reserve landscape plan and the removal of a 
section of a raised garden planter bed to allow gate access from 277 Armagh Street to the 
reserve as depicted in Attachment B, and to extend the existing raised garden planter bed 
in compensation for the area removed. 

2. Request the Williams Corporation to provide a refundable landscape bond for the agreed 
value of works before construction commences. 
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 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00058 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Lay the report on the table until 16 May 2018 Board meeting to enable the Board to 
receive community submissions and for staff to provide additional feedback from the 
developer and the community on the proposal. 

Alexandra Davids/Brenda Lowe-Johnson Carried 

Deon Swiggs requested that his vote against the above decision be recorded.  
 

 

12. Heathcote Dredging Tree Removals 

 The Board received staff advice that the number of trees proposed to be removed has been reduced 
to 38 trees 

 Staff Recommendations   

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approves the Stage 1 Landscape Plan for the Ōpāwaho/Heathcote Dredging project, 
including the replacement tree planting plan, comprising 120 new large growing trees and 
replanting of 7,200 m² of mass native vegetation including riparian and understorey trees. 

2. Approves the removal of approximately 66 street and park trees to allow the Stage 1 of 
the project to be fully implemented. 

3. Provides delegated authority to the Head of Parks to authorise the removal of additional 
heathy and structurally sound trees if required in consultation with the Community Board 
Chair for the delivery of this project.  

4. Acknowledges that 65 trees in poor or very poor condition will be removed under the 
existing delegation provided to the Head of Parks. 

5. Approves the removal of approximately 1,035m² mass native vegetation areas, and native 
vegetation within the vicinity of trees to be removed.  

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00059 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approves the Stage 1 Landscape Plan for the Ōpāwaho/Heathcote Dredging project, 
including the replacement tree planting plan, comprising 120 new large growing trees and 
replanting of 7,200 m² of mass native vegetation including riparian and understorey trees. 

4. Acknowledges that 38 trees in poor or very poor condition will be removed under the 
existing delegation provided to the Head of Parks. 

5. Approves the removal of approximately 1,035m² mass native vegetation areas, and native 
vegetation within the vicinity of trees to be removed.  

6. Requests that staff continue to work with, and hold workshops with community groups, 
and to report back to the Community Board at regular intervals.  

Sara Templeton/Tim Lindley Carried 
 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00060 
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Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

2. Approves the removal of up to 53 street and park trees when necessary to allow the 
Stage 1 of the Heathcote River dredging project to be fully implemented. 

3. Provides delegated authority to the Head of Parks to authorise the removal of additional 
heathy and structurally sound trees if required in consultation with the Community 
Board Chair for the delivery of this project. 

Sara Templeton/Tim Lindley Carried 

Yani Johanson requested that his vote against resolutions 2 and 3 be recorded  
 

Deon Swiggs and Alexandra Davids left the meeting at 5.20pm. 
 

13. Application to Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board's 2017/18 Youth 
Development Fund - Korfball New Zealand and Prue Ava McKay 

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00061 (Original Staff Recommendations accepted 
without change) 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved to: 

1. Approve a grant of $1,600 from its 2017/18 Youth Development Fund to Korfball 
New Zealand towards Caitlyn Sadler, William Hanlon, Abel Van Bruchem, and Zachary 
Andrews competing at the Korfball U17 World Cup in the Netherlands from 23 to 24 June 
2018. 

2. Approve a grant of $500 from its 2017/18 Youth Development Fund to Prue Ava McKay 
towards representing Cobham Intermediate and New Zealand at the Future Problem 
Solving World Championships in the USA from 6 to 10 June 2018.  

Sara Templeton/Sally Buck Carried 
 

14. Application to Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board's 2017/18 
Discretionary Response Fund - Christchurch South Community Gardens Trust 

  

The Board noted that the Application to the Board’s Discretionary Response Fund – Christchurch 
South Community Gardens Trust has been withdrawn and is referred to the Spreydon-Cashmere 
Community Board. 
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15. Application to the Linwood Central Heathcote 2017/18 Discretionary 
Response Fund - Linwood Resource Centre 

 Community Board Resolved LCHB/2018/00062 (Original Staff Recommendation accepted 
without change) 

Part C 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board resolved: 

1. To approve a grant of $2,466 from its 2017/18 Discretionary Response Fund to Te Whare 
Taonga o Nga Iwi Katoa Linwood Resource Centre towards the purchase and set-up of a 
Tunnel House.  

Yani Johanson/Darrell Latham Carried 
  

16. Elected Members’ Information Exchange 

Part B 
The following matters were discussed:  

 Marriner Street, Sumner - The Board discussed and a photo was tabled of repeated flooding 
that is occurring in Marriner Street, Sumner.  The Board were advised that the drain outlets in 
the area frequently fill up with sand and that a Customer Service Request has been lodged. 

 Addington Brook Workshop -  The Board were advised of the Environment Canterbury 
workshop that was recently held on improving Addington Brook (formerly known as 
Addington Drain). 

 ANZAC Wreaths – the Board thanked staff for arranging the wreaths for ANZAC Day. The 
Board discussed the possibility of funding a memorial plaque for Linwood Cemetery. 

 Stanmore Road Pedestrian Crossing – the Board discussed the continuing community 
concerns relating to the pedestrian crossing between Avalon Street and North Avon Road on 
Stanmore Road.  The Board were advised that staff are meeting with a member of the 
community prior to the next Board meeting. 

 

16.2 Flagpoles at Sumner 

Part B 

The Board discussed the matter of the flagpoles being replaced at Matuku Takotako: Sumner Centre.   

The Board request staff to provide an update on the installation of flagpoles at the Matuku Takotako; 
Sumner Centre. 

 

16.3 Former Skellerup Site, Woolston 

Part B 
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The Board discussed the community concerns relating to the car crushing business that has recently 
set up on the former Skellerup site in Woolston.   

The Board agreed to seek Environment Canterbury staff advice on the storm water consents that 
were needed for the business and if storm water consents had been issued for the run off from the 
operations of the car crushing business at the former Skellerup site in Woolston. This is additional to 
the information the Board requested at its 18 April 2018 meeting on the noise and amenity 
requirements of the site. 

 

16.4 Butterfield Avenue - Heavy Traffic 

Part B 

The Board talked about the issue of buses returning to the bus depot in Maces Road via 
Butterfield Avenue  

The Board requested staff advice on restricting heavy traffic on Butterfield Avenue, Linwood. 

 
     

Meeting concluded at 6.07pm. 
  

CONFIRMED THIS 16TH DAY OF MAY 2018 

 

SALLY BUCK 
CHAIRPERSON 
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7. Correspondence 
Reference: 18/449896 

Presenter(s): Shupayi Mpunga, Community Governance Manager 
  

 

1. Purpose of Report 

Correspondence has been received from: 

Name Subject 

Ruth Dyson Culter Park 
 

2. Staff Recommendations 

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Receive the information in the correspondence report dated 16 May 2018. 

 
 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Email from Ruth Dyson, Member of Parliament, regarding Cutler Park 16 
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8. 29 Byron Street, Sydenham - Proposed No Stopping Restrictions 
Reference: 18/389969 

Contact: Barry Hayes barry.hayes@ccc.govt.nz 03 941 8950 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
the installation of no stopping restrictions on Byron Street in accordance with Attachment A. 

1.2 The location is shown on Attachment B. 

Origin of Report 

1.3 This report was staff generated in response to requests from a member of staff employed at 
29 Byron Street, who use the car park and expressed safety concerns. 

1.4 These measures have been requested to improve the sight lines of drivers turning out of the car 
park onto Byron Street. 

2. Significance  

2.1 The decisions in this report are of low significance in relation to the Christchurch City Council’s 
Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by comparing factors relating to this decision 
against the criteria set out in the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy.  

2.1.2 The community engagement and consultation outlined in this report reflect the 
assessment. 

 

3. Staff Recommendations   

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Under clause 7 of the Christchurch City council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
stopping of vehicles on the part of Byron Street shown as broken yellow lines on the attached 
drawings TG132797 dated 5/4/2018, is prohibited.  

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to the 
extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in this report are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in the staff report are in place. 

 

4. Key Points 

4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Road Operations 

 Level of Service: 10.0.6 Improve Road Safety: Reduce the number of reported crashes 
on the network  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

 Option 1 –  Provide No Stopping restrictions (preferred option) 

 Option 2 – Do nothing 

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

 Improves the sight lines for drivers from the car park turning onto Byron Street 

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Removes one unrestricted parking space 

 

5. Context/Background 
5.1 An employee based at 29 Byron expressed concerns about their line of sight whilst turning right 

onto Byron Street, which was often caused by drivers parking on-street near the intersection. 

5.2 Staff visited the site at different times of the day, to evaluate the situation.  Restrictions are 
already in place on the east side of the intersection, which assist drivers turning left from the 
side road. However, there were consistently vehicles parked on the west side.  

5.3 Staff checked the crash history of this area. No crashes were recorded at the access over the last 
five years, however, staff consider that there are genuine risks for drivers leaving the car park. 
Furthermore, as the car park is substantial, with capacity for approximately 70 vehicles (staff 
and visitors), used throughout the day the risks affect many drivers.   

5.4 Consequently, staff have recommended a length of no stopping restriction, to improve sight 
lines and safety in this area. This equates to one parking space being lost, which is expected to 
result in an insignificant displacement of parking elsewhere. 

5.5 The installation of the additional no stopping restrictions will improve the safety at this location 
and displace parking to a more appropriate location. 

6. Option 1 – Provide no stopping restrictions (preferred) 

Option Description 

6.1 Provide no stopping restrictions on Byron Street in accordance with Attachment A. 

Significance 

6.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

6.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

6.4 Letters of consultation with a site plan have been issued to the tenants and property owners at 
22-36 Byron Street.   

6.5 The Team Leader Parking Compliance supports this option. 

6.6 Three responses were received, of which two were fully in support. One did not formally object 
or support, though suggested that the problem would be overcome if drivers were simply more 
patient for a suitable gap in traffic. 

6.7 Staff disagree that the problem would be overcome purely by patience and that the proposal 
would improve the sight line to assist drivers to judge an appropriate gap in traffic on 
Byron Street. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

6.8 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies. 
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Financial Implications 

6.9 Cost of Implementation - $300 to provide road markings plus $750 for the consultation and 
preparation of this report. 

6.10 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – covered under the area maintenance contract and the effect will 
be minimal to the overall asset. 

6.11 Funding source – Traffic Operations budget. 

Legal Implications 

6.12 Part 1, clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017 provides the 
Council with the authority to install parking restrictions by resolution. 

6.13 The Community Boards has delegated authority from the Council to exercise the delegations as 
set out in the Register of Delegations. The list of delegations for the Community Boards includes 
the resolution of stopping and parking restrictions and traffic control devices. 

6.14 The installations of any sign and/or road markings associated with traffic control devices must 
comply with the Land Transport Rule: Traffic Control Devices 2004. 

Risks and Mitigations 

6.15 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

6.16 Implementation dependencies - Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board approval. 

6.17 Implementation timeframe – approximately six weeks once the area contractor receives the 
request. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

6.18 The advantages of this option include: 

 Improves the sight lines for drivers from the car park turning onto Byron Street  

6.19 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Results the displacement of one parking space 

7. Option 2 – Do Nothing 

Option Description 

7.1 Retain the unrestricted parking. 

Significance 

7.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.4 This option is inconsistent with the request for improving road safety in the local area. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

7.5 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies.  

Financial Implications 

7.6 Cost of Implementation - $0 
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7.7 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs - $0 

7.8 Funding source – not applicable 

Legal Implications 

7.9 Not applicable. 

Risks and Mitigations    

7.10 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

7.11 Implementation dependencies - not applicable. 

7.12 Implementation timeframe – not applicable. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.13 The advantages of this option include: 

 None identified 

7.14 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Does not support the safety needs of the nearby business 

 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  29 Byron St Site Plan 21 

B ⇩  29 Byron St Location Plan 22 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Author Barry Hayes - Traffic Engineer 

Approved By Ryan Rolston - Team Leader Traffic Operations 

Steffan Thomas - Manager Operations (Transport) 
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9. 251 Woodham Road, Avonside - Proposed No Stopping Restrictions 
Reference: 18/223847 

Presenter(s): Barry Hayes – Traffic Engineer, Traffic Operations Team 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
the installation of no stopping restrictions on Woodham Road in accordance with Attachment A. 

1.2 The location is shown on Attachment B.   

Origin of Report 

1.3 This report was staff generated in response to requests from a local resident on 
Rowcliffe Crescent, who expressed safety concerns. 

1.4 These measures have been requested to improve the sight lines of drivers turning right from 
Rowcliffe Crescent onto Woodham Road.  

2. Significance  

2.1 The decisions in this report are of low significance in relation to the Christchurch City Council’s 
Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by comparing factors relating to this decision 
against the criteria set out in the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.2 The community engagement and consultation outlined in this report reflect the 
assessment. 

 

3. Staff Recommendations   

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Under clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the stopping 
of vehicles on the part of Woodham Road as shown as broken yellow lines on the attached 
drawings TG132787 issue 1 dated 28/3/2018, is prohibited.  

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to the 
extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in this report are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the restrictions 
described in the staff report are in place. 

 

4. Key Points 

4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Road Operations 

 Level of Service: 10.0.6 Improve Road Safety: Reduce the number of reported crashes 
on the network  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

 Option 1 - Provide No Stopping restrictions (preferred option) 

 Option 2 – Do nothing 

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

 Improves the sight lines for drivers on Rowcliffe Crescent turning right onto 
Woodham Road 

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Removes two unrestricted parking spaces 

 

5. Context/Background 
5.1 A resident on Rowcliffe Crescent expressed concerns about their line of sight whilst turning right 

onto Woodham Road, which was often caused by drivers parking on-street near the 
intersection. 

5.2 Staff visited the site at different times of the day, to evaluate the situation.  No stopping 
restrictions are already in place on the west side of the intersection, which assist drivers turning 
left from the side road. However, there were consistent vehicles parked on the east side, often 
very close to the intersection itself, as shown in the photograph in Attachment C.  

5.3 Staff checked the crash history of this area. Two crashes (one minor and another non-injury) 
were recorded at the intersection over the last five years, both involving turning vehicles. 
Consequently, staff have recommended a short extension to the existing restrictions, to improve 
sight lines and safety in this area. This equates to two parking spaces being lost. 

5.4 Staff are aware of some inconvenience due to parking displacement. Of significance is that the 
property that has a frontage to the extended restrictions has generous on-site parking and is not 
significantly inconvenienced. There are alternative parking opportunities on Rowcliffe Crescent, 
which would not impact residents significantly. 

5.5 The installation of the additional no stopping restrictions will improve the safety at this location 
and displace parking to more appropriate locations. 

6. Option 1 – Install No Stopping Restrictions (preferred) 

Option Description 

6.1 Provide no stopping restrictions on Woodham Road in accordance with Attachment A. 

Significance 

6.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

6.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

6.4 Letters of consultation with a site plan have been issued to the tenants and property owners 
associated with 251-255 Woodham Road and 4-13 Rowcliffe Crescent. 

6.5 The Team Leader Parking Compliance supports this option. 

6.6 No responses were received in objection or requesting an amendment. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

6.7 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies. 
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Financial Implications  

6.8 Cost of Implementation - $500 to provide road markings plus $750 for the consultation and 
preparation of this report. 

6.9 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs - Covered under the area maintenance contract and effect will be 
minimal to the overall asset. 

6.10 Funding source - Traffic Operations Budget. 

Legal Implications  

6.11 Part 1, clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017 provides the 
Council with the authority to install parking restrictions by resolution. 

6.12 The Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board has delegated authority from the Council to 
exercise the delegations as set out in the Register of Delegations. The list of delegations for the 
Parking Restrictions Subcommittee includes the resolution of stopping restrictions and traffic 
control devices. 

6.13 The installations of any sign and/or road markings associated with traffic control devices must 
comply with the Land Transport Rule: Traffic Control Devices 2004. 

Risks and Mitigations  

6.14 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

6.15 Implementation dependencies - Community Board approval. 

6.16 Implementation timeframe - Approximately six weeks once the area contractor receives the 
request. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

6.17 The advantages of this option include: 

 Improves the sight lines for drivers on Rowcliffe Crescent turning right onto Woodham 
Road 

6.18 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Removes two unrestricted parking spaces 

7.  Option 2 – Do Nothing 

Option Description 

7.1 Retain the unrestricted parking. 

Significance 

7.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.4 This option is inconsistent with the request for improving road safety in the local area. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

7.5 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies. 
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Financial Implications  

7.6 Cost of Implementation - Not applicable. 

7.7 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs - Not applicable. 

7.8 Funding source - Not applicable. 

Legal Implications  

7.9 Not applicable. 

Risks and Mitigations  

7.10 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

7.11 Implementation dependencies - Not applicable. 

7.12 Implementation timeframe - Not applicable. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.13 The advantages of this option include: 

 An unrestricted parking space is retained. 

7.14 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Does not support the safety needs of drivers turning out of Rowcliffe Crescent 

 

 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  251 Woodham Rd Site Plan 28 

B ⇩  251 Woodham Rd Location Plan 29 

C ⇩  251 Woodham Rd Photo 30 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 



Waikura/Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 
16 May 2018  

 

Item No.: 9 Page 27 

 It
e

m
 9

 

Signatories 

Author Barry Hayes - Traffic Engineer 

Approved By Ryan Rolston - Team Leader Traffic Operations 

Steffan Thomas - Manager Operations (Transport) 
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10. Glenstrae Road at Inverness Lane, Redcliffs - Proposed No Stopping 
Restrictions 

Reference: 18/405345 

Contact: Barry Hayes barry.hayes@ccc.govt.nz 03 941 8950 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
the provision of no stopping restrictions on part of Glenstrae Road in accordance with 
Attachment A. 

1.2 The site is located within the road network as shown in Attachment B. 

Origin of Report 

1.3 This report was staff generated in response to requests from local residents, who expressed 
safety concerns along this section of road. 

1.4 These measures have been requested to ensure parked vehicles do not result in other drivers to 
travel over the centre lines and suddenly face opposing traffic. 

2. Significance  
2.1 The decisions in this report are of low significance in relation to the Christchurch City Council’s 

Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by comparing factors relating to this decision 
against the criteria set out in the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy.  

2.1.2 The community engagement and consultation outlined in this report reflect the 
assessment. 

 

3. Staff Recommendations   
That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Under clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017, that the 
stopping of vehicles on the part of Glenstrae Road shown as broken yellow lines on the 
attached drawing TG132790 Issue 1 dated 4/4/2018, is prohibited.  

2. That any previous resolutions pertaining to traffic controls made pursuant to any bylaw to the 
extent that they are in conflict with the traffic controls described in this report are revoked. 

3. That these resolutions take effect when the traffic control devices that evidence the 
restrictions described in the staff report are in place. 

 

4. Key Points 
4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Road Operations 

 Level of Service: 10.0.6 Improve Road Safety: Reduce the number of reported crashes 
on the network  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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 Option 1 –  Provide No Stopping restrictions (preferred option) 

 Option 2 – Do nothing 

4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

 Enables drivers travelling downhill on Glenstrae Road and from Inverness Lane to 
avoid opposing traffic at a location with poor sight lines 

 Improves the forward sight lines for drivers turning out, in a downhill direction from 
Rifleman Lane 

 Improves the road space available for large vehicles such as refuse trucks and 
reduces the risk of a collision with an opposing vehicle 

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Results in some displacement of on-street parking 

 

5. Context/Background 

5.1 The local Residents’ Association expressed concerns about drivers along this section of road who 
frequently are having to drive on the centre line around bend locations with poor sight lines. 
This was often caused by drivers parking on-street at the bend locations and near the 
intersection. 

5.2 Staff visited the site at different times of the day, to evaluate the situation. Glenstrae Road has a 
steep and winding alignment with poor forward sight lines both vertically and horizontally. At 
the intersection with Inverness and Rifleman Lanes there are existing no stopping restrictions 
southeast or uphill of the intersection, though none downhill where visibility is highly 
constrained.   

5.3 It was apparent that some are occasional visitors or trade vehicles parked on the area of 
interest.  This consistently resulted in drivers having to drive over the centre line. Whilst this is a 
common and acceptable situation on in the hill suburbs, two issues are of concern: 

 There is a distinct bend along the centre of this route which has limited forward visibility. 

 Parked vehicles often mount the footpath at this location, requiring pedestrians to walk in 
the road to get past. No footpath is available on the opposite side. 

 Large vehicles such as refuse trucks and delivery vehicles use these streets and due to their 
size, often require more space to travel and turn at the intersection.  

5.4 Staff also checked the local crash history. Between 2012 and 2017 no crashes were recorded on 
this road section.  However, staff believe that there are substantial risks to local traffic. 
Consequently, staff have recommended parking restrictions at this location, to address these 
issues and improve safety in this area.   

5.5 Staff are aware of some inconvenience to visitors or tradesmen. However, this only affects three 
properties on Rifleman Lane, as there are no frontages on this section of Glenstrae Road.  

5.6 All the properties on Rifleman Lane have at least two off street parking spaces, as well as 
garages or car ports. Consequently, there is already substantial parking provision in this area and 
therefore the displacement of parking is only expected to be minor. In the case of construction 
vehicles, this are expected to be accommodated on the associated property, especially if bulky 
materials are being transferred from the vehicle. Alternatively, tradesmen would be expected to 
park in safer locations and walk further. 
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5.7 The installation of the additional no stopping restrictions will improve the safety at this location 
by improving sight lines.  
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6. Option 1 – Provide no stopping restrictions (preferred) 

Option Description 

6.1 Provide no stopping restrictions on Glenstrae Road in accordance with Attachment A. 

Significance 

6.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

6.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

6.4 Residents on the three properties on Rifleman Lane were consulted on the proposal, who are 
the only residents who may generate visitors or tradesmen at this location.  All three residents 
confirmed their support for the proposal.   

6.5 The Team Leader Parking Compliance supports this option. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

6.6 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies. 

Financial Implications 

6.7 Cost of Implementation - $600 to provide road markings plus $750 for the consultation and 
preparation of this report. 

6.8 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – covered under the area maintenance contract and the effect will 
be minimal to the overall asset. 

6.9 Funding source – Traffic Operations budget. 

Legal Implications 

6.10 Part 1, clause 7 of the Christchurch City Council Traffic and Parking Bylaw 2017 provides Council 
with the authority to install parking restrictions by resolution. 

6.11 The Community Boards has delegated authority from the Council to exercise the delegations as 
set out in the Register of Delegations. The list of delegations for the Community Boards includes 
the resolution of stopping and parking restrictions and traffic control devices. 

6.12 The installations of any sign and/or road markings associated with traffic control devices must 
comply with the Land Transport Rule: Traffic Control Devices 2004. 

Risks and Mitigations 

6.13 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

6.14 Implementation dependencies - Linwood-Central-Heathcote board approval. 

6.15 Implementation timeframe – approximately 6 weeks once the area contractor receives the 
request. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

6.16 The advantages of this option include: 

 Enables drivers travelling downhill on Glenstrae Road and turning from Inverness Lane to 
avoid opposing traffic at a location with poor sight lines 
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 Improves the forward sight lines for drivers turning out, in a downhill direction from 
Rifleman Lane 

 Improves the road space available for large vehicles such as refuse trucks and reduces the 
risk of a collision with an opposing vehicle 

6.17 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Results in some displacement of on-street parking 

7. Option 2 – Do Nothing 

Option Description 

7.1 Retain the unrestricted parking. 

Significance 

7.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.4 This option is inconsistent with the request for improving road safety in the local area. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

7.5 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies.  

Financial Implications 

7.6 Cost of Implementation - $0 

7.7 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs - $0 

7.8 Funding source – not applicable 

Legal Implications 

7.9 Not applicable. 

Risks and Mitigations    

7.10 Not applicable. 

Implementation 

7.11 Implementation dependencies - not applicable. 

7.12 Implementation timeframe – not applicable. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.13 The advantages of this option include: 

 None identified 

7.14 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Does not support the safety needs of the nearby residents 
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Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Glenstrae Rd NSR Site Plan 37 

B ⇩  Glenstrae Rd Location Plan 38 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Author Barry Hayes - Traffic Engineer 

Approved By Ryan Rolston - Team Leader Traffic Operations 

Steffan Thomas - Manager Operations (Transport) 
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11. Level Crossing Approaches - Proposed Road Marking Changes 
Reference: 18/345879 

Presenter(s): Peter Rodgers, Graduate Transport Engineer 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
road markings on the approaches to level crossings in accordance with Attachments A-D. 

Origin of Report 

1.2 This report staff generated. 

2. Significance  

2.1 The decisions in this report are of low significance in relation to the Christchurch City Council’s 
Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by assessing the impact of the project against 
the criteria set out in the Significance and Engagement assessment. 

2.1.2 The community engagement and consultation outlined in this report reflect the 
assessment. 

 

3. Staff Recommendations   
That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approve the new ‘no overtaking’ road markings in accordance with Attachments B – D on the 
road approaches to railway level crossings at the following roads 

 Curries Road (Attachment B) 

 Scruttons Road (Attachment C) 

 Ferrymead Park Drive (Attachment D) 

 

4. Key Points 

4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Road Operations 

 Level of Service: 10.0.6 Improve Road Safety: Reduce the number of reported crashes 
on the network  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

 Option 1 – Approve Road Markings (preferred option) 

 Option 2 – Do nothing 

4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

 Provides supplementary advanced warning on level crossing approaches. 

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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 Ensure that level crossings meet the minimum requirements for level crossing 
approaches required by the Traffic Control Devices Manual (Part 9: Level Crossings) 

 Clarifies to road users that it is inappropriate and unsafe to overtake just before a 
level crossing 

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Cost to implement (Although this is required by law) 

 

5. Context/Background 

Background 

5.1 The Traffic Control Devices Rule 2004 covers requirements for the design, construction, 
installation, operation and maintenance of traffic control devices, and functions and 
responsibilities of road controlling authorities. The Traffic Control Devices Manual (TCD Manual) 
is incorporated in the Rule as a reference and provides guidance on best practice and practices 
that are mandated by law in relation to the use of Traffic Control Devices. Part 9 of this manual 
relates to railway level crossings.  

5.2 Following an audit of level crossings in Christchurch, staff identified a number of level crossings 
which did not have the full extent of road markings which are required by legislation.  

5.3 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
the road markings required by legislation at the approaches to level crossings within the 
Linwood and Heathcote Wards. 

5.4 In all cases, the road markings required are ‘no overtaking’ or ‘no passing’ lines, which are 
designated by a solid yellow line to the left of the white centreline and indicate that motorists 
should not overtake at this location.  

5.5 An overview of the level crossings affected is shown in Attachment A, and details of the 
proposed changes in Attachments B-D. 

Legal Requirements 

5.6 The Road User Rules state that a driver must not pass or attempt to pass another vehicle moving 
in the same direction at or within 60 metres of a level crossing. The Traffic Control Devices 
Manual requires ‘no overtaking’ lines for a minimum distance of 65 metres. Therefore, to 
comply with the TCD requirement, road markings need to be a minimum distance of 65 metres 
from the level crossing limit line. 

5.7 Permanent warning signs must be placed at the start of the ‘no overtaking’ lines, which then 
extend up to the limit line at the level crossing. These signs must be placed where they are 
visible to approaching traffic and provide a safe stopping distance. 

5.8 The proposed changes show a driver that they are not permitted to overtake in these areas. 

5.9 A number of other minor changes to the level crossings are also being implemented, including 
the installation and relocation of existing permanent warning signs to ensure the level crossing 
approaches are compliant. 

5.10 There are no changes required to the Chapmans Road, Ensors Road, Garlands Road, 
Gasson Street and Wilsons Road level crossing approaches as they are compliant. The 
New Zealand Transport Agency is the road controlling authority for Garlands Road, as it is a state 
highway. 

5.11 The following level crossing approaches (shown in Attachment A) all require minor changes. This 
will ensure that the level crossing meets the requirements of the Traffic Control Devices Rule. 
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Curries Road (Attachment B) 

5.11.1 There are existing ‘no overtaking’ lines on the both approaches to the Curries Road level 
crossing. However, they are of insufficient length. 

5.11.2 The existing ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended by 22 metres on the 
northern approach, up to a total of 55 metres from the level crossing in accordance with 
Attachment B (page 1). 

5.11.3 The existing ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended by 40 metres on the 
southern approach, up to a total of 78 metres from the level crossing in accordance with 
Attachment B (page 2). 

Scruttons Road (Attachment C) 

5.11.4 There are no existing ‘no overtaking’ lines on either approach to the Scruttons Road level 
crossing. The northern approach to the level crossing narrows to one lane approximately 
40 metres north of the level crossing. 

5.11.5 The new ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended from the level crossing a total 
of 65 metres to the south in accordance with Attachment B (page 1). 

5.11.6 The new ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended from the level crossing a total 
of 35 metres to the north in accordance with Attachment B (page 2). 

Ferrymead Park Drive (Attachment D) 

5.11.7 There are no existing ‘no overtaking’ lines on either approach to the Ferrymead Park Drive 
level crossing.  

5.11.8 There are two level crossings on Ferrymead Park Drive. The southernmost crossing is 
controlled by traffic signals and is classified as a Tram crossing and does not require the 
same treatment as a railway level crossing. 

5.11.9 The ‘no overtaking’ lines on the northern approach will extend for seven metres, or one 
car length. Approximately ten metres north of the level crossing, the road splits into three 
– Ferrymead Park Drive is unsealed and veers north, the sealed access to the golf course 
to the west, and another unsealed access to Ferrymead Heritage Park to the southwest. 

5.11.10 The new ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended from the level crossing a 
total of 65 metres to the south in accordance with Attachment D. 

5.11.11 The new ‘no overtaking’ lines are proposed to be extended from the level crossing a 
total of 7 metres to the north in accordance with Attachment D. 
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6. Option 1 – Approve No Overtaking Lines at level crossing approaches 
(preferred) 

Option Description 

6.1 Approve the changes to the road markings on the level crossing approaches in accordance with 
Attachments B to D. 

Significance 

6.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

6.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact Ngāi 
Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

6.4 Community views have not been sought on this proposal as these are minor safety related 
changes with little to no impact on the community. These proposed changes ensure that the 
layout of the level crossings are consistent with the legal requirements. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

6.5 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications  

6.6 Cost of Implementation - $500 for the road markings. 

6.7 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – Maintenance of road markings is covered by the existing 
maintenance budget and the impact will be minimal to the overall asset. 

6.8 Funding source - Traffic Operations budgets 

Legal Implications  

6.9 The installation of any signs and/or markings associated with traffic control devices must comply 
with the Traffic Control Devices Rule.  This option makes the level crossings compliant with the 
Traffic Control Devices Rule.   

6.10 The Community Boards have delegated authority from the Council to exercise the delegations as 
set out in the Register of Delegations.  The list of delegations for the Community Boards includes 
the Council’s powers under section 334 of the Local Government Act 1974.  This includes 
facilities for the control of traffic and traffic enforcement laws (for example regulatory road 
markings). 

Risks and Mitigations  

6.11 There are no known risks to this option. 

Implementation 

6.12 Implementation dependencies - Community Board Approval 

6.13 Implementation timeframe – Implementation is expected to be before the end of June 2018. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

6.14 The advantages of this option include: 

 Ensure that all level crossings in the Linwood and Heathcote Wards are compliant with the 
legal requirements.  

 Improve safety at level crossings 
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6.15 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Cost to implement (although this is required by law) 

7. Option 2 – Do Nothing 

Option Description 

7.1 Do not make changes to the level crossing approaches. 

Significance 

7.2 The level of significance of this option is low and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.3 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.4 See section 6.4 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

7.5 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications 

7.6 Cost of Implementation – Not applicable 

7.7 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – Not applicable 

7.8 Funding source – Not applicable 

Legal Implications 

7.9 The installation of any signs and/or markings associated with traffic control devices must comply 
with the Traffic Control Devices Rule.  Existing level crossings provisions for no overtaking lines 
are deficient.   

7.10 The Community Boards have delegated authority from the Council to exercise the delegations as 
set out in the Register of Delegations.  The list of delegations for the Community Boards includes 
the Council’s powers under section 334 of the Local Government Act 1974.  This includes 
facilities for the control of traffic and traffic enforcement laws (for example regulatory road 
markings). 

7.11 The installation of any signs and/or markings associated with traffic control devices must comply 
with the Traffic Control Devices Rule. 

7.12 This option involves three level crossings remaining non-compliant with the Traffic Control 
Devices Rule. 

Risks and Mitigations      

7.13 Not Applicable 

Implementation 

7.14 Implementation dependencies - Not applicable 

7.15 Implementation timeframe – Not applicable 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.16 The advantages of this option include: 

 No cost to implement  
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7.17 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Level crossings continue to have noncompliant markings. 

 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Linwood - Central - Heathcote Level Crossing Proposed 'No Overtaking' Road Markings - 
Overview Plan 

45 

B ⇩  Curries Road Level Crossing Proposed 'No Overtaking' Road Markings - Plan for Board 
Approval 

46 

C ⇩  Scruttons Road Level Crossing Proposed 'No Overtaking' Road Markings - Plan for Board 
Approval 

48 

D ⇩  Ferrymead Park Drive Level Crossing Proposed 'No Overtaking' Road Markings - Plan for 
Board Approval 

49 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Author Peter Rodgers - Graduate Transport Engineer 

Approved By Ryan Rolston - Team Leader Traffic Operations 

Steffan Thomas - Manager Operations (Transport) 
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12. Linwood-Woolston Pool  - Site Selection 
Reference: 18/293240 

Presenter(s): 
Kent Summerfield – Senior Project Manager;  
Tara King – Senior Engagement Advisor 

  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to approve 
the location for the new Linwood-Woolston Pool facility. 

Origin of Report 

1.2 This report is being provided to fulfil Council resolution CNCL/2018/00049, under which it was 
resolved that the Council: 

1. Approve delegating to the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

  a. The decision on site selection for the new Linwood-Woolston Pool. 

b.  The decision on a scope and final Concept Design for the new Linwood-Woolston 
Pool. 

2. Resolves that both decisions in recommendation 1 must be consistent with Council 
policy; and capital and operational provision for the Woolston/Linwood Pool within the 
2015-2025 Long Term Plan as updated by the 2018-2028 Long Term Plan. 

3. Notes that: 

a. The specific financial delegation relating to executing the main build contract for 
the Linwood-Woolston Pool project remains with Council 

b. Should the final preferred site be subject to specific decision making processes that 
are unknown at this time then a further report will be brought back to Council 
covering proposed delegations to the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community 
Board. 

c. The opening ceremony and welcoming the community to the new facility will be 
undertaken by the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board. 

2. Significance  
2.1 The decisions in this report are of medium significance in relation to the Christchurch City 

Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by using the engagement and significance 
matrix.  Staff have considered the significance of the decision to be made by the 
Community Board.  Their assessment is that the matter is of medium significance for the 
following reasons: 

2.1.1.1 Previous engagement with the community in this area support the need and 
desire for a pool facility in this area. 

2.1.1.2 There are tangible social and cultural benefits involved in the construction of this 
facility.  Previous work in the community recognised a desire for the community 
to have a place to meet socially and providing a facility to address water safety is 
an integral part of this project. 
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2.1.1.3 There are benefits that will result in the construction of the facility and additional 
opportunities in relation to community partnerships as part of this project are 
also being worked through. 

2.1.2 The community engagement and consultation outlined in this report reflect the 
assessment. 

 

3 Staff Recommendations   

That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approve 141 Smith Street as the site for the Woolston-Linwood Pool facility. 

2. Approve staff proceeding with procurement and development of a concept design for the 
Woolston-Linwood Pool facility. 

 

4 Key Points 

4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Recreation and Sports Facilities 

4.1.1.1.1 Level of Service: 7.0.1 Provide residents access to fit-for-purpose 
recreation and sporting facilities  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

4.2.1 Option 1 – Approve 141 Smith Street as the site for the Linwood-Woolston Pool facility 
(preferred option) 

4.2.2 Option 2 – Approve a site other than 141 Smith Street for the Linwood-Woolston Pool 
facility. 

4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

4.3.1.1 Visually prominent and easily accessible site. 

4.3.1.2 Generous size offering opportunity for future expansion/hubbing. 

4.3.1.3 Low impact on neighbours and existing users. 

4.3.1.4 Integration with other recreational activity within Linwood Park. 

4.3.1.5 Good location catchment. 

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

4.3.2.1 Loss of existing tennis courts although these are expected to be replaced in part 
or full within the new facility. 

5 Context/Background 
5.1 At the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 26 February 2017 meeting the Board 

approved the commencement of a community consultation and engagement process regarding 
options for the location of the Linwood-Woolston Pool. 

Community Consultation 

5.2 Consultation on the new Linwood-Woolston pool was undertaken from 12 March to 9 April 
2018.  The feedback form asked submitters a number of questions around where the Linwood-
Woolston pool should be located, the type of activities users might want to see there, what 
would stop people using the facility, what could make the facility different to other pools, 

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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community partnerships, how users might travel there and some information about 
submitters.  Space was also available to write any further comments. 

5.2.1 Information collected on the type of activities users might want to see there, what 
would stop people using the facility and what could make the facility different to other 
pools will be used to inform the concept design process. 

5.3 Approximately 1,200 consultation booklets Attachment A were hand delivered to properties 
surrounding the preferred site for the Linwood-Woolston Pool (141 Smith Street, Linwood 
Park), including 280 absentee land owners.  A link to the Council “Have Your Say” page was 
also emailed to 330 key stakeholders.  This page is also where the electronic version of the 
booklet could be accessed and submissions could be completed online  
https://ccc.govt.nz/the-council/consultations-and-submissions/haveyoursay/show/123 

5.4 Consultation booklets (200) were also distributed to existing community networks by the 
Council Governance team to encourage community involvement in the project and the 
completion of submission forms. 

5.5 Temporary signage was installed advertising the project at Linwood Park, Bromley Park and 
Woolston Park.  As well as on the school gates of Linwood Avenue School, Linwood North 
School, Bromley School, Te Waka Una and Linwood College. 

 

Temporary signage for the new Linwood-Woolston Pool 

5.6 A “Newsline” article was posted on the Council website on 12 March 2018 
https://ccc.govt.nz/news-and-events/newsline/show/2467 

5.7 The project team were available to discuss the project, answer any questions and collect any 
completed submissions at drop in sessions at the LYFE event at Linwood Park on Saturday 
17 March, the Woolston Gala on Sunday 25 March at Woolston Park (the original 24 March 
date was moved to 25 March due to wet ground conditions on the park) and at Eastgate Mall 
on Friday 23 March 2018.  There were around 100 submission forms that were completed by 
the community in total for these drop in sessions, as well as consultation booklets being 
handed out to be completed by members of the community in their own time. 

5.8 At the close of consultation 478 submissions were received with 427 (89%) of submitters 
supporting the preferred site for the Linwood-Woolston Pool at 141 Smith Street, Linwood 
Park.  There were 36 (8%) of submitters who preferred another location and 15 (3%) of 
submitters who did not indicate a preference for the location. 

5.9 In summary, the distribution of responses in relation to the location for the Linwood-Woolston 
pool were: 

Location Number in support Percentage % 

https://ccc.govt.nz/the-council/consultations-and-submissions/haveyoursay/show/123
https://ccc.govt.nz/news-and-events/newsline/show/2467
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141 Smith Street, Linwood Park 427 89% 

Other locations 36 8% 

Not indicated 15 3% 

   

Total 478 100 

   

Other Locations Number in support Percentage % 

502 Ferry Road, Woolston Park 22 61% 

180 Smith Street, Linwood Service Centre 3 8% 

By Linwood North School, Woodham Park 2 6% 

Margaret Mahy Playground 2 6% 

Do not want a pool built  2 6% 

10 Cranley Street, Eastgate Mall (CCC owned land) 1 3% 

Bromley Park 1 3% 

Closer to Aranui 1 3% 

302 Ferry Road 1 3% 

Wherever is best for the community 1 3% 

   

Total 36 100 

 

 

5.10 In relation to the location of submissions (for those who provided a suburb) these can be 
summarised as: 

Suburb submission came from No. of submissions 
from this location 

Percentage 
% 

Auckland 2 0.5 

Aranui 6 2 

Avondale 2 0.5 

Avonside 2 0.5 

Bexley 1 0.5 

Bishopdale 1 0.5 

Bromley 30 8 

89%

8% 3%

Linwood Woolston Pool location results

141 Smith St

Other locations

Not indicated
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Suburb submission came from No. of submissions 
from this location 

Percentage 
% 

Burnside 1 0.5 

Burwood 5 1 

Central City 4 1 

Eastgate 2 0.5 

Harewood 1 0.5 

Heathcote 1 0.5 

Hillsborough 3 1 

Hoon Hay 3 1 

Hornby 3 1 

Kaiapoi 3 1 

Linwood 89 25 

Longhurst 1 0.5 

Mairehau 2 0.5 

Marshland 1 0.5 

Mt Pleasant 1 0.5 

New Brighton 10 3 

Northcote 1 0.5 

Opawa 2 0.5 

Papanui 1 0.5 

Phillipstown 16 4 

Prebbleton 1 0.5 

Rapaki 1 0.5 

Redcliffs 1 0.5 

Redwood 3 1 

Richmond 5 1 

Rolleston 2 0.5 

Shirley 6 2 

Southshore 1 0.5 

Spreydon 2 0.5 

St Albans 1 0.5 

St Martins 1 0.5 

Sydenham 2 0.5 

Wainoni 4 1 

Waltham 2 0.5 

Wigram 1 0.5 

Woolston 134 37 

   

Total 361 100% 

 

5.11 The majority of submissions have been received from Woolston (37%) and Linwood (25%) 
which are the areas closest to the pool location. 

5.12 All submissions with names and addresses have been provided to the Linwood-Central-
Heathcote Community Board members.  All submissions with names but without address and 
contact details are available publicly online at https://ccc.govt.nz/the-council/consultations-
and-submissions/haveyoursay/show/123 

5.13 All submitters from this consultation (who provided contact details) have been advised in 
writing of the results of the community feedback, the staff recommendation, the Community 
Board meeting details and how they can request to speak at the meeting if they wish to do so. 

https://ccc.govt.nz/the-council/consultations-and-submissions/haveyoursay/show/123
https://ccc.govt.nz/the-council/consultations-and-submissions/haveyoursay/show/123
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6 Option 1 - Approve 141 Smith Street as the site for the Linwood-Woolston 
Pool (preferred) 

Option Description 

6.1 This option would mean the new Linwood-Woolston Pool facility is established at 141 Smith 
Street, Linwood. 

Significance 

6.2 The level of significance of this option is medium and is consistent with section 2 of this report. 

6.3 Engagement requirements for this level of significance are outlined in this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

6.4 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of 
water or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact 
Ngāi Tahu, their culture and traditions. 

6.5 The Linwood-Woolston area does have a high Maori population so specific cultural groups 
related to Maori have been included as key stakeholders.  The consultation booklet has also 
been designed to include some Te Reo, to encourage local Maori to get involved in this project. 

Community Views and Preferences 

6.6 Local residents and sports groups are specifically affected by this option due to the location of 
the new Linwood-Woolston pool.  Their views are available in this section of the report.  
Section 5.3 – 5.8 of this report outlines how these affected parties were made aware of this 
project 

6.7 At the close of consultation 478 submissions were received with 427 submitters supporting the 
preferred site for the Linwood-Woolston Pool to be 141 Smith Street (Linwood Park). 

Themes from those who prefer 141 Smith Street (Linwood Park) as the location for the pool 

6.8 The most common themes for those who support 141 Smith Street as the pool location relate 
to accessibility, the importance of water safety, the importance of having a family and social 
space and that this facility is long overdue.   

Themes Number of 
comments 

Submitter ID # 

Accessibility 49 14374, 13180, 12805, 14712, 14690, 14279, 14706, 
14686, 12939, 14684, 12829, 13006, 13959, 14259, 
14336, 14687, 13109, 14694, 14202, 12815, 12925, 
14132, 13194, 14568, 14605, 14604, 14320, 13466, 
12795, 13193, 14611, 13021, 12807, 12958, 13185, 
14115, 14499, 14708, 14697, 14157, 14852, 14679, 
14681, 14682, 12900, 14691, 14700, 14696, 14204 

Water safety 28 14690, 14703, 14712, 14699, 14706, 14689, 14684, 
12829, 13040, 14694, 14555, 14698, 14132, 14711, 
14713, 13200, 14710, 14692, 14693, 14701, 14705, 
14708, 14247, 14704, 14688, 14702, 14700, 14696 

Family and social space 13 14695, 14684, 14179, 14286, 14711, 14746, 12798, 
14333, 14893, 14709, 14685, 14702, 14700 

Facility long overdue 8 14501, 14254, 14292, 14286, 14206, 12954, 14153, 
14609,  
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Accessibility 

6.9 There were 49 comments about the preferred location at 141 Smith Street providing good 
accessibility. 

“We are really excited to have a local facility, will be great for the community.  The location is 
perfect, close to Eastgate and bus network”.  Submitter ID # 14202. 

Water safety 

6.10 There 28 comments about the benefit of having this facility nearby and how it could help with 
water safety. 

“….I also hope that Linwood College could use it and you could do swimming lessons because 
New Zealand has too many people drowning”.  Submitter ID # 14698. 

Family and social space 

6.11 There were 13 comments relating to the importance of having a space for families to use 
together and to create a social environment. 

“I would like to make this facility in Linwood Ave because family’s can finally meet each other 
rather than making a phone call”.  Submitter ID # 14684. 

Facility long overdue 

6.12 There were eight comments specifically noting that having a facility in the Linwood-Woolston 
area is long overdue. 

“An absolutely fabulous initiative for Linwood/Woolston and beyond since the demise of 
Woolston, Centennial and QEII pools there has been a severe lack of swim/leisure facility”.  
Submitter ID # 12954. 

Existing tennis courts at Linwood Park 

6.13 There were 12 comments relating to concerns about the loss of the tennis courts that are 
currently located at Linwood Park, in order to allow space for the pool facility.  This includes a 
submission from Sport Canterbury and the South Brighton Tennis Club. 

“It is assumed that the pool development would require the removal of the 4 tennis courts and 
adjacent building which will negatively impact the South Brighton Tennis Club’s operations and 
on the profile and provision of tennis in the area.  There are very few community tennis courts 
in the area and the loss of these four courts would mean little or no opportunity for local 
residents to participate in the game of tennis.  It is proposed that at least two tennis courts are 
retained and upgraded as part of the development and that a change/storage space is built 
into the pool facility to accommodate the loss of the existing tennis clubroom space.  These 
courts would be a mix of club and public use with the tennis club having priority access for a 
period of time during the summer season.  Ideally, two additional courts would also be 
developed to replicate the existing capacity of courts in the area.  These could be located on-
site if there is sufficient space or at an alternative location in the area".  Submitter ID # 14562. 

Should 141 Smith Street be confirmed as the location for the facility, staff would work directly 
with Sport Canterbury and South Brighton Tennis Club regarding concluding the existing and 
current expectations are that the facility would include area/s available for tennis use, the 
exact scale and usage of which would be confirmed during the stakeholder engagement and 
design process. 
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Feedback from those who do not support the construction of the new Linwood-Woolston pool 

6.14 There were six submitters who do not support the construction of this facility.  Two of these 
submissions came from swimming clubs and one was a private pool owner.  The project team 
comments in relation to these are as follows (where relevant). 

Reason Number of 
comments 

Submitter ID # 

Waste of money as other facilities are close by 6 13725, 14752, 14193, 14239, 
14617, 12907 

Pool not required 1 14237 

 

Other facilities close by 

6.15 There were six comments relating to not supporting the construction of this facility because 
there are other facilities close by. 

“I don’t want another pool built so close to the future Metro Sports pool facility which is 4km 
away”.  Submitter ID # 12907 

Staff observe that this facility is intended to specifically focus on the needs of the Linwood-
Woolston community. 

Pool not required 

6.16 There was one submitter who commented that a pool was not required. 

“Not required”.  Submitter ID # 14237 

Staff note that previous engagement with the community (as well as this process) recorded a 
strong need to develop an aquatic facility as a priority for the area. 

Christchurch Youth Council consultation 

6.17 Members of the Christchurch Youth Council collected feedback (with guidance from 
Christchurch City Council staff) at the LYFE festival on 17 March 2018.  They used pictures and 
information boards about the proposed pool to collect information.  Please refer to submission 
# 14566 for more detail around this. 

 In summary of the 72 respondents, 70 preferred the location of the pool to be at 
141 Smith Street (Linwood Park). 

 The main modes of transport from respondents were bus, bike, car and walking. 

 What would encourage people to use the facility included a lazy river, hydro slides and 
diving pools. 

 What would prevent use included the price (families, young people and students would 
like to be able to afford to go), cheap food sold on site or the ability to bring your own 
food could help to keep costs down. 

Other suggested locations for the New Linwood-Woolston Pool 

6.18 Other locations suggested included 502 Ferry Road (Woolston Park), 180 Smith Street 
(Linwood Service centre), Near Linwood North School (Woodham Park), Margaret Mahy 
Playground, 10 Cranley Street (Eastgate Mall), Bromley Park, closer to Aranui and 302 
Ferry Road.  Statements within submissions and corresponding staff comments are recorded 
for each below. 

6.19 502 Ferry Road (Woolston Park) 

There were 22 submitters who preferred this location. 
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This site was considered as part of the initial staff investigation into site options, but deemed 
less suitable than 141 Smith Street due to its location catchment, constrained opportunities for 
future expansion, multiple residential neighbours affected, displacement of existing sports 
space and potential issues around land remediation and zoning.  

6.20 180 Smith Street (Linwood Service Centre) 

There were three submitters who preferred this location. 

This site was considered as part of the initial staff investigation into site options, but deemed 
less suitable than 141 Smith Street due to its having residential neighbours who would be 
affected and the need to displace and relocate existing tenants and demolish numerous 
existing structures. 

6.21 Near Linwood North School (Woodham Park) 

There were two submitters who preferred this location. 

This site is not considered suitable by staff for a number of reasons, primarily due to its limited 
size and accessibility and the impact on neighbours. 

6.22 Margaret Mahy Playground 

There were two submitters who preferred this location. 

This site is not considered suitable by staff as it is not within the Linwood-Woolston catchment 
identified. 

6.23 10 Cranley Street (Eastgate Mall) 

There was one submission received from the owners of Eastgate Mall who preferred this 
location.  This location is the site where the Linwood Library had previously been located and 
this land is owned by the Christchurch City Council.  Please refer to submission # 14368 for 
more information in relation to this. 

In summary, the owners of Eastgate Mall believe the benefits from this site include a large car 
park, safety (on site security and lighting), proximity to food, existing gym in the mall could be 
operated in conjunction with pool complex, good public transport networks, it’s a high profile 
location which is co-located with the Council service centre and library and using this site 
instead would mean the existing tennis courts at Linwood park do not need to be relocated 
within the park. 

This site is considered as less suitable than 141 Smith Street by staff due to its limited size, 
reduced opportunity to integrate with recreation in Linwood Park, and potential consenting 
concerns around parking and access.  Options may be available to address the lack of size but 
the likely conditions, and the cost implications of these, are considered less favourable than 
utilising 141 Smith Street.  Additionally many of the benefits 10 Cranley Street offers to both 
users and the Mall itself will also be realised at 141 Smith Street due to their close proximity 
(circa 250m). 

6.24 Bromley Park 

There was one submitter who preferred this location. 

This location is considered less suitable than 141 Smith Street by staff due to its location being 
relatively isolated, having constrained opportunities for growth, resultant displacement of 
existing recreation space and poorer proximity to schools. 

6.25 Closer to Aranui 

There was one submitter who preferred this location. 

Staff note that the primary catchment for the facility is intended to be Linwood-Woolston. 
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Community Partnerships 

6.26 Community groups were invited to let us know if they had any interest in being based in the 
facility in partnership with the Christchurch City Council.  There were 14 groups who indicated 
an interest in this.  Some of the groups who have indicated an interest include: 

 Woolston Development Project 

 PIPC Church 

 Linwood Keas Rugby League Club 

 Salvation Army Linwood 

 Te Whare Taonga O Nga Iwi Katoa (Linwood Resource Centre Trust) and Community 
Gardens 

 Linwood Medical Centre 

 MSD 

 Bromley Community Centre 

 South Brighton Tennis Club 

 Dogwatch 

 Youthtown Inc 

 Nga Maata Waka Maori Wardens 

 Delta Friendship Link 

 Linwood Avenue Community Corner Trust 
 

The majority of these potential partners/tenants have generic spatial needs which can be 
accommodated within intended multipurpose areas of the facility but some may have bespoke 
requirements and these parties will be consulted prior to, and during, the design process. 

 
Other feedback 

6.27 For feedback relating to the use of the pool, travelling to the facility and further submitter 
information, please refer to attachment B. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

6.28 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications  

6.29 Cost of Implementation – This site is Council owned and largely clear and free of known 
contamination so specific costs would be restricted to clearance of the existing tennis courts, 
with the expectation they would be reinstated in part or full within the new facility. 

6.30 Maintenance/Ongoing Costs – While there are no direct maintenance/ongoing costs 
associated with selecting this site, the decision would represent commencement of a process 
to procure, design, consent and build the new Linwood-Woolston Pool facility, the capital 
budget of which is circa $21.6m. 

6.31 Funding source – Operational and Capital funding for this project will come from amounts 
budgeted within the 2015-2025 Long Term Plan as updated by the 2018-2028 Long Term Plan. 

Legal Implications  

6.32 Appropriate consultation has been undertaken to enable the Board to better understand the 
views of the community, and delegation has been provided by Council to allow the Board to 
make the decision.  There are no further legal implications known at this point. 

6.33 Legal Services have reviewed and approved this report. 
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Risks and Mitigations   

6.34 There is a risk that some individuals or groups within the community may not support selection 
of this site. 

6.34.1 Residual risk rating: The residual rating of the risk after the below treatment is low. 

6.34.2 Planned treatment includes undertaking consultation and analysis which showed the 
significant majority of respondents support 141 Smith Street as the location for the 
facility.  

Implementation 

6.35 Implementation dependencies - there are no direct dependencies associated with the decision 
to select 141 Smith Street as the location for the Linwood-Woolston Pool.  

6.36 Implementation timeframe – the decision would have immediate effect. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

6.37 The advantages of this option include: 

6.37.1 Visually prominent and easily accessible site. 

6.37.2 Generous size offering opportunity for future expansion/hubbing. 

6.37.3 Low impact on neighbours and existing users. 

6.37.4 Integration with other recreational activity within Linwood Park. 

6.37.5 Good location catchment. 

6.38 The disadvantages of this option include: 

6.38.1 Loss of existing tennis courts although these are expected to be replaced in part or full 
within the new facility. 

  



Waikura/Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board 
16 May 2018  

 

Item No.: 12 Page 63 

 It
e

m
 1

2
 

7 Option 2 - Approve a site other than 141 Smith Street for the Linwood-
Woolston Pool 

Option Description 

7.1 Under this option the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board would approve any other 
site (the specific site would be advised by the Board) than 141 Smith Street as the location for 
the Linwood-Woolston Pool. 

Significance 

7.2 The level of significance of this option would likely be medium although it may vary depending 
on the site selected. 

7.3 Engagement requirements for a medium level of significance are as outlined within this report. 

Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.4 This option may or may not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body 
of water or other elements of intrinsic value to Ngāi Tahu.  This would be confirmed following 
site selection and Ngāi Tahu consulted as appropriate. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.5 Analysis of community views on site options are recorded in Section 5.  These indicate minimal 
support within the community for a site other than 141 Smith Street. 

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

7.6 This option may or may not be consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies.  Any inconsistencies 
relating to a particular site selected would be addressed as required. 

Financial Implications  

7.7 Costs would be confirmed dependent upon selected site.  Any selection would need to remain 
consistent with capital and operational provision for the Woolston/Linwood Pool within the 
2015-2025 Long Term Plan as updated by the 2018-2028 Long Term Plan. 

Legal Implications  

7.8 Any legal implications specific to the site selected would be investigated, advised and 
addressed as required. 

Risks and Mitigations   

7.9 There is a risk that a significant portion of the community would not support the selection of a 
site other than 141 Smith Street based on the feedback received as part of the consultation 
process. 

7.9.1 Residual risk rating: The residual rating of the risk after the below treatment is 
implemented will be high. 

7.9.2 Planned treatment would involve clearly communicating to the community the 
rationale for selecting the site. 

Implementation 

7.10 Implementation dependencies - Dependent upon selection. 

7.11 Implementation timeframe – Dependent upon selection. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.12 The advantages of this option include: 

7.12.1 Dependent upon selected site – individual sites may have unique compelling 
characteristics.  
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7.13 The disadvantages of this option include: 

7.13.1 Sites identified to date have scored lower against evaluation criteria overall than 141 
Smith Street. 

7.13.2 Community support indicated within the consultation process expressed clear 
preference for 141 Smith Street. 

 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  The New Linwood-Woolston Pool Consultation Booklet 65 

B ⇩  Linwood-Woolston Pool Site Selection Consultation Analysis 77 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Authors Kent Summerfield - Senior Project Manager 

Tara King - Senior Engagement Advisor 

Approved By Michael Down - Finance Business Partner 

John Filsell - Head of Recreation, Sports & Events 

Mary Richardson - General Manager Citizen and Community 
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13. Applications to Linwood Central Heathcote 2017/18 Discretionary 
Response Fund - Various Organisations 

Reference: 18/433909 

Presenter(s): Gail Payne, Community Development Adviser 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board to consider 
applications for funding from its 2017/18 Discretionary Response Fund from the organisations 
listed below. 

Funding Request 
Number 

Organisation Project Name Amount 
Requested 

00057807 
 
 
00057771 
 
 
00057767 
 
00057806 

Bromley Community 
Association  
 
Strengthening Linwood 
Youth Trust 
 
Drug-ARM Christchurch  
 
Woolston Community 
Library 

Bromley Community 
Centre – Mobile Tables 
 
Youth Space in Eastgate 
Mall  
 
Express Programme  
 
Library Books  

$1,653 
 
 

$45,397 
 
 

$24,000 
 

$5,000 

 

Origin of Report 

1.2 This report is staff generated as a result of Discretionary Response Fund applications being 
received. 

2. Significance 

2.1 The decision(s) in this report is of low significance in relation to the Christchurch City Council’s 
Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined by the number of people affected and/or with an 
interest. 

2.1.2 Due to the assessment of low significance, no further community engagement and 
consultation is required. 

3. Staff Recommendations 
That the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board: 

1. Approves a grant of $1,653 to Bromley Community Association from its 2017/18 Discretionary 
Response Fund towards Bromley Community Centre – Mobile Tables. 

2. Approves a grant of $40,000 from its 2017/18 Discretionary Response Fund to Strengthening 
Linwood Youth Trust towards Youth Space in Eastgate Mall. 

3. Approves a grant of $8,000 from its 2017/18 Discretionary Response Fund to Drug-ARM 
Christchurch towards Express programme.  
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4. Approves a grant of $5,000 from its 2017/18 Discretionary Response Fund to Woolston 
Community Library towards Library Books.  

 

4. Key Points 

4.1 At the time of writing, the balance of the Discretionary Response Fund is as detailed below.  

Total Budget 
2017/18 

Granted To Date Available for 
allocation 

Balance If Staff 
Recommendation adopted 

$209,824 $71,320 $138,504 $83,851 

 
4.2 Based on the current Discretionary Response Fund criteria, the application listed above is 

eligible for funding. 

4.3 The attached Decision Matrix provides detailed information for the application.  This includes 
organisational details, project details, financial information and a staff assessment. 

 
 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Decision Matrix - Bromley Community Assocation 89 

B ⇩  Decision Matrix - Strengthening Linwood Youth Trust 90 

C ⇩  Decision Matrix - Drug ARM Christchurch 91 

D ⇩  Decision Matrix - Woolston Community Library 92 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Author Gail Payne - Community Development Advisor 

Approved By Shupayi Mpunga - Manager Community Governance, Linwood-Central-Heathcote 
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14. Elected Members’ Information Exchange 
 

This item provides an opportunity for Board Members to update each other on recent events and/or issues 
of relevance and interest to the Board. 
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15. Resolution to Exclude the Public 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987. 
 
I move that the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely 
items listed overleaf. 
 
Reason for passing this resolution: good reason to withhold exists under section 7. 
Specific grounds under section 48(1) for the passing of this resolution: Section 48(1)(a) 
 
Note 
 
Section 48(4) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 provides as follows: 
 
“(4) Every resolution to exclude the public shall be put at a time when the meeting is open to the public, 

and the text of that resolution (or copies thereof): 
 
 (a) Shall be available to any member of the public who is present; and 
 (b) Shall form part of the minutes of the local authority.” 
 
This resolution is made in reliance on Section 48(1)(a) of the Local Government Official Information and 
Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by Section 6 or Section 7 of that Act 
which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole or relevant part of the proceedings of the meeting 
in public are as follows: 
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ITEM 
NO. 

GENERAL SUBJECT OF EACH MATTER 
TO BE CONSIDERED 

SECTION 
SUBCLAUSE AND REASON 

UNDER THE ACT 
PLAIN ENGLISH REASON 

WHEN REPORTS CAN BE 
RELEASED 

16 

LINWOOD-CENTRAL-HEATHCOTE 
COMMUNITY BOARD: CONSIDERATION 
OF COMMUNITY SERVICES AWARDS 
2017/18 

S7(2)(A) 
PROTECTION OF PRIVACY 
OF NATURAL PERSONS 

PERSONAL DETAILS OF NOMINEES 
AND NOMINATORS ARE INCLUDED IN 
THE REPORT 

HOSTING OF 
COMMUNITY SERVICE 
AWARD FUNCTION 
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