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1. Apologies / Ngā Whakapāha  

At the close of the agenda no apologies had been received. 

2. Election of a Chairperson / Te Whakatū Poumua  

 At the start of the meeting a Chairperson will be elected. 

3. Declarations of Interest / Ngā Whakapuaki Aronga  

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. 

   



Hearings Panel 
23 November 2020  

 

Item No.: 4 Page 5 

 It
e

m
 4

 

4. Colombo Street Cycle Route Connection 
Reference / Te Tohutoro: 20/1218912 

Report of / Te Pou 

Matua: 

Kirsty Mahoney, Project Manager, Kirsty.Mahoney@ccc.govt.nz 

Tara King, Senior Engagement Advisor, Tara.King@ccc.govt.nz 

General Manager / 

Pouwhakarae: 

David Adamson, General Manager City Services, 

David.Adamson@ccc.govt.nz 
  

 

1. Purpose of the Report / Te Pūtake Pūrongo  

1.1 The purpose of this report is to report the outcomes of the consultation phase for the 
preferred scheme design for the Colombo Street Cycle Connection project.  This report has 

been written by staff to provide the Hearings Panel with the background and 

recommendations for this project to proceed. 

1.2 The decisions in this report are of medium significance in relation to the Christchurch City 

Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy.  The level of significance was determined due 
to the high level of interest Christchurch residents have in relation to cycle lanes and parking 

in the central city. 

2. Proposed Officer Recommendations / Ngā Tūtohu  

2.1 It is recommended that the Colombo Street cycle connection (Attachment A) be approved for 

detailed design, tender and construction, pending the following recommended changes: 

 Widen the cycle lanes to 1.8-1.9 m in width adjacent to parallel parking.  This means that 

the painted buffer between the cycle and traffic lanes can no longer be used. 

 Consideration will be given to types of road markings that better delineate the edges of the 

lanes, i.e. high-performance markings and wider lines. 

 Update the plans to reflect the installation of the no stopping lines marked on Colombo 

Street outside Maryville Courts recently. 

 Review the length of the “green” time for cyclists travelling across Bealey Avenue to ensure 

there is sufficient time for slower riders to get across the intersection.  A “head-start” for 
northbound riders over left-turning traffic was identified during the design stage and will 

be included in the project. 

 Remove the drainage channels at the edge of the cycle lane across Peterborough Street 

from the design. 

 Provide four additional cycle stands around the Peterborough Street intersection, bringing 

the total along the route to 20. 

 Convert one of the unrestricted parking spaces outside No. 867 Colombo Street to a P5 (at 

any time) space, replacing the small existing P5 space being removed to fit the tree. 

 Extend the length of the feature paving further south to No. 907 Colombo Street. 

 Develop coloured surfacing colours and layout detailed design. 

2.2 The detailed traffic resolutions and updated plans will be developed to inform the Hearings 

Panel report. 
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3. Background / Te Horopaki 

3.1 This project seeks to connect the Papanui Parallel MCR (Major Cycle Route) at Bealey Avenue 

to the Ōtākaro works just south of Kilmore Street by providing cycle facilities along Colombo 
Street.  In addition, the Council will complete a small section of cycle facilities along Colombo 

Street from Kilmore Street to the Avon River Bridge, which was originally part of the Ōtākaro 

AAC (An Accessible City) project, but was delayed by the Town Hall construction work 

underway at that time. 

3.2 There are currently no cycle facilities along Colombo Street, between Bealey Ave and Kilmore 
Street.  The initial project scope was for an interim facility; however, there is potential for it to 

remain in place long-term (i.e. up to ten years), until funding for the full AAC project is 

available in the future.   

3.3 It is noted that the scheme design options developed, and the preferred option presented for 

consultation, do not meet the intent of the Streets and Spaces Design Guide and the original 

plan for this AAC project, which seeks to renew the road reserve from boundary to boundary, 

due to a lack of available budget. 

3.4 An initial report (March 2019) was prepared based on scheme options that considered a 
minimum ten-year life and envisaged one-way separated cycle facilities.  These options had a 

significant impact on on-street parking and provided no enhancement for the streetscape as 

envisaged in the Streets and Spaces Design Guide. 

3.5 The initial March 2019 report was considered by the Transport Steering Group and the AAC 

Joint Technical Review Panel and as a result an addendum report (August 2019) was prepared 
that considered options to provide more street amenity (i.e. street trees), and an option with 

less impact on on-street parking in the business area.  These review groups concluded that the 

initial scheme options were not delivering the amenity improvement outcomes desired from 
the AAC programme.  The addition of the separated cycle lanes in the original options 

assessment significantly affected the available on-street parking, with losses of 60-74% of the 

existing parking in some options.  This was considered to be a key concern for business 

owners in the length of Colombo Street between Salisbury Street and Kilmore Street. 

3.6 A further report (January 2020) was prepared to address the loss of on-street parking between 
Bealey Avenue and Salisbury Street, minimise construction costs, and include urban design 

and landscaping enhancements, whilst providing safe cyclist facilities.  This option was taken 

forward as the preferred scheme option for consultation. 

3.7 The key design elements of the proposed scheme presented for consultation included: 

Bealey Ave to Salisbury Street 

 Painted buffered cycle lanes with removal of some on-street parking around bus stops 
and intersections for cyclist safety.  Note the buffer is also painted. 

 A 4.2m wide shared mixing zone for straight-through cyclists with left-turning traffic at 
Salisbury Street. 

 On-street parking retention of 29 spaces from the existing 36 spaces on the eastern side 
of Colombo Street, and 28 spaces from the existing 38 spaces on the western side of 
Colombo Street.  Overall, the parking retention is 77% from the existing. 

 Introduction of a 30km/h speed limit supported by traffic calming measures including 
gateway thresholds, narrow lanes, some side friction from trees, and patterned features 
on the road.  These measures aim to mitigate the lack of physical separation for cyclists. 

 Improving amenity and road legibility by introducing street trees, build outs and 
threshold paint to visually, and physically, narrow the corridor.  Also a proposed cluster 
of coloured arrows for each of the build-out locations, and proposed patterned paint 
treatment to footpath areas. 
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 Planting of 12 new street trees, in planter boxes, located at approximately 50m spacing.   

 Rationalisation of bus stops, removing the two stops closest to Salisbury Street, and 
replacing them with a relocated stop on Salisbury Street and a new stop on Colombo 
Street south of Salisbury Street. 
 

Salisbury Street to Kilmore Street 

 Painted buffered cycle lanes. 

 Cycle lane treatment at intersections with kerb build-outs added to the approaches to 
Peterborough Street to slow left-turning traffic, improve pedestrian access and further 
narrow the street. 

 Introduction of a 30km/h speed limit supported by traffic calming measures, including 
gateway thresholds, narrow lanes, some side friction from trees, and patterned features 
on the road. These measures aim to mitigate the lack of physical separation for cyclists. 

 Extension of the 30km/h speed limit on Peterborough Street, and threshold treatments 
at Durham Street North and Manchester Street. 

 On-street parking retention of 21 spaces from an existing 35 spaces.   

 Enhanced vibrancy of retail hub by introducing design street art around the 
Peterborough Street intersection. 

 Placement of street trees in existing and proposed kerb build-outs to support traffic 
calming and in consideration of vehicle entrances and exits, and known underground 
services. 

 
Kilmore Street to Avon River Bridge 

 Introduction of five on-street parking spaces, in addition to one mobility space on the 
eastern side of the road, and two mobility spaces on the western side.  These changes 
result in the loss of one car parking space from the existing layout. 

 Creation of a shared path area on the eastern side of Colombo Street to the south of 
Kilmore Street, to connect to the Avon River Precinct shared path on Cambridge Terrace, 
with an access ramp for southbound cyclists to enter the shared path from the roadway. 

4. Community Views and Preferences / Ngā mariu ā-Hāpori 

Public Consultation / Te Tukanga Kōrerorero 

4.1 Community consultation on the Colombo Street cycle route connection project, was 

undertaken from Monday 28 September until Tuesday 27 October 2020. 

4.2 Approximately 900 consultation leaflets were hand delivered to businesses, property owners 

and absentee owners along and surrounding the cycle route. 

4.3 Hard copies of the consultation leaflet and submission forms were made available at Civic 

Offices and Linwood Library (refer to Attachments B and C). 

4.4 The community were asked to respond to these questions: 

 Do you support the plan for the cycle route connection? 

 Do you have any comments or concerns in relation to specific parts of the plan? 

4.5 A Newsline article was published to provide information on this project and encourage 
submissions on 28 September 20201.  This information was also shared on the Council social 

media platforms and included in the Council produced cycling e-newsletter. 

4.6 Pre-engagement was carried out on 22 September 2020 by the project team.  This involved 
door knocking the most affected businesses along the cycle connection route.  Specific 

                                                                    
1 https://newsline.ccc.govt.nz/news/story/call-for-feedback-on-colombo-st-cycle-lanes  

https://newsline.ccc.govt.nz/news/story/call-for-feedback-on-colombo-st-cycle-lanes
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information relating to the needs of those businesses was collected and businesses were 

encouraged to make a submission.  For those businesses that were not open a small ‘sorry we 

missed you’ leaflet was left.   

 There was strong interest in this project from those that were visited 

 Businesses were generally supportive of the concept 

 Businesses were most interested to know more about any parking loss and any 

disruption during the construction phase.   

 There was agreement that the area could benefit from some landscaping 
improvements and other visual improvements to encourage more patronage. 

 

 

Sorry we missed you leaflet 

4.7 The project team met face to face with a number of other key stakeholders before the 

consultation opened.  This included Environment Canterbury, the Chamber of Commerce and 

Lucas Associates.  These meetings provided good opportunities for sharing information and to 

encourage these groups to make sure other key stakeholders were aware of the project. 

4.8 During the consultation period we held a drop in session, to allow any other interested parties 

to meet the project team and find out more about the project.  This took place on: 

 Monday 5 October, 4.30 pm to 6 pm, Salvation Army meeting room, 853 Colombo 

Street. 

4.9 This drop in session was attended by around 16 residents and local business owners.  Key 

queries related to: 

 Clarification of where the bus stops are moving to 

 Support for the cycle lanes, but concern that they aren’t fully separated 

 Requests for the “trial” to be monitored 

 Concern over loss of parking around some businesses 

 Requests for additional landscaping to prevent vehicles parking on footpaths 

 Some concern over visibility with tree planting near driveways 

 Requests to amend the parking restrictions and remove all day parking 

 Bealey Avenue intersection, phase times aren’t long enough. 

 

Summary of Submissions / Ngā Tāpaetanga 

4.10 At the close of the consultation period, 269 submissions were received.  This included 

submissions from these businesses and organisations: 

 Action Bicycle Club #35065 

 Blind Low Vision New Zealand  #34742 
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 Cycle Trading Company #34632 

 Dalman Architects Limited #34623 

 DATAmetrics #34540 

 Colombo Street Specialist Plastic and Reconstructive Surgeons #34752 and #35546 

 Generation Zero #35505 

 Lucas Associates #35540 

 Maryville Courts Retirement Village #34613 

 MENZ medical #34680 

 National Trade Academy Limited #34573 

 New Zealand Business Tools (NZBT) #34989 

 Ortho South Limited #35287 

 Pita Kāik/Peterborough Village #35576 

 Rash Family Trust #35490 

 Southpark Corporation #34900 

 Spokes Canterbury #35526 

 The Salvation Army Christchurch City Corps #34839 

 Waipapa/Papanui-Innes Community Board #35069 

 Waka Kotahi New Zealand Transport Agency #34638 and #34989 

 Wednesday Wheelers #34600 

 

Do you support the plan for the cycle route connection? 

4.11 At the close of the consultation there were 141 submissions in support of the cycle route 
connection plan.  There were 81 who generally supported the connection but have concerns 

and 47 who did not support the cycle route connection project. 

Support Generally support 

but have concerns 
Do not support Total 

141 (52%) 81 (30%) 47 (18%) 269 (100%) 

 

 

4.12 Please refer to attachment D to view mapped submissions from those along the direct cycle 

connection route on Colombo Street, along with a summary of these submissions. 

Themes from those who supported the Colombo Street cycle route 

connection plan 

52%

30%

18%

COLOMBO STREET - CYCLE CONNECTION 
PROJECT

Support Generally support but with concerns Do not support
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4.13 There were 141 (52%) submitters who supported the plan for they cycle route connection.  The 

most frequent reasons for supporting the project related to: 

Comments No. of 
comments 

Submitter ID # 

Will make it safer 34 35542, 35525, 35503, 35500, 35499, 
35451, 35311, 35214, 35113, 35112, 
35064, 35057, 35002, 34989, 34937, 
34837, 34831, 34806, 34754, 34725, 
34719, 34715, 34712, 34711,  
34708, 34659, 34648, 34632,  
34627, 34606, 34604, 34599, 34558, 
34524 

Support for the missing connection 28 35542, 35536, 35526, 35503, 35502, 
35499, 35496, 35311, 35214, 35113, 

35083, 35069, 35064, 34989, 34895, 
34878, 34837, 34807, 34719, 34712, 

34648, 34629, 34588, 34579, 34553, 

34543, 34533, 34523 

Cycling is good for health, wellbeing 

and the environment 

6 35500, 35499, 34754, 34632, 34539, 

34523 

 

 

4.14 Project team comments in relation to these are as follows (where relevant). 

4.15 Safety – We received feedback from the community that this new cycle connection would 

make the road safer than it currently is for cyclists along Colombo Street. 

“I support the extension of the cycleway along Colombo Street south of Bealey Ave.  The existing 
situation, where a safe, high quality cycleway simply terminates at Bealey Ave, leaving cyclists 

on a 50kph road, is poor”. – Submitter #35503 

4.16 Project team comments: 

4.17 The project team agrees that the provision of a cycle connection will give cyclists a defined 

space to travel between the Papanui Parallel and the Central City, where there is currently 

none, and make it safer for cyclists. 

4.18 Missing connection – We received feedback from the community in support of creating a 

connection for cyclists into the central city. 

0
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“A very welcome connection between the excellent cycle lane north of Bealey Ave and the central 

city”. – Submitter #35496 

4.19 Project team comments: 

4.20 The project team agrees that the provision of a cycle connection will give cyclists a defined 

space to travel between the Papanui Parallel and the Central City, where there is currently 

none. 

4.21 Health, well-being and the environment – We received feedback from the community about 

the importance of encouraging cycling for the health of residents and to look after the 

environment. 

“We should be encouraging people to cycle more and drive less to preserve the environment, 

prevent congestion and improve people’s health and wellbeing”. – Submitter #54523 

4.22 Project team comments: 

4.23 The project team agrees that the provision of a cycle connection will provide further 
opportunity for all transport mode users, including active mode users, to have a defined space 

to travel into and out of the central city along this key route. 

Themes from those who generally support the Colombo Street cycle route 

connection plan, but have some concerns 

4.24 There were 81 (30%) submitters who generally supported the plan, but did have some 

concerns.  The most frequent concerns related to: 

Comments No. of 
comments 

Submitter ID # 

Would prefer a separated cycleway 34 35538, 35535, 35528, 35505, 35497, 
35494, 35487, 35319, 35168, 35089, 

35065, 34954, 34908, 34886, 34861, 

34860, 34811, 34772, 34771, 34748, 
34722, 34666, 34637, 34622, 34609, 

34602, 34595, 34593, 34576, 34563, 

34548, 34545, 34541, 34527 

Requests for traffic light phasing 

improvements at intersections 

19 35541, 35538, 35528, 35507, 35505, 

35493, 35487, 35405, 35382, 35319, 
35288, 35283, 34785, 34772, 34709, 

34637, 34616, 34609 

Painted buffer cycle lane too narrow 18 35541, 35539, 35535, 35529, 35528, 
35508, 35507, 35505, 35493, 35405, 

35390, 35298, 35288, 34811, 34785, 

34610, 34609, 34580 

Requests for more bike parking along 

the route 

8 35535, 35531, 35528, 35487, 35288, 

35283, 34976, 34861 

Requests for plastic posts or reflectors  8 35507, 35431, 35405, 35319, 35288, 

34907, 34698, 34637 

Concern speed zones are inconsistent 7 35528, 35508, 35507, 35497, 35493, 

35487, 35405 
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4.25 Project team comments in relation to these are as follows (where relevant). 

4.26 Separated cycleway instead – We received feedback from 34 submitters that they would 

prefer a separated cycleway.  However it should also be noted that there were 10 submitters 

who specifically noted that they were supportive of the painted buffer cycle lane. 

“I am disappointed that the cycle lanes will not be separated (as on the north side of Bealey Ave).  

This is likely to mean they are less child and new cyclist friendly”. – Submitter #35064 

4.27 Project team comments: 

4.28 The project team sought to balance the aim of providing cycle facilities between the Papanui 
Parallel MCR and the central city with the desire to retain as much as possible on-street 

parking for businesses, particularly in the retail area between Salisbury Street and Kilmore 

Street. 

4.29 Traffic light phasing improvements – We received feedback from the community requesting 

an improvement to traffic light phasing specifically at Bealey Avenue. 

4.30 “The crossing and traffic-light phasing at Bealey Ave is not included in the proposed plan.  When 

crossing Bealey on a bike heading north during off-peak hours, the phasing allows VERY little 

time to get across.  The diamonds on the cycleway don’t trigger any changes in the light cycle.  
During off peak hours (say, after 8 pm?) the duration of the green light is set for the speed of cars 

only, which means the light turns amber before you are even half way across Bealey Ave.  I find 
the timing tight myself as a confident user of a bicycle, but there are times that I am praying I’ll 

be seen by the cars on Bealey as the light turns red”.  Submitter #35528 

4.31 Project team comments: 

4.32 The project team agrees with this feedback and will work with the signals team to improve the 

traffic light phasing at Bealey Ave to allow cyclists sufficient time to cross this intersection. 

4.33 Cycle lane too narrow – We received feedback from the community relating to concerns that 

the cycle lane being proposed is too narrow. 

“The cycle lane width of 1.6m against parked cars is narrow, especially as you have just come off 
the Papanui Parallel separated facility.  The 0.4 m painted buffer won’t keep riders away from 

opening doors”. – Submitter #35283 

4.34 Project team comments: 
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4.35 The project team acknowledges that the proposed cycle lane widths are not ideal, and has 

proposed a solution of 1.6m wide cycle lanes with 0.4m buffer to fit within the available road 

space.  The alternative is to remove the buffer and provide 1.8m wide cycle lanes, which 

provides less visual separation between the vehicle lane and the cycle lane. 

4.36 The cycle lanes have been widened to 1.8-1.9m in width adjacent to parallel parking.  This 
means that the painted buffer between the cycle and traffic lanes can no longer be used.  

Consideration will be given to types of road markings that better delineate the edges of the 

lanes, i.e. high performance markings and wider lines. 

4.37 More bike parking – We received feedback from the community requesting more bike parking 

along the route. 

“We would like to see more bike parking facilities offered along the route.  It is noted there is 

provision for about 8 cycle locking stands at Peterborough Street but these could be occupied 

most of the time by staff at the local businesses and attendees at the Christchurch College of 
Education.  Provision of additional parks at the southern end of the area would provide facilities 

for those attending the town hall or wanting to meander through the central city without a bike”. 

– Submitter #35526 (Spokes) 

4.38 Project team comments: 

4.39 There is currently 16 bike parking stands located along the route in the scheme plan.  The 
project team proposes to include an additional four bike parking stands, located at the 

Peterborough Street intersection. 

4.40 Plastic posts or reflectors – we received feedback from the community requesting the 

inclusion of plastic posts or reflectors, to make it safer for cyclists. 

“Physically separated lanes are better than painted lanes, otherwise have permanently fixed 

plastic “wands” to help prevent vehicle incursion onto the lane”. – Submitter #35319 

4.41 Project team comments: 

4.42 The project team is reluctant to add vertical elements to the street environment, such as flexi 
posts, unless there is a known safety issue, as this adds a new hazard to the environment.  The 

project team can investigate potential locations for these measures during detailed design, if 

required. 

4.43 Consistent speed zone – we received feedback from the community about the ad hoc nature 

of the speed zones across the city. 

“…This tallies with overseas research I’ve read that shows that enforcement doesn’t work, 

especially at a hyper-local level.  Not until (here’s hoping), we have city-wide 30km zones that 

encompass the central city and residential areas, and high speed arterials, will we start to see 

drivers obey limits consistently”.  Submitter #35528 

4.44 Project team comments: 

4.45 The project team has received advice from the Council Transport Operations team that the 

Council follows national guidance from Waka Kotahi – NZ Transport Agency for speed limit 

consistency.  Their advice is that 30km/h is appropriate for a cycle route where there are high 
volumes of cyclists.  40km/h is appropriate on Colombo Street to the north of Bealey Ave, as at 

that point the cycle route transitions to a separated facility rather than a shared facility. 

Themes from those who do not support the Colombo Street cycle route 

connection plan 
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4.46 There were 47 submitters who did not support the cycle connection plan on Colombo Street.  

The most frequent comments related to: 

Comments No. of 
comments 

Submitter ID # 

Concern over loss of on-street parking 21 35506, 34839, 34810, 34768, 34753, 

34740, 34705, 34695, 34680, 34634, 
34631, 34594, 34590, 34573, 34570, 

34559, 34556, 34549, 34546, 34536 

Building cycle lanes is a waste of 
money 

12 34721, 34720, 34695, 34631, 34591, 
34560, 34559, 34555, 34554, 34550, 

34547, 34528 

Cycle lanes are not well used 7 35506, 34790, 34776, 34601, 34594, 

34559, 34528 

 

 

4.47 Project team comments in relation to these are as follows (where relevant). 

4.48 Loss of on-street parking – we received feedback from the community who had concerns 

about the loss of on street parking due to the high demand for parking in the area. 

“Removal of 32 street car parks will place pressure on surrounding streets of which I am part of 

not to mention the effect on existing businesses”. – Submitter #35515 

4.49 Project team comments: 

4.50 The project team has sought to balance the introduction of a cycle connection with 

minimising the loss of on-street car parking.  Parking spaces have only been removed where it 

is unsafe to retain them such as at intersections and at bus stops, or where street trees are 

proposed to be implemented to improve the amenity of Colombo Street. 

4.51 Cycle lanes a waste of money – We received feedback from the community who had 

concerns that funding would be better spent on something else. 

“You are driving people away from the city centre and with this plan I will NOT be visiting. There 

are far more important things that need to be done without spending money on this project even 

though the government has given the money”. – Submitter #34720 

4.52 Project team comments: 
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4.53 The project team has sought to provide cycle facilities, which enable a connection between 

the Papanui Parallel MCR and the Central City, within the available budget and scope outlined 

in the Council’s Long Term Plan.   

4.54 Cycle lanes not well used – We received feedback from the community about cycle lanes not 

being well used across the city. 

“Please stop being silly. Take a walk around the CBD and see how many people there are and 

how many cyclists. People don't go there. The CBD has been ruined and you want to do more of 

the same. Please learn from your mistakes, although it is probably too late”.  – Submitter #34601 

4.55 Project team comments: 

4.56 The project team has sought to provide cycle facilities, which enable a connection between 
the Papanui Parallel MCR and the Central City, to meet the Council’s Community Outcome of a 

Liveable City with a well-connected and accessible city promoting active and public transport 

modes. 

Feedback on key parts of the cycle connection plan 

4.57 All community feedback collected during the consultation period, on specific aspects of the 

proposed plan are included below, and include project team comments (where relevant): 

4.58 Speed reduction – there were 29 specific comments in support of the speed limit reduction 

and 12 comments not in support of the speed limit reduction. 

Support Do not support Total 

30 (73%) 11 (27%) 41 

 

 

4.59 The most common reason for supporting the speed limit reductions from submitters were 

related to the reduced speed limit making the road safer. 

4.60 The most common reason for not supporting the speed limit reductions by submitters related 

to: 

 The speed does not need lowering 

 It will increase travel times and create congestion 

 People will ignore it and still speed 

4.61 Project team comments: 

73%

27%

SPEED REDUCTION

Support Do not support
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4.62 The project team considers that lowering the speed limit along Colombo Street from just 

south of Bealey Ave to the Avon River Bridge south of Kilmore to 30km/h will make the 

environment safer for active transport mode users, including making it safer for cyclists using 
this route.  The proposed 30km/h speed limit would add less than 30 seconds to the journey 

along Colombo Street.  There have been requests from central city residents associations for 

lower speed limits in the central city, as outlined by one submitter. 

4.63 In addition, the brief to the project team sought an increase in the amenity of the road 

environment, and to this end, the project team has included roadway art as part of the 
scheme plan.  To include this in the implementation of the scheme plan, the actual speed limit 

along Colombo Street must comply with the Land Transport Rule.  The 30km/h speed limit will 
support the installation of roadway art, which is shown on the scheme plan for this project as 

coloured diamonds with sharrows. 

4.64 The Land Transport Rule: Traffic Control Devices Amendment 2020 was enacted in July 2020, 
which allows for the lawful installation on a roadway of markings that are not traffic control 

devices in particular circumstances also referred to as “roadway art”.  A condition of the 

installation of roadway art is that it is installed in a lower risk environment.  In this rule, lower 

risk environment is defined as: 

(a) Where the road controlling authority manages speeds, through the use of any combination 
of traffic control devices, roadside developments, roadway art and other changes in the 

road environment, with the aim to achieve an outcome where the operating speed of 

vehicles (except in emergency situations) is not more than 30km/h (whether or not the 

speed limit for the area is 30km/h); and  

(b) In relation to which it is reasonable for the road controlling authority to believe that 

outcome has been or will be achieved. 

 

4.65 Bus stops – there were 16 general comments relating to rationalising the bus stops in the 
cycle connection plan.  Of these there were 8 submitters who specifically indicated they did 

not support the bus stop locations. 

4.66 The reasons for not supporting the bus stop locations related to: 

 Moving the bus stops does not work with the design, especially with the future two 

way to one way expected for Kilmore Street in the future. 

 Like the bus stops as they are now. 

 No requirement for a bus stop on the corner of Salisbury and Manchester, as buses 

traveling down Salisbury Street always turn from the right lane into Manchester Street. 

 Moving the bus stop from 121 Salisbury to 139 Salisbury will move a bus stop too close 

to Manchester Street. 

 The bus stop near the lights by Whiskey Galore will get stuck in congestion traffic in 

peak hours and slow the service down. 

 

4.67 Project team comments: 

4.68 The project team has worked with Environment Canterbury during the scheme design option 
development to rationalise the bus stops, and proposed to remove the two stops closest to 
Salisbury Street, and replacing them with a relocated stop on Salisbury Street and a new stop on 
Colombo Street south of Salisbury Street.  However, based on the submissions received, the 

project team recommends that the bus stop locations remain close to their existing locations.  
The benefits of moving the bus stops are outweighed by the dis-benefits as raised in 

submissions.  The configuration of the bus stops will be updated to meet the latest guidance 
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for bus movements in and out of bus stops, with both stops proposed to be shifted a small 

distance to avoid creating pinch points for cyclists.   

4.69 Planter boxes and street art - there were 27 comments made about planter boxes and street 

art on the road. 

Topic Support Do not support Total 

Planter boxes 16 2 18 

Street art 7 1 9 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

4.70 The main reasons that submitters supported the planter boxes and street art related to the 

improvement in the amenity value of the area and having the flexibility to try something new 

and move things around. 

4.71 The main reason for submitters not supporting the planter boxes and street art was due to the 
belief it was a waste of funding.  There were also strong concerns raised by Blind Low Vision 

New Zealand in relation to the patterned colours on footpaths being confusing for the vision 

impaired and those with cognitive impairments, due to depth perception.  They would prefer 

to keep them on the road only. 

4.72 Project team comments: 

4.73 The project team has sought to improve the amenity of Colombo Street by including planter 
boxes and roadway and footpath art.  Planter boxes provide a low cost, adaptable solution 

rather than permanent street trees to allow these to be moved if there are issues with visibility 
or obstruction once implemented.  The project team is working with the Blind Low Vision NZ 

team to incorporate their concerns for their clients into the project, as part of the detailed 

design, whilst not losing the aim to improve amenity of this environment.   

4.74 Tree and planter box relocations – there were a number of specific requests for changes in 

the location of plant boxes and trees, these are noted below and include project team 
comments.  The trees will be planted in planter boxes with their lower branches – those 

around drivers’ eye height – trimmed to allow visibility.  The trees are generally located where 

visibility can currently be blocked by parked vehicles.  The trees will mostly be planted 

individually, allowing drivers of higher vehicles more opportunity to see around the trees. 
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Comments No. of 

comments 

Submitter ID # Project team comments 

Remove tree between 
863 and 867 Colombo 

Street to retain P5  

2 34668, 34768 Convert one of the unrestricted 
parking spaces outside No. 867 

Colombo Street to a P5 (at any 

time) space, replacing the small 
existing P5 space being removed 

to fit the tree. 

Add a tree in the 
footpath at 807/805 

Colombo Street 

1 34780 Agreed, as long as this does not 
impede pedestrian traffic.  This 

will be confirmed during detailed 
design. 

Remove planter at 913 

Colombo Street 

1 34829 This planter aims to provide a 

gateway feature in combination 
with the one opposite at the 

30km/h transition. 

Remove tree in 
Maryville Village 

entrance 864 Colombo 
Street 

1 34613 This planter can be moved 
towards the Rose Historic Chapel 

entrance to improve visibility. 

Remove tree near 859 

Colombo Street 
(Salvation Army) 

1 34839 This planter will be relocated 

due to the revised bus stop 
locations, with a new nearby 

location to be confirmed. 

Remove tree outside 
868 Colombo Street 

1 34740 This planter location can be 
amended if there are issues with 

visibility. 

Remove tree outside 
913 Colombo Street 

1 34716 This planter aims to provide a 
gateway feature in combination 

with the one opposite at the 
30km/h transition. 

 

4.75 Mobility parks - there were 5 comments specifically made about supporting the inclusion of 
mobility parks.  These were supported because these parks were being provided for people 

who really needed them.  There were no submitters who did not support the inclusion of the 

mobility parks.  

“More disabled parking is great - it’s really important that there is parking for those actually 

NEED it”.  – Submitter #35487 

4.76 Parking – there were 4 submitters who specifically supported the on-street parking removals, 

there were 9 submitters who supported more parking being removed and 21 submitters who 

specifically were not in support of the parking losses.  

Support Support more 

parking removals 

Do not support Total 

4 (12%) 9 (26%) 21 (62%) 34 
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4.77 The main reason that submitters supported the existing on-street parking removals or who 

supported more parking removals was to make more space and make it safer for cyclists and 

to encourage residents to cycle more and drive less. 

4.78 For those who did not support the removal of the on-street parking, this was due to concern 

that loss of parking would have negative effects for local businesses and residents in the area. 

4.79 Project team comments: 

4.80 The project team has sought to balance the introduction of cycle facilities with the retention 

of on-street car parking for businesses, particularly in the section of Colombo Street between 
Salisbury Street and Kilmore Street, and to meet the Council’s Community Outcome of a 

Liveable City with a well-connected and accessible city promoting active and public transport 

modes. 

4.81 Reviewing the “trial” – there were 5 submitters who had comments about how the trial 

would be evaluated. 

“This appears to be some sort of trial rather than a commitment to a permanent improvement. 

How will success be evaluated? What data is being collected? How long is the trial period?” - 

Submitter #35319 

4.82 Project team comments: 

4.83 There were several submitters that referred to the implementation of the interim cycle 
facilities as a trial.  To provide evidence that a more permanent solution would be supported 

and could be justified in terms of priority and funding, the project team is preparing a 

monitoring and evaluation plan to implement upon approval of the scheme plan.  This plan 
includes metrics to measure the success, or otherwise, of the facilities implemented, including 

but not limited to before and after vehicle traffic counts, cycle counts, and traffic speed 
counts.  A qualitative survey with users will also be developed for user feedback on the 

measures once implemented, and this can be repeated on a regular basis.  The brief to the 

project team noted that this interim facility could be in place for up to ten years. 

4.84 It should be noted that the comments above have been analysed based on submitters 

specifically commenting on these aspects of the plan.  There are also 61 submitters who 

indicated that they supported the plan and provided no comments.  Therefore indicating they 

support all aspects of the cycle connection plan that we sought feedback on. 

 

 

12%

26%

62%

PARKING

Support parking removals Suport more parking removals

Do not support parking removals
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Support the cycle 

connection plan 

No. of 

submitters 

Submitter ID # 

Yes 61 35558, 35543, 35534, 35523, 35498, 35353, 35345, 35338, 
35333, 35297, 35282, 35274,35272, 35232, 35215, 35125, 

35089, 35088, 35086, 35076, 35069, 35059, 35055, 34835, 

34808, 34747, 34706, 34703, 34700, 34692,34684, 34639, 
34630, 34628, 34625, 3462134620, 34605, 34600, 34597, 

34596, 34592, 34589, 34585, 34584, 34578, 34577, 34571, 
34569, 34568, 34564, 34562, 34561, 34552, 34544, 34542, 

34540, 34537, 34535, 34532,34525 

 

4.85 All other key suggested changes to the cycle connection plan - there were a number of 

other suggestions for improving the cycle connection plan (outside of those already captured 

in the earlier sections of this report), the most common requests are listed below and include 

project team comments. 

Comments No. of 

comments 

Submitter ID # Project team comments 

Remove all day parking in the 

area 

7 35528, 35487, 

35402, 35287, 
34829, 34752, 

34640 

The project team has sought to 

balance the implementation of 
cycle facilities with the 

availability of on-street parking, 

particularly for businesses.  The 
availability of all day parking for 

commuters could be changed to 
time-restricted parking, which 

would assist with parking 

availability turnover for 
businesses.  This is/will be 

recommended to be 

incorporated in a wider review of 
central city parking. 

Resolve narrowing/cycle 
merging at the bridge by the 

Town Hall 

4 35528, 35487, 

34637, 34616 

This is beyond the scope of this 
project, but the project team can 

refer this issue to the Transport 

Operations team for further 
investigation on options 

available at this location. 

Alternative kerb build out 
options 

4 35507, 35405, 

35283, 34861 

The kerb build out options 
presented seek to slow traffic 

and increase safety for active 
transport modes, within the 

constraint of not precluding 

different road layouts and cycle 

facility types in the future. 

Include more traffic calming 

tools 

2 35576, 35506 The project team has sought to 

include traffic calming measures 
that balances the 

implementation of cycle facilities 
with the retention of on-street 
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car parking.  If further car 

parking were removed, then 

additional traffic calming 
measures could be investigated.  

Other means of traffic calming 

would include vertical elements, 
which may cause vibration 

issues for residents along this 
bus route as buses cause more 

vibration than vehicles. 

Remove all the parking on one 
side and have the cycle lane on 

that side of the road only 

2 34720, 35576 The project team has sought to 
balance the implementation of 

cycle facilities with the 
availability of on-street parking, 

particularly for businesses. 

Request an in-lane bus stop 2 35526, 35505 This option is not favoured by 
Environment Canterbury, as an 

in-lane stop would delay traffic , 

particularly at the timing stops, 
where it is not appropriate for a 

bus to wait in the lane.  

 

  

4.86 Project team responses to specific submissions – there were specific submissions that 

required a more formal response, as they raised a number of issues.  These include: 

 Blind Low Vision New Zealand 

 Spokes Canterbury 

 Submission #35507 

 Pita Kāik/Peterborough Village 

 

4.87 Blind Low Vision New Zealand  

Had questions about: 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Remove all day parking

Resolve narrowing at bridge by town hall

Look at alternative kerb build out options

Include more traffic calming

Cycle lane on one side of the road without
parking

Include in-lane bus stop

Other suggested changes

No. of comments
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 Street art – covered in section 4.88 of the report. 

 Accessible parks – will they have ramps/flat access to footpaths? 

 Bus stop at 139 Salisbury – is it free from driveways? 

 What is the purpose of the kerb cut down on Colombo St, south of the Avon River? 

 Why are there shared paths, when roads have cycle lanes? 

 What are widths of the shared paths with landscaping? 

 

4.88 Project team comments: 

The project team has had further contact with Blind Low Vision New Zealand to discuss their 

concerns.  In particular, the project team agrees that during detailed design, the following 

design elements be incorporated: 

 To retain the pattern on the footpath, look at opportunities to reduce the contrast of 

colours with the footpath surface and simplify the pattern to avoid any perception 

that the pattern is stairs. 

 Undertake a trial of the painted colours on asphalt, and ask for feedback from user 
groups before confirming final colours.  Council staff are working with paint suppliers 

to confirm the colour choice and type of paint that is most appropriate for roadway 

and footpath art as part of the Innovating Streets programme of work. 

 Include kerb cut downs at the accessibility parks, where feasible. 

 Ensure TGSI indicators are not joined at the intersections so users don’t expect a 

Barnes dance situation. 

 Investigate alternative roadway art options at intersections to retain amenity but 

avoid confusion for Blind Low Vision NZ clients. 

 Ensure loading / off-loading area for the bus at the bus stop on Salisbury Street is well 

clear of the driveway entrance, if retained.  The project team recommends that the bus 

stops are not moved from their existing locations, so this is no longer an issue. 

 Ensure that cycle slip ramps south of Kilmore Street are not confused by Blind Low 

Vision NZ clients as crossing points.  This has been achieved by using directional 

pavers. 

4.89 Spokes Canterbury 

Key aspects: 

 More bike parking facilities along the route 

 Concern that paint on the road may swamp the white road markings 

 Increase the width of the buffer zone 

 Reconsider bus stops and include an in-lane bus stop 

 Consider flexible posts to offer cyclists protection 

 No left turn for northbound motorists onto Bealey Avenue 

 Provide safe access for cyclists from the left lane to the left of the re-designated 
straight/right lane in the approach to the intersection 

 Phase the lights, so cyclists get two opportunities to proceed north each phase.  Once 
at the beginning of the northbound go phase and another at the end of the 

northbound go phase.  These treatments could also be used on Kilmore Street for 

northbound cyclists and Salisbury Street for southbound traffic. 
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4.90 Project team comments: 

The project team acknowledges the submission by Spokes, and agrees with the following 

initiatives: 

 A further four bike parking facilities is recommended at the Peterborough Street / 

Colombo Street intersection. 

 Undertake a trial of the painted colours on asphalt, and ask for feedback from user 
groups before confirming final colours.  Council staff are working with paint suppliers 

to confirm the colour choice and type of paint that is most appropriate for roadway 

and footpath art as part of the Innovating Streets programme of work. 

 Work with the Council’s signals team to improve the cycle crossing phase time at the 

Bealey Ave intersection, and investigate whether there is opportunity to improve the 
phasing for cyclists at the Salisbury Street and Kilmore Street intersection with 

Colombo Street. 

The project team does not believe the following suggestions by Spokes can be accommodated 

with the project scope and budget: 

 The project team has worked with Environment Canterbury during the scheme option 
development and they are not in favour of an in-lane bus stop which will delay traffic 

due to two of the bus stops being timing stops.  It would not be appropriate for a bus 

to wait in the lane at these locations, and impede vehicle traffic. 

 The project team has sought to avoid the inclusion of vertical elements, where 

possible, to the scheme, as this introduces additional hazards to the road corridor. 
 

 The project team does not support restricting vehicle movements at Bealey Avenue, as 

this project seeks to provide options for all transport mode users, including the buses 
that travel along Colombo Street. 

 

4.91 Submission #35507 

Key aspects: 

 Review the speed limit area-wide (e.g. between the existing slow core and Bealey 
Avenue), with a view of moving most (if not all) streets to 30 km/h. 

 Painted buffer cycle lane is too narrow, should be minimum of 1.8 m.  Consider 
options that would achieve compliance with New Zealand guidance – refer to section 

4.93 of the report for project team response.   

 Build out the kerb, so that the kerb line matches the inside of the cycle lane, like it was 
done in Manchester Street south of St Asaph Street.  To prevent drivers parking in the 

cycle lane taper area and drivers will queue in the cycle lane to keep the right turn lane 
accessible to drivers. 

 Install flexi posts with gaps at driveways on the cycle lane to provide protection – refer 

to section 4.93 of the report for project team response. 

 Do not relocate bus stops in the vicinity of the Colombo/Salisbury intersection, due to 

upcoming two-way traffic for Kilmore Street. 

 Consider options that would reduce traffic volumes on Colombo Street between 

Salisbury and Lichfield that would make shared lane use appropriate. 
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4.92 Project team responses: 

4.93 The project team has referred the area-wide speed limit review to the Transport Operations 

team.  The speed limit change for Colombo Street is consistent with NZTA guidance.  The 
project team agrees that a 1.8m wide cycle lane is appropriate, and recommends that the 

painted buffer cycle lane is replaced with the 1.8m wide cycle lane.  The project team does not 
favour adding vertical elements to the cycle lanes as this adds a further potential hazard to 

users.  The project team is recommending that the bus stops remain in their existing locations, 

but that the bus stop dimensions are upgraded to meet current guidance for buses entering 

and exiting the bus stops. 

4.94 Pita Kāik/Peterborough Village 

Key aspects: 

 Post-earthquake plans (2015) developed by this group with the community provide 

improved cycle access and pedestrian environment 

 Current proposal by Council staff is inadequate for the future of the village 

 Cycle lane needs to be separated, with traffic on the right and parked cars to the left 

 Painted buffer lanes will not slow traffic 

 No parking should be on the Ōtākaro bridge  

 Parking should not be a priority and unlimited parking on Colombo Street north of 
Salisbury Street and along streets at right angles is unnecessary. 

 Support 30 km/h limit but the design does not support this. 
 

4.95 Project team responses: 

The project team has just recently been provided with the design plans for the North Colombo 
Transitional Project that was developed in 2015 as a community initiative to transition the 

existing streetscape through the earthquake recovery.  Unfortunately, due to Council budget 

constraints it has meant that we cannot integrate this level of design into this project. 

 The project team acknowledges and understands the submitter’s concern regarding 

safety give the lack of separation between cyclists and parked cars as well as traffic 
lanes.  The project team agrees that it would be desirable to alter the kerb layouts and 

preclude parking adjacent to the cycle lanes.  Through the concept design process the 

design team assessed several options for the cycleway along the corridor. Our optimal 
design was similar to the design shown in the 2015 North Colombo Transitional Project 

plans with full separation. However, this is intended as an interim cycle connection and 
such alterations may need to be removed to accommodate any improved cycle facilities 

or adjacent road layout changes in the future. It is also beyond the funding allocated to 

this project and in this post-Covid world there was a desire to balance the need for car 

parking and use of space along the corridor for all users. 

 In relation to the point raised about the Ōtākaro Bridge Car parking, the project team 
notes that this facility is intended to be an interim solution to improve safety and 

comfort along this route. While the project team agrees that parking on the Ōtākaro 

Bridge and putting cycles in traffic lanes is not a desired outcome, there has been a 
request for further accessible parking within the city and close to the Town Hall by 

Council – therefore the location of the accessibility parks has been integrated from 

previous projects. 

 The project team understands the concern for safety of cyclists in a shared road 

environment, and in this area, the project team has had to consider delivery vehicle and 
tour coach access for the new Convention Centre as well as the venues within the 

performing arts precinct. Surface marking, signage and the lowering of the speed limit is 
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expected to deter general motorists and encourage a slower road environment for 

cyclists. 

 The project team does not disagree with the submitter’s thoughts in relation to 
removing parking along Colombo Street, however, the proposed scheme seeks to 

provide a balance between providing cycle facilities and retaining on-street car parking, 

where possible. 

Changes made to the plan, following feedback from the community  

4.96 After considering community feedback, the following amendments are recommended for the 

Colombo Street cycle route connection plan. 

 Widen the cycle lanes to 1.8-1.9 m in width adjacent to parallel parking.  This means that 
the painted buffer between the cycle and traffic lanes can no longer be used.   

Consideration will be given to types of road markings that better delineate the edges of 
the lanes, i.e. high-performance markings and wider lines. 

 Update the plans to reflect the installation of the no stopping lines marked on Colombo 

Street outside Maryville Courts recently. 

 Review the length of the “green” time for cyclists travelling across Bealey Avenue to 

ensure there is sufficient time for slower riders to get across the intersection.  A “head-
start” for northbound riders over left-turning traffic was identified during the design stage 

and will be included in the project. 

 Remove the drainage channels at the edge of the cycle lane across Peterborough Street 
from the design. 

 Provide four additional cycle stands around the Peterborough Street intersection, 
bringing the total along the route to 20. 

 Convert one of the unrestricted parking spaces outside No. 867 Colombo Street to a P5 (at 

any time) space, replacing the small existing P5 space being removed to fit the tree. 

 Extend the length of the feature paving further south to No. 907 Colombo Street 

 Develop coloured surfacing colours and layout detailed design. 

5. Details / Te Whakamahuki 

Decision Making Authority / Te Mana Whakatau 

5.1 The Hearings Panel is to present its recommendations to the Linwood-Central-Heathcote 

Community Board (Board) and the Council. 

5.2 The Board and the Council will then pass resolutions in their respective areas of delegation to 

support the recommendations or direct the Hearings Panel to review its recommendation. 

Legal Implications / Ngā Hīraunga ā-Ture 

5.3 The Hearings Panel is making its recommendations (and the Board and the Council is making 

its decisions) under the requirements of section 76-81 of the Local Government Act 2002.   

Resource Implications / Ngā Hīraunga Rauemi 

Capex/Opex / Ngā Utu Whakahaere 

5.4 Cost to Implement – the scheme estimate to implement the cycle connection along Colombo 

Street is $950,500. 

5.5 Maintenance/Ongoing costs – There is an implication on ongoing maintenance costs for the 
planter boxes watering and weeding, which has been quoted at $487 per planter per year. 

There is also likely to be a requirement to repaint the roadway art within the 10 year 
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timeframe anticipated for this facility, which is likely to cost approximately $91,550 for each 

repainting event. 

5.6 Funding Source – This project is funded under the Council’s transport programme, and will 

attract a NZTA funding subsidy under the low cost, low risk programme. 

Risks / Ngā Tūraru 

5.7 The key risks associated with this project are: 

5.7.1 Loss of on-street parking to accommodate cycle lanes and landscape enhancements 

(e.g. street trees) may make it difficult to get community support for the project. 

5.7.2 Business owners unlikely to support the project due to the impacts on parking in the 

area. 

5.7.3 Design non-conformances with Streets and Spaces Design Guide, which include: 

 Separated cycle lanes on both sides of the road 

 3-metre wide footpaths on both sides of the road 

 2.8-metre wide car parking spaces on one side of the road only (refer below for 

Streets and Spaces Design Guide for Colombo Street north of Kilmore Street) 

 

 

5.7.4 Not providing the level of service for the ‘interested but concerned’ cyclist the Major 

Cycleways need to target. 

5.7.5 The Kilmore Street post-construction safety audit raised issue for pedestrian safety at 

the Kilmore Street / Colombo Street intersection, which have been addressed within 

this project. 

5.7.6 Provision of three full width mobility parks is desired.  

5.7.7 Resealing work is due to be completed in FY21 along this section of Colombo Street 
between Bealey Avenue and Kilmore Street, and co-ordination of works is required.  The 

current approach is for chip seal to be used for resealing based on the number of 

vehicles that use Colombo Street.  It is noted that chip seal will not provide as good a 
surface as asphalt, which would be preferable for the implementation of roadway art.  A 

pavement condition assessment undertaken in September 2020 indicates that the 
pavement is in poor condition, but an asphalt surface could be expected to last for a 
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reasonable length of time.  There is no available budget to undertake a full renewal of 

Colombo Street at this time. 

5.7.8 Inconsistent cycle facility type compared to AAC aspirations, and the adjacent Papanui 

Parallel Major Cycle Route. 

Next Steps / Ngā Mahinga ā-muri 

5.8 At the conclusion of the hearings process the Hearings Panel will report to the Linwood-

Central-Heathcote Community Board and the Council with recommendations on the project 

as shown in the scheme plan, and changes recommended as outlined in Section 4.94. 

5.9 The Hearings Panel may recommend additional actions to enhance the scheme and 

community outcomes or to reduce impacts on effected parties. 

5.10 The Hearings Panel will issue their recommendations to the Community Board and the 

Council in the form of their report. 

5.11 The Community Board and the Council will consider the recommendations and pass 

resolutions to support those recommendations or direct the Hearings Panel to reconsider 

specific aspect(s) of their findings. 

5.12 Once the scheme is approved by the Community Board and the Council, staff will then get 

underway with implementing the approved scheme and proceeding to detailed design, tender 

and construction. 

5.13 It is anticipated that work on this project would commence in June 2021, subject to contractor 

availability and weather conditions. 

Attachments / Ngā Tāpirihanga 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Colombo Street cycleway connection scheme plans V1 29 

B ⇩  Colombo Street cycle route connection consultation leaflet 32 

C ⇩  Colombo Street cycle route connection submission form 36 

D ⇩  Map of submissions along Colombo Street 38 
  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance / Te Whakatūturutanga ā-Ture 

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. 
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Signatories / Ngā Kaiwaitohu 

Authors Tara King - Senior Engagement Advisor 

Kirsty Mahoney - Project Manager 

Kelly Griffiths - Project Manager 

Sharon O'Neill - Team Leader Project Management Transport 

Approved By Lynette Ellis - Manager Planning and Delivery Transport 

Richard Osborne - Head of Transport 

David Adamson - General Manager City Services 
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5. Tables of Submissions 
Reference / Te Tohutoro: 20/1426878 

Report of / Te Pou 

Matua: 
Jacqui Wilkinson, Hearings Advisor, jacqui.wilkinson@ccc.govt.nz 

General Manager / 

Pouwhakarae: 

Mary Richardson, General Manager Citizens and Community, 

mary.richardson@ccc.govt.nz 
  

 

1. Purpose / Te Pūtake Pūrongo   

1.1 The purpose of this report is to collate, for the consideration of the Hearings Panel, the 
submissions received in response to the consultation on the Colombo Street Cycle Route 

Connection. 

1.2 The tables of submissions are as follows: 

1.2.1 Attachment A - Table 1 heard submissions – Submitters who have asked to be heard in 

person by the Hearings Panel. 

1.2.2 Attachment B – Table 2 not heard submissions – Submitters who did not indicate that 

they wished to be heard by the Hearings Panel.  

Note, that the Local Government Act 2002 requires, as one of the principles of consultation, 
that “the views presented to the local authority should be received by the local authority with 

an open mind and should be given by the local authority, in making a decision, due 

consideration” (section 82(1)(e)). 

 

2. Officer Recommendations / Ngā Tūtohu 

That the Hearings Panel: 

1. Accepts the written submissions, including any late submissions, received on the Colombo 

Street Cycle Route Connection. 

 

Attachments / Ngā Tāpirihanga 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Table of Heard Submissions 40 

B ⇩  Table of Not Heard Submissions 93 
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6. Hearing of Submissions / Ngā Tāpaetanga 
 

Submitters who indicated that they wished to be heard in person will present to the Hearings Panel. A 

schedule of presenters will be published as a separate attachment. 

 

7. Consideration and Deliberations/ Ngā Whaiwhakaaro me Ngā Taukume o 

Ngā Kōrero 
 

At the conclusion of submitters being heard, the Hearings Panel will consider all submissions received on 

the proposal, and any additional information provided by submitters and Council Officers.  

The Hearings Panel will then deliberate on the proposal. 

 

8. Hearings Panel Recommendations/ Ngā Tūtohu o Te Tira Tauaki 
 

At the conclusion of deliberations the Hearings Panel will make a recommendation on the Colombo 

Street Cycle Route Connection to the Linwood-Central-Heathcote Community Board and to the Council. 
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