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1. Apologies Nga Whakapaha

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

2. Declarations of Interest Nga 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.
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3. Hearing of Verbal Submissions for the Draft Annual Plan 2022-
23 (and other concurrent consultations) - Tuesday 10 May 2022

Reference / Te Tohutoro: 22/544359
Report of / Te Pou

Matua: Samantha.kelly@ccc.govt.nz

General Manager /

Samantha Kelly, Team Leader Hearings and Committee Support,

Lynn McClelland, Assistant Chief Executive Strategic Policy and
Pouwhakarae: Performance, lynn.mcclelland@ccc.govt.nz

1. Brief Summary

1.1 The purpose of this report is for the Council to receive the attached volume of submissions of
those wishing to be heard at the Draft Annual Plan 2022-2023 hearing held on Tuesday 10 May

2022.

1.2 Attachment A contains the hearings schedule and Attachment B contains a volume of

submissions.

1.3 The Council will also hear verbal submissions from those who provided a submission on the
following consultations, submissions can be found in Attachment C (Under Separate Cover):

1.3.1 Opting out of kerbside collection and targeted rate

1.3.2 Proposed extension of kerbside collection service in Wairewa

1.3.3 Proposal to increase rates on vacant central city land

1.3.4 Proposal for a new Policy on Maori Freehold Land

Attachments [ Nga Tapirihanga

No. Title Page
AR Tuesday 10 May 2022 Schedule of submitters 7
BoH Tuesday 10 May 2022 Volume of AP submissions 9

Separate Cover)

cfa Tuesday 10 May 2022 Volume of submissions for concurrent consultations (Under

In addition to the attached documents, the following background information is available:

Document Name

Location [ File Link

Nil

Nil

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance / Te Whakatuturutanga a-Ture

\ Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002).
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(a) This report contains:
(i) sufficientinformation 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 / Nga Kaiwaitohu

Author Samantha Kelly - Team Leader Hearings & Committee Support

Approved By Samantha Kelly - Team Leader Hearings & Committee Support
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Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 Hearings Panel
Tuesday 10 May 2022

Time Name Submitter
Number
9:00am Open meeting
3:00am John Purdie 116
(5)
9:0(2?m Greg Partridge (TBC) 329
9:(110(;m Coronation Reserve, Robin Schultz 513
9:15pm
GAP
(5)
9:(210(;’“ Environment Canterbury 235
9:30am
GAP
(5)
913(2?'“ Thomas McNaughton 83
9:40am John Wooles 401
(5)
9:45am
GAP
(5)
9:?f(§j)m New Zealand Chinese Language Week Charitable Trust 480
lO;ig?m Boat security and Safety Group, James Ensor 392
10:1 ; ivi
0(12?m Christchurch Civic Trust, Ross Gray 355
10:20am GAP
10:25am GAP
10:30am
(15) BREAK
10:45am Jade McFarlane 45509
(5) Proposed extension of kerbside collection service in Wairewa
10:50am Paul Broady 419
(5)
10:55am
GAP
(5)
111?50)3”1 Bryan Gilchrist 266
11:05am
GAP
(5)
11:10am ; iati
(10) Beckenham Neighbourhood Association Incorporated, Peter Tuffley 323
11:(250)am Peter Tuffley 304
11:25am
GAP
(5)

Item No.: 3
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Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 Hearings Panel
Tuesday 10 May 2022

Time Name Submitter
Number
11:30am Halswell Residents Association Inc., David Hawke
239
(10)
11:40am Phillipstown Community Centre Charitable Trust, 306
(10) Viviana Zanetti and Bryan Gilchrist
11:50am
GAP
(5)
11:55am Historic Places Trust, Mark Gerrard
(15) Draft Annual Plan 22/23 379
Proposal to increase rates on vacant central city land 45982
12:1 .
(1(())5)m Spokes Canterbury, Chris Abbott 398
12:20pm Christchurch East Labour Electorate Committee, David Close
(15) Draft Annual Plan 22/23 351
Proposal for a new Policy on Maori Freehold Land 45979
12:35pm Bebe Frayle 365
(5)
12:40pm
GAP
(5)
lZ:(i?)om Disabled Persons Assembly, Ingrid Robertson 437
12: .
fé’)pm Timothy Seay 363
13:00pm END

Item No.: 3
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Purdie, John |

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details
First name: John  Last name: Purdie

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

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

:, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates

3 DE C med)

Feedback

ewater, surface water and

s and footpaths, our water

mple, ourr

rment
our

Sutherlands Road/Sparks Road Intersection

To whom it may concemn. The intersection that encompasses Sutherlands Rd, Sparks Road and Milns Road is a critical health and
safety issue. My wife and | cross this intersection on foot most days and it is incredibly dangerous. It is only a matter of time before
someone is killed. It is particularly dangerous crossing to Sutherlands Rd from Milns Rd side where visibility is poor and cars
appear from nowhere speeding around the blind sweeping corner. The comer on Milns side has perpetual flooding/deep mud in
the berm, creating a slipping hazard as you sprint across. Once on the Milns Rd side, in order to get to the safety of the footpath
that starts on the comner of Six Silvers Ave, you have to navigate the muddy edge of the road on the left, sharing the road with
vehicles. Cars turning from Sparks Rd onto Milns dash through gaps in the traffic and have a much greater than 90 degree sharp
right turn with potential to lose control in the constant mudfleaves on the road. It's not a great place to be as a pedestrian as they

often pass less than a metre from you. The constant tyre marks in the verge are testament to the loss of control here, We tend to run

Item 3
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from FPurdie, John I
to the safety of the pavement a couple of hundred meftres on with the cars bearing down behind you. Sometimes you have no other
option other than to hop through mud and puddies. There is room for a path here, the trees currently just shade the road and
rubbish is often dumped in them. Heading back the other way towards Sparks, at least you are facing the traffic. The other side of
Milns is slightly wider but usually wet, slippery and no path. Crossing from Milns to Sutherand is a bit of a game of Russian
Roulette. You find the optimal place with best vision both ways and quickest path to the Sutherlands comer berm. When traffic
clears you step out, always prepared to refreat hurriedly if a car appears on your right at exactly that time. If you get 2 or 3 steps out
with no car appearing, you are normally ok, but the odd one speeds and you have to sprint, not hesitate. The vehicles close in with
a combined speed of over 120km/h. With cars only 20 metres on your left trying to grab any gap as they tum right onto Sparks, and
40 metres to your right, cars queuad up in Sutherlands also turning right into Sparks also, the decision making is critical. How
children, the elderly, a Mum with a pram or someone in a wheelchair would fare, | hate to think, We are a bit land locked here in
Sutherlands Rd, Halswell Downs really. We have to take our lives in our hands and walk on a very busy narrow road to get to the
shops/faciliies a few hundred metres away down Sparks Rd at Halswell Junction. Everyone drives, itis just oo unsafe to walk.
Why the developers didn't continue the footpath along Sparks Rd from Halswell Junction last year truly beggars belief. We can't get
to the domain and greater Halswell on a footpath. The shared cycleway/walkway on Sparks Rd was also stopped 400 metres
short of Sutherlands Rd, like it was all just too inconvenient. We can't get to the cycleway without walking a distance on the edge of
the road, Even most of Suthedands Rd berms are boggy in Winter, We are so lucky to live in a gorgeous part of Christchurch and it
promises to be amazing but the council is literally gambling with people's lives in not addressing this intersection. We are a
community with many young families and older residents and the numerous pre-schoolers are reaching school age. Ve have a
preschool going on the corner of Sutherlands and Sparks. We have a large number of greater Halswell residents navigating this
tricky intersection on their walks, enjoying Sutherland’s Rd as a route to the Quarry. The fantastic swales around Halswell Downs
will only increase that when they open shortly. I've only discussed pedestrian issues here, cyclists and motorists have just as many
challenges. Sparks Rd's sweeping 60kmh comer adjacent to Sutherland's Rd is a prime spot for Black Ice after a rainfall and frost
in the winter. I've lost traction numerous times. We are in a low lying area and water sits. A roundabout might force traffic to slow. I'd
ask for traffic lights but someone decided the cycle path crossing 400 metres up the road was more important. | ask any one of you
to stand on the comer of Milns and Sparks Rd and try to cross over multiple times around Spm or any other busy time. Walk from
Six Silvers as cars nammowly avoid you. No footpath on Milns Rd. No footpath on Sparks Rd to the shops at Halswell Junction. No
footpath along Sparks Rd to the cycleway. The frantically busy road is our only choice. Multiple lives will be lost if something isn't
done asap.

Altached Documents

File

No records to display.

Created by ConsultZzd Online Submiss
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Qur Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Partridge, Greg 329

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details
First name: Greg  Last name: Partr

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Postal address:

Suburb:

City:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

@ Yes

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

ific dates

hone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May

Feedback

of 4.86% and 4.96% across all ratepa (which is lower than the

(ie, the High Street Tuam Street
then | don't |

ed with pre
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Qur Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Partridge, Greg
1.5 Do you have any comments about our capital pragramme (for example, our roads and footpaths, our water, wastewater, surface water and
waterways, our facilities and our parks)?

More investment needs to be put into the construction of rain gardens when roads are being built or significant
repairs are being made to roads, along with a huge amount of money being invested in the planting of street
trees in order to rapidly increase the declining tree canopy coverage of our city, and to mitigate against the
effects of climate change and global warming.

CCC should be mindful of the benefits of trees that are listed on your own website, rather than simply
greenwashing with PR spin after having declared a Climate and Ecological Emergency in our city, and the both
the Mayor and Chair of ECAN backing the National Park City campaign.

The time to plant trees is now, not in years time. There is no time to waste!

Yes to planting more trees in parks too, but don't relegate trees just to parks, they need to be protected on
private property also.

A moratorium should be immediately implemented banning developers from clear felling sites of trees, and not
being able to cut any down until Council inspectors have been out to the sites, assessed the trees, and said yes
or no to any trees being felled.

The idea that the Council will introduce a "levy"” which would allow developers to cut trees down is the antithesis
of everything the declaration of a climate and ecological emergency represents. For the Council to even
consider that is reckless at best when there is so much international evidence that proves that trees in residential
and urban centres not only clean the air, but they also reduce the air temperature and prevent urban heat islands
from developing, and therefore contribute towards battling global warming.

A developers profits or financial greed, should not come before the environment, not now, nor into the future!
Yes there is a need for housing, but there is an even greater need to stop the city being stripped bare of trees for
the sake of the health of the planet and the children of today who face an ever increasingly uncertain and
potentially very dangerous future environmentally.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.

Created by ConsultZz4 Online Submissions Page 2 of 2
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From: Robin Schu!z [
Sent: sunday, 24 April 2022 12:27 pm
To: Tomlinson, Ann N
e
e
.
[
|
Subject: RE: Feedback on Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 / 494
Hi Ann
Thank you for facilitating the inclusion of our submission into the Annual Plan process.
| attach the submission including attachments.
Can you ensure that these are included in the information provided to all Councillors.
Can you confirm by email that the submission is received and is included in the 2022 AP process.
| confirm we wish to be heard at the formal submission stage.
Look forward to your confirmation
Many thanks
Robin Schulz
Nimbus Group (NZ) Ltd
7a Birmingham Drive
Middleton
P.O Box 8394
CHRISTCHURCH 8024
ph: (I
Cell: I
E-mail:
[tem No.: 3 Page 13
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Christchurch City Council annual plan (AP) 2022
Submission by Broad Oak’s residence community
Coronation Reserve development
17' of April 2022
Submitter
The submitter is a group of residents who reside on properties resulting from the Broadaak
residential subdivision completed by Fulton Hogan late 1990s and early 2000
The group made a significant submission to the Council’s Long-Term Plan in April 2021 and at the
same time to the Community Board {copy attached)
That submission related to the following
» neglect of the Major Aitken Drive Road reserve relating to footpaths, stormwater system
uver the total estate, Road thresholds, roadside landscaping, safety fencing, retaining
walls and feature lighting
= Coronation Reserve development relating to fire risk, elimination of vermin and possum
infestation of private residence, eradication of all Wilding Pines, Wattles, Blackberry and
naxious weeds and implementation of the total Development Plan approved by the
Council in 2008
This current submission relates predominately Lo the Coronation Reserve development for which
there has been effectively no action over some 24 months (other than some minor vegetatian
removal recently) and some still outstanding work related to the Major Aitken Drive Road reserve.
Coronation Reserve
1/ Detailed submissions were made to the Council’s Long-Term Plan process in April 2021, a
copy of that submission and its attached PowerPoint presentation explicitly detailing the
issues is attached which sets out fully the issues involved.
2/ As a result of the Leng Term Plan process the Council canfirmed the following approved
budget [attachment “A")
s FY22 520,000
s Fy23 526,798
&  FY24 4100,000
e FY25 $80,000
s FYlb $80,000
s FY27 ZERO
v FY28 ZERO
= FY20 $100,000
* FY30 5100,000
« TOTAL $506,798 Total approved via the 2021 LTP process
e Budgeted cost 2021 $939,238 {attachment “C"}
+ Shortfall 5432,440
[tem No.: 3 Page 14
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| 3/ In the Council’s 2022 Annual Plan, the Council is considering the following Budget
| {attachment “B")
1
| Quote for page 104 (ID 405)
| Project name 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25/late Total
| Coronation Reserve  $100,000 $100,000 ZERO $200,000
| Note; our emphasis
| Budgeted cost (attachment C) $939,238
| Shortfall $739,238
’ Issue number 1
| 4f Clarification of this anomaly has been sought from the Council, with no direct confirmation
’ of what the current position is other than a comment from a Council officer of 19 April to
| 2022 stating {quote)
‘| There is $13,735 (FY22) + $100k (FY23) + S100K (FY24) currently confirmed.
|
: The Coronation Reserve project is finked to the Community Parks New Development
‘I Programme, this is where the future years of funding will be coming from once confirmed
| through the next LTP review to the best of my knowledge.
This is consistent with the analysis outlined in clause 3 abave which is alarming.
| Council staff have informed the Submitters that the total amount allocated to the praoject is
; $200,000 as in clause 3 above. The balance previously approved as per clause 2 ($506.798)
| has be reduced by the difference $306,798 and removed from future LTP and AP.
The attachment B from the 2022 AP confirms this.
That is not acceptable
| 5/ the overall outcome is totally confusing in that we have the following situation
cost to redevelop the Reserve as per budgeted estimate 2021 $939,238
total funding confirmed in the Long Term Plan 2021 $506798
total funding proposed in the Annual Plan 2022 $213,735 (?7)
Requirement re Issue No 1
6/ We request that the total funding required to develop the Coronation Reserve be confirmed
of $939,238 (2021 estimate) and be provided for over a 3 year period commencing 2022/23
financial years
7/ as will be discussed below it will be totally irresponsible of the Council to maintain the
current management regime of this reserve, wasting ratepayers funding, not achieving a
[tem No.: 3 Page 15
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targeted outcoma as well as importantly not addressing significant issues affecting residents
such as Fire Risk, vermin infestation, noxinus weeds, and other vegetation that is out of
contral etc

af the Courncil establish a Project Team comprises Council Officers and Residents to project
Manage the project efficiently until completion.

issue No 2

af An Official iInformation Act roquest was made to the Council 1o disclose what expenditure
had been undertaken on this reserve in the 14 years since 2009, The response is attachment
apy

af Alarmingly this has tatalled 5458,026 spent over that period predaminately on general
maintenances with a fimited core capital development even belng commenced.

10/ That sum of monay is equal to the original tost of the capital development in 2009 of the
total reserve and equalling to about the Rates being paid from 70 properties!! 13

11" Madam Mayar and Councitlors you will be alarmed to have confirmation of the inadeguate
management of this project by Lhe Council.

i3/ Despite the expenditure of $468,026 on maintenance, | can confirm 1o Counseltors that the
noxicus weeds, including blackberry has increased in hefght from some 0.5 m in 2009 to
over 4,0 m over the time of this exorbitant expenditure being wasted.

13f In surnmary Counsellors you are going hackwards in dealing with this issue of Coronation
Reserve development by not addressing a structured managed programme.

Requirement re Issues No 2

14/ Pracaeding under the current grossly Inadequate funding regime 1s casting
Ratepayers dearty.

15/  That process must stop and be totally reviewed in view of the above alarming waste
of Ratepayer funds

16/  Urgently reviewing the current budget is vitally necessary and funding to complete
the project ever a 3 year period will ensure monies are spent wisely and
praductively.

we thank the Council for the opportunity ta present our concerns and trust they will be

adequately addressed and agreed as presented.

Broad Daks Residents Community

17 April 2022

Item No.: 3
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Trne budget for Coronation Resepve Development in the final Long Term Plan is:

Fa2
Fy22

Fy24 -

FY25 -

FY26

$20,000

- £26,798 {this is an increase from 520,000 in the draft LTP)

100,000 (this is 3
80,000
580,000

m 580,000 in the draft LTP)

Gap of bwo years

FY29 -

FY30

Where thare's no comment above, there hasn't been a change from the draft LTP.

5l
5100,000

0,000

Far FY23, staff will also consider additiona! funding when preparing the draft Annual Plan 2022-23

Board's submission on Long Term Plan 2021-31
The Councif proposes to budget $480,000 from financiaf years 2022 to 2032 {with 520,000

for the first two years and 580,000 for the third financial year), while the cost to fully
implement the Coronation Reserve landscape plan is $939,238, While the Board would

prefer that the landscape plan were fully implemented within the 10-year budget, we accept
the proposed budget of S480,000 provided that funding is brought forword with 5100,000
aflocated for each of the first three financial years (2022-2024).

Item No.: 3
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Coronation Reserve
Estimate for the completion of all develop t work as
shown in the approved Landscape Plan
NOTES {also rafer plen views map)
Areas 1 {green) - already planted, so anly an aflowance far infill planting, ho
clearing
Area 2 (orange) - has been scoped for planting and same clearanca corpleted. A
second clearance may be required,

| T8 Hut site {yellow outline) is completed

]

| \Water Supply Optlon - currently no water to site, Plant species shauld be sefactod
to withstand conditions. Ovear watering may alco hava detrimental effect an plants
with creating shallower root system,

| DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT _ RATE  TOTAL

|
PRELIMINARY WORK - SITE CLEARANCE 236,750,00

|
Spot Spraylng - weed killing prlor ta planting 45000 ea 034 15,300.00
Vegetation cut back and remove - sceub bush aniy, nat trees 50700 m2 35 177,450.00
Tree management, Thinhing of gums and pines over 4 year period 4yrs 11000 44,000.00

| TRACK FORMATION 158,000.00

| cutting / benching track alignment vith an allowance for 6 sets of steps and grit

| surface - Inclede dral run off channel 766 m 95,000,600
Small foot bridges - 6 % 2m with hand eails and Includes consents 2ea 15000 38,000.00
Signage - entrarce and directional track markors lump sum 25,000.00
PLANTING 472,500,000
Supply plants
Supply of R«30 grade plants from CCC Nursery 45000 ea 35 157,500.00
Pick up/delivery to site 45000 e 0.1 4,500.00
Planting of RXS0
nstaltatlon of R490 plants 45000 ea 3 135,000.00
supply and instail of plant protectlon guards 45000 ea 39 175,500.00
ESTABLISHMENT OF PLANTS 32,988,00
Re-visits for release of plants from weads 50700 m2 034 17,238.00
Removal of plant guards once plants established 45000 no 035 15,750.00
WATER SUPPLY - optional 34,060.00
Connection approval lea 1000 1,000.60
Connection / bsckflow preventer - 50mm 1ea 6000 6,000.00
Main line - Somm 400 m 30 12,000.00
Secondary lines - 25mm up stand with tap for manual vatering with hose 850 23 20,000.00
TOTAL 939,238.00

|
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Broad Oaks |
“« ”
A “Neglected
Suburb
Background
1/  Broadoaks contains approximately 276 lots
2/  That excludes subdivisions further up Huntsbury Ave
3/ It was developed by Fulton Hogan about 20+ years ago
4/  The subdivision at the time was the best hill side
development in Christchurch
5/  Since the Christchurch Earthquakes in 2010 the
Christchurch City Council has neglected its Statutory
Duties to maintain its own assets.
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Background cont”
6/ There are 3 main matters which are of extreme concern
to residents
7/ Theyare
* The neglect related to the “undeveloped
Coronation Reserve and its future development
* The appalling state of Major Aitken Drive and its
side streets
* The lack of maintenance of the Councils roading
reserve
Scheme Plan =
A ¥ {0
ST Rep o
. AN SR
Copy of the original S 9 Bis e 8 ga,
Scl?gme Plan 8 %{\é‘;@@‘ﬁgg:@bwu
NOTE
*The size of the area I, S
coloured green is P e A
vested in the Council o4 A
and known as the NG 3
Coronation Reserve ¥ = =
=== =W =
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Aerial Photos of
Broadoaks
subdivision

Major Aitken Drive
(Centaurus Road end)

Aerial Photos of
Broadoaks
subdivision

Major Aitken Drive at
Yelverton Cres
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Aerial Photos of
Broadoaks
subdivision

Major Aitken Drive at
Huntsbury Ave end

Coronation
Reserve
Approved
Development
Plan 2010

The Council in 2010
approved this
development plan.

Note the timing
adopted in this
approval, was to
have the total
development
completed in 2018
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Coronation Reserve from Cashmere

Immediate issues
with the current
Coronation
Reserve

The current state of
the Council asset is

appalling.
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Examples of lack of maintenance
oronation reserve/Major Aitkgn Drive
Further examples of lack of maintainence
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Coronation Reserve state

The land has

1/  Huge Fire Hazard (see previous photo 10)
. 2/ Infested with vermin
* Rats (see next photo)
* Possums (see next photo)
3/ Infested with Noxious Weeds
* Blackberry (see previous photo 10)
* Wilding pines
* Wilding wattles
* Numerous other slash and dangerous material

Possum and Rat infestation
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Possum faeces and Cabbage remains

Council has defaulted on its responsibilities to the

Community “big time”. Where to from here?

1/ The Council has used the Christchurch Earthquake
as an excuse for the no action to date, that is not
acceptable and accepted by the residants

2/ We demand that an immediate budget be established
for the total reserve to be developed within the next 3
year period, i.e. complete by Spring 2023

3/  Due to the lack of its own management attention we
request the Council establish a “committee” with equal
representation from the Council and Coronation Reserve
community to assist in having the Reserve planned,
funded and developed generally in accordance with the
previous adopted plan.

4/  Funding cannot be an issue as referred to next
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Contribution of the Broadoaks community to the
Councils revenue

1/
2/
3/

4/

5/

According to the Christchurch City Council web page the
average rate per property overall Christchurch City is
$2,842.34 per annum

The average rate for Residences in the Broadoaks
subdivision is estimated to be $7000 approx. per property.
Some residents pay in excess of $12,000 per annum
Accordingly on average the Broadoaks Community pays
over $4000 per annum greater per property than the
average Christchurch resident

These are base on 2020 dollars

Contribution of Broadoaks Community to the Councils
revenue “cont”

6/

7/

8/

This accordingly means that this Community contributes
on a yearly basis over $1,200,000 to the Councils budget
over and above the average Ratepayer in Christchurch for
a similar number of properties.

More alarmingly this Community has contributed over
$13,200,000 over and above the average Ratepayer in
Christchurch since the Christchurch earthquakes.

The residences do not demand any special treatment over
and above the average ratepayer, but just require a fair
share of what the Council are contracted (and paid) to do
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Roading

1/

2/

3/

It is acknowledge by all parties the roading system within
the Broadoaks subdivision suffered significant damage as
a result of the Christchurch Earthguakes
There are numerous and many issues that have been
conveyed to the Council that reguire immediate
remediation due te damage to private property, but
which have not been attended to todate, without direct
action from Residences themselves.
The main access road, Major Aitken Drive is fri an
appalling condition as a result of
* the subsidence and collapse of approx. 7 gabion
basket supports
* Resulting in significant cracks in the road
carriageway

Roading “cont”

4/

5/

6/

7/

The carriage way on Major Aitken Drive up to the time of
the earthquake was a feature of the subdivision. There
was hardly a blemish in it

Now it is a disgrace, and there has been total neglect
from the Council {other than some minor immediate
“patching”) post earthquake.

On 4% Dec 20 we received advice from Steve Marsters re
a programme the Council has now decided to address
some of the matters raised. We thank the Council for
that, BUT nothing has happened yet.

Of concern is the proposal to just “patch” the road at the
most damaged corners
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8/
of

10/

11/

12/

Roading “Patching”
Note right hand photo work was completed last
week

Roading “cont”

It is clear the proposed remedial works are totally
constricted by budgetary issues.

We submit this should not be a factor. The restoration
should be no less than what was in place before the
Earthquake and restore the asset to its rightful
condition

This is more particularly so given the significant
financial contribution the residences have made over
the last 11 years without any contribution back.

Our submission is the total roading within the
subdivision should be repaired and resealed.

Steve has made suggestions re repairing leaking
kerbing. With respect he is wrong in his conclusions
(see following slide)
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The council claim the cracks in
the kerb do not “leak”
water,????

Note the water in the kerb
flowing from the bottom to
the top of the photo (blue
arrow)

Note the “leakage” into the
concrete area to the right (via
the crack) (3 horizontal arrows)

Note the flow stops between
the two vehicles

The water has “left” the kerb
and permeated below ground
into adjacent houses at the 3
horizontal arrows

This is the result.
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The Council Officers are
indicating a patch job to all
the roads within the
Broadoaks subdivision

In respect of this issue re a
collapsed sump

. Itis understood just the
area in and around the
sump will be resealed.

It will totally destroy the
effect on the road carriage
way which the residences
have previously enjoyed

This is what will happen over the
total estate roading system we
understand as proposed by Officers.

Council Officers have advised they
will only be “repairing” the areas
marked in blue on the plan adjacent

This will result in the areas not (
marked having a road still affected by w =" *
Enables ag::pa ing installation and “\
patched Earthquake damage etc and )
downgrading the total estate. 4

The cost of resealing all the road is ~ ~ % ' 0
totally marginal, given also the g
substanual contribution the residents ’ J 4
pay by their premium rates K4

We request the Council do a proper g b
job, and reseal all the roads to give a SOOI
consistent standard

e

| Vista Reserve Q
o

yobark L%
Coronation
Reserve

s
,

o
-
o M

nyg s
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Maintenance of the Council roading asset
A major issue residences have is the lack of regular maintenance
of the Councils roading asset (outside the formed road)
In short, there is none.
This situation is totally unacceptable
1/ Footpaths
* The use of all footpaths has increased dramatically over recent
times, more so since the Covid 19 lockdown occurred
It is not unusual to see multiple people walking up and down the hill
all hours of the day and night
* The footpaths have received significant damage in numerous
places and need reconstruction to avoid injury.
* These are a major Health and Safety issue

Footpath damage

Kerb elevated above footpath Kerb elevated above footpath

14 'F?
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FOOtpath tO HIStO”C bU||d|ng (never maintalned)
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Footpaths “cont”

All of the footpaths within the development have been
compromised to some degree

Lighting

The subdivision has had permanent lights installed in
numerous locations, lighting features within the development
from its initial completion i.e. signs, large trees etc

The lights have been removed by the Council

They form part of the approved Orion net work (see plan
following)

They need to be reinstated and operational

One of the residents has been endeavouring to have this
work undertaken for some 12 months but to no avail

Lighting Maintainence
(Lack off)

ORIONS ASSET PLAN (oL vewow cireLes) Over grown main storm water sump

'
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Debris waiting to be collected
Note indiscriminate planting (all dead)
Entrance way lack of maintainence
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Lack of general maintenance
Road side overgrowth

Footpath/Road damage
Note planting area to right bare land
Note Safety fence at right photo
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Front entry, never been maintained
(Note twitch growing thru original ground cover)
Dead trees in Council road reserve
Mulch left above kerb adj to retaining wall
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Major Aitken Reserve
A neglected non complying reserve
M
"
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0
n
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Conclusion

Members of the Community Board will be concerned the degree to
which this area “has fallen thru the cracks” of the Councils systems.
The Community want to work with the Council BUT cannot

get any engagement.

There is a desire of the community to create Coronation Reserve a
predator free area, to the benefit of all the Community

The Community pay over and above its fair share of the Councils rate
For 11 years there has been virtually no expenditure on these issues by
the Council

The Community require urgent action to have these matters resolved
immediately

Way forward plan

Coronation Reserve

immediate removal of total fire hazard from all of Coronation Reserve (URGENT)

implement a 2 year programme to remove and control all vermin

Review and update previous development plan

Scope and prepare budget, critical construction path and ongoing maintenance plan
from completion over next 3 years

Consult fully with residents

Road Restoration

immediate restoration of all earthquake damage to all roads including complete resealing
restoration and upgrade of all footpaths and kerbs
review of traffic management of Major Aitken Drive

Maintenance

Adopt a regular maintenance programme of Councils assets including reserve, road and
road reserve
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Canterbury

12 April 2022

Lianne Dalziel i
Mayor

Christchurch City Council

PO Box 237

Christchurch 8140

Téna koe Lianne,

Canterbury Regional Council (Environment Canterbury) submission on
Christchurch City Council's draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Environment Canterbury welcomes the opportunity to make a submission on your draft
Annual Plan 2022/23.

We recognise that no significant changes are proposed from the activities set out in
your Long-Term Plan. However, we would like to comment on some matters of shared
interest. Environment Canterbury strongly supports a collaborative, joined up approach
from the region's councils and we look forward to continuing to work together to
achieve this.

Canterbury Regional Forums

The Canterbury Mayoral Forum, and the regional forums and working groups that
support it, provide valuable mechanisms for local government in Canterbury. The
Mayoral Forum is also a key means of demonstrating a strong and unified voice on the
priority issues for our region. With the current challenges facing local government
through the suite of major central government-led reforms, as well as those brought by
COVID-19, the value of this strong and unified voice cannot be underestimated. We
appreciate your continued commitment to working alongside your Mayoral Forum
colleagues for the benefit of Canterbury and its communities, and we look forward to
continuing to work with your Council on implementing the Canterbury Regional
Forums’ work programmes, particularly the Mayoral Forum's Plan for Canterbury
2020-22, over the remainder of this local government term.

We acknowledge this is your last local government term as mayor of Christchurch, and
thank you for your dedicated service to the Forum since 2013, including as chair from
2016-2019.

Climate Change

The Mayeoral Forum’s Canterbury climate change steering group is a key means to
developing a shared understanding of the implications of climate change across
Canterbury. Thank you for your efforts as part of this group to effectively advocate for
climate change issues and support the work of the regional climate change working
group, and oversee the development of the Canterbury Climate Change Risk

Regional Council
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Assessment. With this document now complete, regional adaptation planning can take
a big step forward.

Canterbury Water Management Strategy, Three waters and Urban Waterways

Environment Canterbury acknowledges the Council's participation in, and support of,
the Christchurch-West Melton, Banks Peninsula, and Selwyn-Waihora Zone
Committees and the contribution to implementing the zone committees’ action plans.
We thank you for your ongeing leadership and commitment to the Canterbury Water
Management Strategy and your willingness to work collaboratively and share
information with other councils.

Environment Canterbury supports the Council's resourcing of water related
infrastructure and we are particularly encouraged by the additional funding for new
small water supplies, including the prioritisation of the Koukourarata Drinking Water
Scheme, where concerns have been raised over a number of years by Te Rlinanga o
Koukourarata. We strongly support funding and development of a Banks Peninsula
servicing strategy to prioritise and improve wastewater and drinking water services in
that area.

Environment Canterbury acknowledges and supports the Council's initiatives to
improve the health of the city's urban waterways, including additional investment to
reverse the current degradation of the waterways such as Halswell's Nottingham
Stream.

Biodiversity

We would like to acknowledge your involvement in and support of the Canterbury
Biodiversity Champions group and look forward to working together to develop shared
regional approaches to key biodiversity challenges for the region, including engoing
work to identify significant natural areas (SNAs) in line with the Canterbury Regional
Policy Statement.

Environment Canterbury strongly supports close working relationships and sharing of
information between Christchurch City Council, the Papatipu RoOnanga and
Environment Canterbury. Aligned and integrated approaches to managing the effects
of land use will help deliver positive outcomes for social, cultural, economic and
environmental wellbeing across the district.

Planning and the Greater Christchurch Partnership

Environment Canterbury supports the work being undertaken by the Council to
implement the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters)
Amendment Act 2021 and the National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020,
We also support the capital expenditure for the completion of the Major Cycle Routes
and leverage of Government subsidies.

The Otakaro Avon River Corridor (OARC) is an exciting once-in-a-lifetime opportunity
to create a legacy for future generations. Environment Canterbury supports the
creation of a separate OARC activity plan to ensure the efficient co-ordination of this
multi-decade project.

235
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We also wish to reiterate the significant value we place on the collaborative work
undertaken through the Greater Christchurch Partnership to ensure that growth in
Christchurch and the surrounding sub-region takes place in a planned and coordinated
way that provides for the needs and aspirations of our communities. The development
of a new spatial plan, led by the Greater Christchurch Partnership, will be an important
tool for ensuring joined-up, strategic planning responses across the Greater
Christchurch area

Enviroschools

We would like to acknowledge the recent significant milestone of the Council's signing
of a three-year collaboration with Environment Canterbury and the Toimata Foundation
to deliver the Enviroschools programme for 2021-24, and the funding allocated by your
Council to support this. We look forward to working together with the young people of
our community.

We do wish to be heard in support of our submission. To arrange a time, please contact
Governance@ecan.govt.nz. If you have any queries in relation to our submission,
please contact Adrienne Lomax, Regional Leadership and Policy,
Adrienne.Lomax@ecan.govi.nz.

Yours sincerely

Jenny Hughey
Chair
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from McNaughton, Thomas organisation: N/A -personal submission

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Firstname: Thomas Last name: McNaughton
If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

MN/A -personal submission

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?
& Yes

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

If yes, please /ide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates

Feedback

comments about o
0 OuUr parks

1.5 Do you have an
, our faciliti

capital programme (for example, our ro nd footpaths, our water, wastewater, surface water and

waterw

I'm supportive of the pl focus on maintaining roads and footpaths for all road users, and of a

y funding and action that brings
d associated speed limit red
g infrastructure th

s in suburban streets are

the planned major cyc

at enables safe ainable access to connect

during a climate chz

cific piece that | am concerned by is the los:
tement of the public walking & ¢

of a key community path. The Cobham and Burnside Primary site's rebuild has

ing path that has served the local community for decades. Recent efforts to

get it

Qur llam MP has advised that approaching CCC is the avenue to tr it. The Ministry of Education has been willing to
partialty fund the path and has confirmed that the site's plan could accommaodate

a new path that works for the schools and general

public, if func
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Qur Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from McNaughton, Thomas organisation: N/A -personal submission

I's good to see that there is already some money in the annual plan, and the Ministry's 1.3m estimated cost is no doubt unexpected
by all. Nonetheless, | urge the Council to add the remaining shortfall to the capital programme, with seeking central govt co-funding
and reviewing for cost savings both being obvious requirements.

My family, like many in the neighboring communities, has used this connection regularly. Given that we have a climate change
emergency {(and rapidly rising petrol costs) | believe it'd be a collective 'fail' for existing infrastructure that ticks all the boxes for
sustainable transport choice to be removed.

I've lived on both sides of the path and it's always been a key connection throughout. It connects Burnside and Bryndwr to
Fendalton, Strowan and beyond. Fendalton Library, Jellie Park, its gym & pools, Fendalton Open Air School and Burnside High
Schools are all key facilities for 'both sides’.

Expecting people to travel indirectly via Memorial Ave or llam Road is simply going to encourage unnecessary driving and will
increase severance between communities. It's my view that enabling these poor outcomes through inaction would be blatant
contradictions to the aspiration of Council's Strategic Framework.

Otara Reserve, Jellie Park and Burnside High all provide safe, direct active travel routes and this is right in the middle. The
importance of the connection will only increase with the opening of the Mor West Arc cycleway and the inevitable intensification in
the area,

I'm not aware of what access there will be outside of school hours, but it'd be naive to think that this was a given, or that it's
remotely comparable access fo the status quo before the rebuild started

A fundamental challenge of delivering new cycleways in established communities is the trade-offs intrinsic to 'retrofits’. Thisis a
rare situation where there is stralegic land available now, and it's common sense to utilize it while this is the case.

Councils rightly seek to focus on 'getting the basics right', which is often actioned with maintenance of key transport arterials and

local roads. To me this little path will increasingly become a vital local connection so it's completely reasonable for this to be a
priority of a Council capital programme.

Attached Documents

File

Mo records to display.

Created by ConsultZz4 Online Submissions Page 2 of 2
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Wooles, john organisation: N A 401

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Firstname: john Last name: Wooles

If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

MA

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Postal address:
Suburb:

City:

Country:

New Zealand
Postcode:

Daytime Phone:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

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

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

| am a local resident and property owner

Feedback

1.2 Do you have any comments about our proposed changes to revenue, spending and borrowing?

I am concerned that the proposed reduction in in the capital programme will effect Phillipstown especially with regard to areas that
need urgent work | am particularly thinking of Ferry Rd from Aldwins to Moorhouse which needs more safe crossing zones and
other things mentioned later. If the reduction is going to happen can urgent spending on Phillipstown please be brought forward .

1.5 Do you have any comments about our capital programme (for example, our roads and footpaths, our water, wastewater, surface water and
waterways, our facilities and our parks)?
Funding for a community centrehub in Phillipstown.
| suypovt thy cotion of funds towards o cormmunity cer towm, [ would welcorme any apor
the former Phillip i a shovt terrm one and the The need for o cormmi s
extremelyimpartant. As hig) 1 the Submission produced b Wiilkure Board an the Annual Plan (Paint 2.2} where the Boord supports the proposed fundi
(53,706, 796) oliocated to the P town Commuinity Centre to assist the centre to find a permanent harme base ance the Ministry of Education pilot project i
completed, the importance of hoving a community hub in the neighbovrhood hos been outlined by the feasibility study recently produced by the PCCCT.

to bring this funding forward, as the cu

[ tenune on
facility thet supparts the growing cormm i

Ferry Road from Aldwins Road to Atzgerald Ave
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The Ferry Rood Master Plon includes reference to road improvements, sofiaty ond streetsoope enhancements and amenity upgrodes, however we are olso aware that
the budget for the implernentation of the Miaster Plan wis pastponed] lastyear, until 2031,
Themntcmdmmqfﬁmyﬁmdm Phillpstown is for from beng “reasonable” and, regardless any plan for possible future improvements, it needs immediate

While Ferry Road from Fitegerald to St Asaph St and Rerry Road in Woolston has been redeveloped, Feﬂykoadehrh\p&rom(memmbenveeand
Alchwins) has been missed out and presents a number of ssues and concerns, which, has an impact on safety for pedestrians and

Similary;, it appears that in the years there hos been o very minimal maintenance of the drains which ave - afmost alf - bbdﬁaddrmged unsighth and creating o very
Lneven sLrface.

Could the Council consicer concems over:
1. Safecrassing along Ferry Rood between Wilsons and Aldwing Road.

I thet space theve are 4 pedestrian *crossing, with the first 3 of them (those doser to Wilson) being in the first 300 metres, the last one being at the intersection with
Alchwirs, This leavies about 460 metres without any crossing pormits, The Councll needs to provide safe crossing polnts across the road at key points Mrrepa!esrrmare
fikely o cross to reach businesses and bus stops on the opposite sides of the road. There has already been one pedestrion killed trying to aross between Mathesons.
Ciliviers Roads. These crassing points also need to be dearty vistble to motorists such as with the indusion of metal fenang . ?Tiesafecmssmg’mtafﬂffﬂﬁ'}emrds
particulary unsafe with 2 lanes merging frorm the Wilsons intersection, plus Mathesons vehides turming left into the just merged lanes .and ocoasionally, vehid
trovelling towards the aity ducking onto the right hand side of the median ( in the same lane as opposing traffic/lto occess Mathesons Rd.
2. Carssharing the footpath with pedestrions along all Ferry Road from Wilsons Road to Aldwins Rood, both ways.
I'dont think it is ocoeptoble thot the councilis enabiing aars to park on the footpath. Not onfy does this decrease the footpath width for pedestrions, but it olso
domages integrity of the asphalt resultingin a safiety hozard for bikers and pedestrions. It also means there are no physical barriers|curbing) between pedestrion and
jporking or U tuming vehicles .
Ferry Rood is an unsafe and unpleasaont road to watk on (but also to bike or drive on): due to the lock of barriers between cars and pedestrions, it is unsafe for anyone but
especially for porents to walk with a prom or with young walkers, moybe students heading to the dosest school {Te Wioko Unua in Wioolston).

Duie to the concrete safety strips in the midadlle of the rood, drivers on Ferry Rood coming from Ensors Rood ore not abie to turn into Phillpstown through Nurseny, Leyder,
Matheson's and Ofivers. The first street ovoilable i Phillips Street. This produces the following issues:
1. Both residents and business owners hove witnessed cars heading west on Ferry Road take a shortaut on wiong side of median strip to access Mathesaons and Otfviers Rd
(drving an the right-side of the road in the wrong direction to bypass the conarete barmier)

2 Ivebeard that, os consequence of this behaviour, staff of the Ferry Road Pharmacy have had near misses whille waiting to cross as pedestrions back to the pharmacy
side.

3. With mast cors now tuming down Phillips Street across the Eost Ward oycle lane, hcmmd@ngwqut[«mfﬂeﬁg’hfﬁgofﬂpmmmmkmm
the cyalists’ fights blend in with the ancoming traffic fahts of the cars corming down Ferry Road from Fitzgerald Ave, Coundl priontises resources in investigating and
solving the different ssues in Ferry Rood and upport bringing forwand the budget for Ferry Ad mproverments and for developing saffe pedestrion crossing focility.

MWMMM’MWM&MMWWMWM

The increase in intensification/housing developments has been impacting on street panking os wel as traffic on the side roods. This situation s notexpected to get better
mmmmrmmwmmsmmﬁmsmmmmmm

Intensification, mmmmmofoﬁsmmﬂmghm'eMremwm the narrowing af the streets, in cylists sharing the footpaths with pedestrians os
they find the roads too dangerous, The S0%rm limit pius drivers treveling faster thon this puts everybody - residents, drivers, cyclist - in donger.

Greening Phillstown.

We very much appreciate that funaling for Lancaster Park has been brought forward, However we urge that the Counall work towards ensuning thet the wider
Phillipstown community has sufficent green space; apart a couple of pocket parks and the area wsed by the Philipstown Community Hub, Bhilipstown & —accarding to
the resigents —a concrete jungle and there are still sorme parts of the suburb where resigents need to wialk rmore than 1km to reach green spoce,

The lack of trees and greenery is systemic in streets such as Tuam SE Harrow SE St Asaph S Ferry Road, Bordesley Street, Buccleugh St, Cashel S& This has o detrimental
impact on poliution fon Fermy Rood on a sunny day, coremissions are even visiblle to the noked eye!] and heat in surmmer,

We ask that Phiffpstomn s includled in the Greening the East Project as it i port of the Enst of Christchurch and ohsalutely need “greening”.

1.6 Any further comments

Phillipstown has been neglected for too many years. Phillipstown has lost the schools (first the Primary School, and in few months, the Technology Centre) which has
impacted in the dernographic compasition of the area. Many of the city assets that remain are neglected and in o poor state. After a great engogernent with the locol
mwmmmmmrmmﬂwmmemrMﬂm&mmmmm Woolston) with no commurication with the residents on

Pﬁn‘fpstumhasbeenneg@rrm‘fortoomwyms Phittpstown has fost the schools (first the Primary School, and in few months, the Technology Centre) which hos

impacted in the demogrophic composition of the area. Many of the dity ossets that remain are neglected and in a poor state. After o great engagement with the ool

communities, the Ferry Rood Master Plan hasn't been implemented in the areo {but it has been in Central and in Woolston) with no commurnication with the residents

on the reasons behing this decision.

Mmswqemw@ﬁmgﬁwmmmmmmammfmmdm: The Councl needs to take the lead in priortising mantenance and
todemonstrate that it values the suburb. This espeally as the %ﬁammsmﬁmwﬁuﬂe@aﬁxfaw%mhﬁdﬂgd’wbﬂmﬂt

m:gﬁlehoumgdem‘tyﬂﬂ:estﬂﬁh

Durmping of shopping trolleys

Twou like the Counc torwark with supermarkets {and retailers using shogping trolleys | on a programme ta reduce dumping of shapping trofleys on the streets, in

walerwoys and on open spaces.
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From: NZ Chinese Language Week
Sent: Tuesday, 19 April 2022 2:14 PM

To: Dalziel, Lianne I
Subject: Annual Plan Submission 2022/2023 and Request support for New Zealand Chinese
Language Week

Dear Mayor Lianne Dalziel,

| am writing to you on behalf of Jo Coughlan, Chair of New Zealand Chinese Language Week
Charitable Trust. Please find attached a letter from Jo seeking your support for the 2022 New
Zealand Chinese Language Week (NZCLW).

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to working with you and the
Christchurch City Council to deliver a successful NZCLW 2022.

Many thanks and kindest regards

Constance

Constance Phua

Project Manager | New Zealand Chinese Language Week

NEW ND
CHESE
LANGUAGE WEEK

25 SEP - 2 OCT 2022

480
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New Zealand Chinese Language Week %775 =132 fF 2022

It's now less than six months to go until New Zealand Chinese Language Week 2022 kicks off and we're excited to
outline plans for new initiatives and activities to celebrate this year.

The New Zealand Chinese Language Week (NZCLW) is being held 25 September to 1 October 2022. We want to
involve people from all around the country, so this means we are asking the Council for three things:

+ Someone who can be the liaison person for us to contact about activities in your area district
« A Mayoral video of support to be featured during the NZCLW week

+ And a chance to present to your council’'s Annual Plan 2022/23 for a contribution to the week's activities in your area
and events of $2,000.

The New Zealand Chinese Language Week Charitable Trust is a New Zealand-driven initiative set up in 2014 to
encourage the leaming of Chinese language in New Zealand.

Our aim is to strengthen communities through inclusion and embracing diversity. What better way is there to understand
another culture than through language?

A large part of the Trust's work is to recognise and celebrate the diversity of the community in New Zealand - Chinese

people have been part of Aotearoa New Zealand's story for 180 years and have many important stories to tell. This is
even more important now, with the new school curriculum focusing on local history within our country.

www.nzclw.com | Email: nzclw@nzclw.com
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This year's New Zealand Chinese Language Week's theme is “Sharing our Stories”, and we hope to hear a lot of the
stories that make our community diverse and vibrant.

A large part of the Trust's work is to recognise and celebrate the diversity of the community in New Zealand - Chinese
people have been part of Aotearoa New Zealand's story for 180 years and have many important stories to tell. This is
even more important now, with the new school curriculum focusing on local history within our country.

This year's New Zealand Chinese Language Week's theme is “Sharing our Stories”, and we hope to hear a lot of the
stories that make our community diverse and vibrant.

As in previous years, we expect a lot of events to involve celebrations with food and drink and hospitality - all features of
Chinese and New Zealand Maori and European cultures.

The Trust is committed to providing resources to enable different groups to share common experiences, and one of the
ways we demonstrate this is by each year publishing a children’s book in three languages — Mandarin Chinese
(characters and pin yin), English, and te reo Maori.

The feedback we get on this book — which is distributed free to schools and public libraries — is unanimous about its
value. Librarians and teachers around New Zealand tell us that readers, particularly children, love seeing themselves,
their families, and their language in the books.

Your own library may well have been part of previous years’ events and activities around New Zealand Chinese
Language Week.

We want to ensure that more communities around New Zealand have the opportunity to take part in New Zealand
Chinese Language Week, so we would like to have someone from your council be the contact point for us to share
resources to enable your community to be involved. This may be someone on your public library staff, or a community
development staffer.

www.nzclw.com | Email: nzclw@nzclw.com #NZCLW n
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Many communities around New Zealand have significant social, cultural, educational, and other links with China and
Chinese people in their districts. New Zealand Chinese Language Week is an excellent opportunity to celebrate
those.

We would also like to get a video of support to be featured during the NZCLW week from yourself as Mayor.

Your video plays an important part in the week. It shows a commitment to being a welcoming, open society that
embraces all the many cultures that make up our society. Participants in NZCLW have been impressed and heartened
by the depth and breadth of the support from local government during previous weeks.

Finally, we at NZCLW Trust would welcome the opportunity to submit to your council’s Annual Plan Submission
2022/2023. We wish to apply for a $2,000 grant to fund activities for New Zealand Chinese Language Week in your

region and would like to appear in person to support this application.

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to hearing how your council will celebrate New Zealand Chinese
Language Week 2022 from September 25 to 1 October.

For more information, please don't hesitate to visit the NZCLW website: www.nzclw.com or email our Project Team at
nzclw@nzclw.com

Many thanks and kindest regards

Jo Coughlan | Chair of New Zealand Chinese Language Week

www.nzclw.com | Email: nzclw@nzclw.com
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Timeline of Wave Protection at Naval Point, Lyttelton Harbour

Flaating Tyre Breakwater
(FTB} installed in Magazine
Bay to provide wave
protection to the area

1981

Cancern over the
deteriarated state and
decreased effectiveness of
the FTB, as well as the
disrepair of onshore
facilities. Proposals
developed for the
improvement of the Naval
Point facilities including a
new breakwater and marina
through private investors

FTB removed due to

continued

deterioraticn and high

maintenance costs
1998
Approx

|

2000

Construction begins of
tha new marina
including a concrete
pentoon floating
breakwater. The
development was
destroyed in a 1in 100
year storm due to the
breakwater being
Rartially removed for
design modifications

Funding obtained from
CCC for the Boat Safety
Group to commission a
report on improving hoat
safety at Naval Point. The
report recommenced
wave protection and was
supported by the
Lyttelton/Mt Herbert
community board as an
urgent solution to

Lyttalton Harbour
announged as venue
for Sail GP event in
Jan 2022, Long Term
Plan budget will be
exhausted on the
immadiate upgrade of
onshore facilities with
no provision for wave
protection or
improvements to boat

improve boat safety safety
2021
]
—
2018
Formation of the After gaining support  CGC approves $10m in

Boat Safety Group in
response to
deteriorated facilities
at Naval Point and
concerns over boat
safety when
launching and
retrieving vessels in
adverse conditions
in the absence of
wave protection

fram many local
community boards the
Boat Safety Group
makes it's first Long
Term Plan submission
for funding to effect
immediate
improvements to safety
at Naval Point

Long Term Plan for the
development of Naval
Point. Community
consultation begins
which reveals the
overwhelming response
1o the question of pricrity
of work is the provision
of wave protection

Z6¢E
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www boatsaletyatmavalpont org nz
D\epurposeolmspoogec:suw&lshasdeerwmaentbvpeoniefmmhgeamamdwd\mulmgpanmaquatcmhesoanl‘mHabow,lh«smusmdudesde
access 1o and from the water n all weather and sea conditions
Aﬁ\onemmydmﬁmmmweﬁdshhemmdmﬁcbehsmed.alpamommtmﬂm The percentage of paricpants residing in each
ward ig 23 follows:
Akaroa-Warewa 4%, Burwood-Pegasus 7%, Fendalton-Wamain 8%, Hagley-Ferrymead 18%, Lyttelton-Mt Herbert 23% Riccarton-Wigram 9%, Shirley-Papanu 5%, Spreydon-
Heathcote 12%, Outside of Christchurch 14%
AwkshopmmdbyEncBu&sdhctmldwd\CtqummnﬁandenZ&Aml?OWmdmﬂquhbJﬁMcyZOﬂ Present at this workshop was a delegation
P g the boatng y of Canterbury, benquhLodsMoe&mmodoreothavdeYadnChb) Willie N (Canterbury Yacht Squad g 150 trader
VWMMM)MRNM(MPMNLW" bershp Sernces N g the Canterbury Yachting Ass: Alo‘lhe&oveéeleg&esdonq
with the Boat Safety Group, mdwdmnponlrunh&nksf-’emdacommﬂoud m:ommmmmmmy If any further comments to the peoposed
scheme are brought forward at the dose of the workshop we will look to impl them in our design
The Naval Pont public boat ramp is extremely well used, with 393 launchings over Waitangi weekend 2017
We-shlonstalﬂ\eﬁomjeﬂyhyeaasapemﬁmre.mdwnmkﬂmduawmwhcwwd‘mbenu&dwmmmmbﬁm
relocaton of the boat ramp which may be considered as part of the Magazine Bay development plan
W
O
N
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BOAT SAFETY AT NAVAL POINT, LYTTELTON

\ KRISTINE BOUW'S BOAT SAFETY PROJECT
LYT-TELTON MARINA ENVIRONS DEVELOPMENT ID 357
LONG TERM PLAN 2018-2028 FUNDING OF $10.000,000

STAGE 1 - PROPOSAL FOR A NEW FLOATINGIETTY AT
THE NAVAL POINT PUBLIC SLIPWAY TO PROVIDE
IMPROVED BOAT' SAFETY

413

2
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SUPPORT FOR THE PROJECT

17™ April 2016

Eoat Safety Mesting 20t Aprit

Please accept ry apafogics far my absence aL taday’'s meeting.

Agwe are all aware there has been no RFOgress on improying the public
baating facllittes at Navel Point Tor an exteedingly long periad of time, The
proposal as tabled and outlined by OCEL s an extremely cost effactive
tigsign which will add enarmausly to the exlsting launch and retrieve facility,
We have |alked extensively about the negative safety aspects of the existing
facliities particularly when a sautherly blows up sfrer a calm start to the
ray. With the proposed desigh using the toncrete pontoons {gencrausky
organised by Busz March), with their weight and angle to the seutherly wif]
have an enormous effect on reducing the wave action that rolls anta the
baat ramp making far a safer boat retrieyval aperation. This deslgn will have
PROMMOLE safety benafits to the launch and retrieve of boals.

In surmary | beliene;

1. This will be a major safety improvement to e xisting
rarnp.

2. This design isin fine with ather facilties around the
CoUntry,

3 Apood cost effectiva robust design that complements
the existing facilty,

4. Improvament to the public ares at Nayar Point hoating
fagillty is long overdua.

5. This facility has the ability and does dererats income
hrough & user pays systam,

5. Withimprovernent ta the facillty, this in lteesf will attract
MOFE USers.

Eden Hushand

Far further information please contact Team Leader James Ensor of the Boat
Security and Safety Association and the Lytielton Boat Safety Stakeholders Graup

SUBMIZSION TO: Christchurch Chy Counan
2] Dratt Long Tarm Plan 2015 - 2025
BY: LyttemonMt Herbart Cammunty Baard
CONTACT: Paula Smith
Lhairperson, Lytelonmt Herbed Comm ity Boara
- Lytlelton Service Centre
F [ Bt 73027
Chrisbohirch 8154
ProjectWame T Lytaton sarins Emvions Devslopmant - — ]
Projectin J¥T _ 3
[ The Board notes st tha Tundin Tor @ Bevaieiant plan & panned for F016 B
Commmant | thara Is apparenty no funding for Implsmentation of the plan The develobment of B

_men_l_N;r;s _'

plan raises community sxpacts
out ¢f date if nol impiemen

5 The risk with this strategy |3 Ihe plan wauld ba |

he pian Is paroved

aring Project (Unfunded)

Project 1D . . - - |
| The Board sirongly supgports s projec Board notes inere has long bean
commaunity concem about the nsks to recreationa! boat users, especially youeng ane
| Inexperienced sailars, irying (o pet thair boate eyl of the waler Guickly and safaly
when & scutherly change makes conditions an the weter pnsafe
Commeant
| This project & curremly unfunded. Howevar, this = & eritcal =afety isgus for the |
commurnity, The Board supports the submission of the Boat Becurity ang Safety |
| Aseoglation to thi Long Temh Plan. The Boaa ‘wizhes ko highliahi Thad this projed, |
l oo - | should be developed alongside ine work of the Naval Point Redevelopment Prejece. |
3 [ Capltal Project 1B 353 - yteion tiavina Erikon fNavalPoi 10 i - S
Mebiopeiitan rrsmaticna meats at Maval Fne (Lyttehon Marea Frvimns have brdn Brgkerted by 1 Coumeds unre ma missary ol the maine
| m. ek b u shonm i 000, Camm sty inredl i

Srmorty 240 Saliely AOClIDEn, whiy 37 Kt In 481 1983 b gratend. |
“paninan on Hie puh ic ey a1 Nmal PNt nnrregse boat sy

e ezt

g
il Lozatal -ueing e

Boar
1L sl Tt 1
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171032021 Cansant search | Enviranment Ca nterbury
Details for CRC960350.2
RMA _
Authorisation CRC960350.2 Client Name Christchurch Gity Council - C/O Buddle Findlay
Number
Consent .
Location Magazine Bay, LYTTELTON HARBOUR State Issued - Active
to disturb the bed to erect, reconstruct, replace, alter and or extend the following structures on and over the forashore and
Te seabed; two floating breakwaters - two piers and associated finger jefties and vessel berths; a floating fuel jetty; effluent
pump out and disposal facilities; layoff jetties and breastworks; five slipways and a vessel lift/haulout facility.
Commencement
Date 18 Mar 1996
Date This
Consent 01 Sep 2009
Number Issued
Expiry Date 14 Mar 2031
Please note there has been a change to how we represent the date fields. The ‘Date This Consent Number Issued’ is the date this version of
the consent was issued. The ‘Commencement Date’ is when the original version of this consent was issued as per s116 of the Resource
Management Act 1991.
« 1
All works shall be located generally as shown on plan No.930803/30A attached.
. 2
The floating breakwater shall be curved to practical engineering limits to acheive the best wave attenuation and to minimise back wave
reflection towards the boats moored in Corsair Bay.
« 3
The northeastern most finger jetties as shown on plan 930903/30A attached, shall be reduced on the northern extramity by 2 berthing
bays either side of the central finger pier {4 finger piers).
- 4 [F8]
O
=)
hllps;.l'.l'm\r.u.emn.gov‘t.l‘?a’zlata."consant—search-'consentdmails-‘CRCQSDShD.2.'crc96[)3£:0.2 2
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70303 Consent search | Enviranment Canieuny
The fuel dispenser line from the storage tank to the floating fuel jetty shall be & doLJ..I.:;Ie contained pipe and shall be fitted with a shear
valve and a leak monitoring system.
* §
Fuel dispenser nozzies shall be hand held and shall be fitted with automatic cut off action ta prevent refuelling overflow spillages.
+ B
The consent holder shqll submit to the Canterbury Regional Council prior to the fuel jetty being commissioned for operation, a
contingency plan covering fuel spilages from the storage tank and fuel dispensing equipment and the effluent pump out facilities.
-7
The lapsing provision of Section 125 of the Resource Management Act shall not apply to this sonsent until 15 years from the date of
commencement.
+ 8
The Canterbury Regional Council may annually, on the last working day of June, serve notice of its intention to review the conditions of
this consent for the purposes of:(j) dealing with any adverse effect on the environment which may arise from the exercise of the consent
not foreseen at the time of granting the consent and is therefore appropriate to deal with later; or(ii) complying with the requirements of a
relevant rule in an operative regional plan.(iii) dealing with any adverse effects on existing swing moorings in Corsair Bay.
= 9
Charges, set in accordance with section 36 of the Resource Management Act 1991, shall be paid to the Regional Council for the carrying
out of its functions in relation to the administration, monitoring and supervision of resource consents and for the carrying out of its
functions under section 35 of the Act,
Environment Canterbury © 2021
Retrieved: 11:55am, Wed 17 Mar 2021
https:/fwww_ecan.govt.nzidata/consent-search/
[F8)
O
=)
hﬂps‘:_-'_-‘www.ecan.govt.nzn’data."conscnl—searchfconsamdefaiIsa’CRCQGUSSD.2.n’crc,95t1350.2 =
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Qe 2m?

Subject: Document Request - CRCS60350 EMAIL: 00480000568
I

From: Morrow Anna (Anna. Morow@ecan.govt.nz)

T

Date: - Monday, 8 January 2017 1:09 PM

Dear James,

Thank you for your call regarding CRCS60350.

Print

Please find attached the consent decision documents for CRC960350, CRCO60350.1 and CRC%(BSO 2. | have also included the

transfer decision for the original consent as this includes that plan,

If you have any further enquiries, please reply to this email or call Customer Services (details below).

Kind regards
*~na Morrow

How did we do today?
Give us your feedback here.

CUSTOMER SERVICES
Environment Canterbury

AN FOVEN

Environment
Canterbury

Regional Council
PO Box 345, Christchurch 8140, New

Zealand
Customer Services: U800 324 636

GE®

“nna Morrow
«mary Officer |
Environment Canterbury

Attachments

= CRC960350 Decision Documents.pdf (81.39 KB)

Environment
Canterbury
H“".J- al mu' l
PO Box 345, Christchurch 8140
Cirstomer Services: 0800 324 636 .
Pollution Hotline: 0800 76 55 88

 FRG]

= CRC960350, transfer of reseource consent and summary of consent hearing decision.pdf (1.02 MB)
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In respect of those matters referred to under Part 11 of the Act, Section 6 of Part 11 requires
recognition and provision of matters of national importance such as the preservation of the
natural character of the coastal environment from inappropriate subdivision use and
development; the protection of outsianding natural features and landsczpes, the maintenance and
enhancement of public access to znd along the coastal marine zrea and the relationship of Maori
and their culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu and other
tzonga. The natural character of Lytielton Harbour has been &lready significantly modified by
human developments and this proposal could be seen as enhancing rather than detracting from
that natural character in its present modified state. We have elready expressed a view on the
effects of this development on public access. Mitigation measures proposed for potential
contaminants entering the harbour adequately recognise the relationship of Mzori and their
culture with the harbour.

Section 7 refers to various matters, some of which are relevant to these applications, 1o which
particular regard shall be given. They include Kaitiakitanga, the efficient use and development
of natural and physical resources, and the maintenance and enhancement of amenity values.

There would appear 10 have been adequate consuliation with the local Runanga and the issues
of concern 1o tangata whenua. The marina in MOst respecis, can be categorised as an efficient
use of the natura! and physical resources for recreational benefit and in general the proposal

could be regarded as enhancing the amenity value of the harbour.

In an overall context we consider this proposal is consistent with the purposes and principles of
the Resource Management Act in providing for the use and development of resources to meet a
social need of the community in 2 sustzinable way.

DECISIONS

RECOMMENDATION TO THE MINISTER OF CONSERVATION
CONSENT APPLICATION NO. 960348

That a coastal permit be granted to Banks Peninsula District Council and the Lyttelton
Port Company 10 reclaim approximately 5104 square metres of foreshore and scabed in
Lyttelton Harbour in connection with 2 marina development subject 10 the following
conditions;

The duration of the consent to be for an unlimited term.

Conditions

1) The location of the reclamations shall be as generally shown on the attached Plan
Proposed Marina Development Map No. 2,

2) The solid breakwater extension of the Naval Point Reclamation stub breakwater
shall ot extend furiher than 160 metres from the existing reclamation.
—

3) The consent holder shall submit a scaled plan of the location and dimensions of
all areas reclaimed within 3 months of completion of works.

4) The lapsing provision of Section 125 of the Resource Management Act shall not
apply to this consent until 5 years from date of commencement.

5) The Canterbury Regionzl Council mazy annually on the last working day of June
serve notice of its intention 10 review the conditions of this consent for the
purposes of -

@) dealing with any adverse effect on the environment which may arise from
the exercise of the consent not foreseen at the time of granting the
consent and is therefore appropriate to deal with later or

-11-
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(ii) complying with the requirements of a relevant rule in an operative
regional plan.

6)  Charges, set in accordance with section 36 of the Resource Management Act
1991, shall be paid 1o the Regional Council for the carrying out of its functions
in relation to the administration, monitoring and supervision of resource
consents and for the carrying out of its functions under section 35 of the Act

DECISIONS : APPLICATIONS NO. 960349, 960330, 960351, 960352,

41

960360.

That Banks Peninsula District Council and Lyttelton Port Company be granted the
following coastal permits for the terms shown and subject to the following conditions.

Application No. 960349 - A coastal permit to disturb the sea bed in the areas
shown generally on Map No. 3 attached to remove sediment by dredging and basalt
tock outcrops by blasting and excavation,

Duration of consent - 35 years.
e — e —
Conditions

1) Delay detonators/relays and air curtains shall be used in all rock blasting.

2) The explosive charges used for blasting shall be limited to reduce the vibration
velocity to at least .05 metres/second.

3) The lapsing provision of Section 125 of the Resource Management Act shall not
apply to this consent until 5 years from date of commencement.
e M
4) Charges, set in accordance with section 36 of the Resource Management Act
1991, shall be paid to the Regional Council for the carrying out of iis functions
in relation to the adminismation, monitoring and supervision of resource
consents and for the carrying out of its functions under section 35 of the Act.

Application No. 960350 - A coastal permit 1o disturb the bed and to erect,
reconstruct, replace, alter and or extend the following structures on and over the

oreshore and seabed; two floating breakwaters - two piers and associated finger jetties
and vessel berths; a floating fuel jetty; effluent pump out and disposal facilities; layoff
jeutics and brcastworks; five slipways and & vessel lifhaulout facility.

. e

Duration of consent - 35 years.

—_—

Conditions

1) All works shall be located generally as shown on plan No 930903/30A attached.

2) The floating breakwater shall be curved 1o practical engineering limits to achieve
the best wave attenuation and to minimise back wave reflection towards the boats
moaored in Corsair Bay..

3) The northeastern most finger jetties as shown on plan 930903/30A attached,
shall be reduced on the northem extremity by 2 berthing bays either side of the
cenwral finger pier (4 finger piers).

4) The fuel dispenser line from the storage tank to the floating fuel jetty shall be a
double contained pipe and shall be fitted with a shear valve and a leak monitoring
systenL.

5) Fuel dispenser nozzles shall be hand held and shall be fitted with automatic cut
off action to prevent refuelling overflow spillages.

- 12 =
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Xtra Mail Inbwox

o Boat Safety Group Rock Volumes
™M

1328 [
I - e rcor

» § 3attachments View Download

Hi John and James

Great speaking with you this morning and learning of your £apacity to supply suitable rock for breakwater
construction.

Attached is a simple spreadshest with approximate volumes far the proposcd Boat Safety Group breakwater in
WMagazine Bay, Lytte|ton,

Comparative volumes are;

Boat Safety Group breakwater;
Armour Rack {250 — 1000 kg = 31,000 tonne
Core Material (0.5 — 250 kg} = 150,000 tonne

CCC breakwater:
Armour Rock {250 — 1000 kg = 16,000 tonne
Core Material (0.5 = 250 kg) = 75,000 tonne

Building up of existing spur breakwater
Acrnour Rock {250 — 1000 kg) = 5,875 tonne

Core Material (0.5 — 250 kg) = 3,500 tonne ]—ﬁsé,a A exﬂ/fsf e %ﬁﬁé;s,;mn/ /cz-/s.

These volumes are all preliminary estimates, the breakwater layout and construction is yot to be fully designed. The
weights are based on a rock density of 2600 kg/m3 and void ratic of 25% for armour rock and 25% for core material.

Note that the CCC breakwater volumes assume that the main breakwater will be constructed as a continuous
breakwater arm from share, Once rock placement is completed the area above the seabed which links to share will
be remeoved ta form the entrance.

Kind regards
hitps: dtwebmail xira,co.nziappsuite#rRa Pp=i.codmail&folder = efaultd/ NEOX, 11

Page 60
Item No.:

Page 67
[tem No.: 3 g

Item 3

Attachment B



Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch g
City Council s

Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch
City Council w—w

10/3242021 Xlra Mail Inbox

FW: Boat Safety Group Rock Volumes

To James Ensor

v X 4attachments  View Download

8/2/2021 08:22 [

Good Morning James,

As discussed and based on the below volumas Trom Rob, | can confirm an estimate for the rock supply tincluding
transport) and breakwater construction based on previous similar works.

Yau can apply these rates to either the CCC or BSG options accordingly.
Amour Rock 565 per ton
Care Material 550 per ton

Estimate for construction to cxcavate and place would be $100 - $150 per tan although this is very hard to predict
until more concise methodology's are established.

Good Luck

lohn Airay
Manager
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Component Description Total E
Priority 1 - Environmental, public safety and partnership :
A Ha.plout‘\;a;d e T $1,450,000 \ g
B Initial site access/parking improvements 1,250,000 L o
>C“ 7 '7 : H;ﬁdiauncﬁiég ramp and Rigging Aéea $2,030,000 E
D‘ ! Rebuild of exis;fng public boat rémp $3,625,000
E N | New Fixed Breakm./;t;r, Removél of Existing Breakwater and Partial Removal of Marina | $7,625,000 /
F : Rockfall Hazard Won.'i; V : . $680,000 /
V_-G | f"ubiic égéil;;\_iﬁwprovements (sité.fufniture, sculpture) $550;006 !,
Prioiritry 2 - Access, servicres,rcirrculation and parkfng \
B H Upgrades—t; existing seawall and rock armour $1,000,000 \
IV : Site Sgrvice; i Doty : ) $1,1§0,000 ‘
J Pedestrian improvements, access e?nd landscaping $2,550,000 fé |
K Roading Upgrades : $2,650,000 |
L Latersite Parking/ Parking Lots " $2,0000 L
TOTAL = $26,590,000 . ! o
tote: Casts are estimates only and based oln high-level pizmning work A
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¢

April 24, 2021

RESPONSE TO THE CCC DRAFT CLIMATE CHANGE STRATEGY

Christchurch Civic Trust (CCT) broadly supports the draft strategy but finds that
several areas of the Programmes need much greater focus / stronger measures.
Selected CCT comments will be spoken to at the Hearings Panel.

Programme 5: Carbon removal and restoration

Carbon removal and natural restoration

Our commitment: Our biodiversity and ecosystems will be increasingly threatened by climate
change. By protecting and expanding natural areas in our district, we will help capture carbon
dioxide, while benefiting natural ecosystermns and biodiversity.

Next step for the Council: Identify sites where partnership opportunities could increase indigenous
planting across Christchurch and Banks Peninsula.

Programme 5 CCT response

CCC only mentions indigenous planting. This is eco-romantic nonsense...

1. Removal of atmospheric C02 is a critical action in the net zero quest.

2. Indigenous tree species are both extremely expensive to establish, and
extremely slow at the critical task of doing C02 removals in the decades
ahead

3. The average cost of CO2 removals using natives is in the range of $250-
$1000 per tonne of CO2 sequestered, whereas fast-growing introduced
tree species can sequester at $20-530 / t C02

4, Also native trees are more at risk to drought and higher temperatures.

Programme 7: Low-emission transport system

Low-emission transport system

Our commitment: Road transport is the biggest single contributor to Christchurch's emission
footprint. The transport sector contributes 54 per cent of our district’'s greenhouse gas emissions,
with 36 per cent coming from road transport. Reducing transport emissions is essential to achieve
our greenhouse gas emissions targets. Christchurch has high levels of private car use and low level
use of public transport.
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Next step for the Council: Complete the Christchurch Transport Plan to understand pathways to
reduce emissions and identify a progressive series of options to achieve the level of reductions we
are seeking.

Programme 7 CCT response

CCC has a very parochial view of our emissions responsibilities. Climate change is a
global commons issue. Our consumer preferences and behaviours are causing
massive emissions affecting the global commons...offshore where the goods we
demand are manufactured. We need to change our consumer demand...for example
to smaller and fewer vehicles (especially with the imminent shift to EV’s...)

Further: CCT applauds the CCC intention to improve transport in the city, with better
service and greater efficiency including a reduction in carbon emissions. For a
number of years before the quakes a free shuttle service ran in the central city using
buses designed by the late David Thornley, long-time board member of the
Christchurch Civic Trust. A revival of this service with electric buses would go some
distance to reducing carbon emissions while improving city life for citizens and
visitors alike. An inner city orbital shuttle-bus would also provide enhanced
connectivity with the radial bus system and would promote modal shift towards
more sustainable public transport.

Commuter Rail

In the post-earthquake rebuild process, the population distribution has changed
leaving the red zone for the north, west, and south of the city. This aligns with the
existing heavy rail network that connects the rapidly expanding settlements and
significant employment areas. Kiwi Rail is a reluctant operator of passenger
commuter rail services. If only a fraction of the costs that have been allocated to
building motorways had been directed to the provision of commuter rail services,
Christchurch and Canterbury would now be enjoying a high quality rail commuter
service associated with Park and Ride and better intermodal integration. The energy
benefits alone would advance progress in response to climate change targets.

Light Rail

Because of earlier lack of foresight, the mainline rail network does not have a central
city terminus: note the 2013 demolition of the reparable former Christchurch
Railway Station in Moorhouse Ave. Christchurch is reliant on a bus network that
does not have an exclusive right-of-way. This is all the more reason for reintroducing
the electric shuttle buses to serve the inner city with coverage including the CBD and
Hagley Park and the mainline train station at Tower Junction. In addition, it would be
a very positive move to convert some of the bus network to operate as electric
powered trackless trams, which recharge their batteries at strategic stops. There is
no need for overhead catenary infrastructure. Temporary route changes are easily
implemented which assists maintenance of underground infrastructure. These rail-
based options require one agency to take control and lead the process. Then there
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would be one authority to hold accountable. The current glacial-like progress needs
the impetus of global warming to overcome the current inertia shown by our local
body authorities. If we twiddle our thumbs and don’t plan, we will not be an
accessible city. So some serious resources must be put into public transport
planning!

Programme 8: Energy efficient homes and buildings

Energy efficient homes and buildings

Qur commitment: Our homes, buildings, businesses and infrastructure consume large amounts of
resources such as energy, water and materials to build, operate, maintain, repair and replace. We
will design our homes, businesses, buildings and infrastructure to be more energy and resource
efficient, and powered by affordable, renewable energy. This will lower emissions, reduce costs,
deliver healthier buildings, create businesses that are more efficient and conserve our precious
resources

Next step for the Council: Promote awareness of resources available to communities and
businesses to assist with energy efficiency efforts.

Programme 8 CCT response

This is the most pathetic diversion: conventional building materials dominated by
cement products and steel have massive amounts of embedded carbon. With a shift
to wood...our buildings could be better than carbon neutral...they could become
carbon sinks.

Further: there is absolutely no acknowledgement in the draft strategy document
that buildings (heritage and non-heritage) can be and should be recycled (retained,
strengthened, repurposed, design-modified), with enormous environmental benefits
compared with demolition and new building involving loss of embodied energy,
energy consumption, CO2 emissions, etc. This is an appalling omission given the last
10 years of relentless post-quake demolition by central government (noting that the
demolition of the former Christchurch Railway Station in 2013 — refer back to
Programme 7 — is just such an example); at the same time the CCC heritage Team has
led the way with a huge number of CCC restorations.

Programme 9 Towards Zero Waste

Towards zero waste

Our commitment: Generally, our society busy things, uses them, then throws them away. About 9 per cent
of Christchurch's greenhouse gas emissions come from our waste. However, approximately 40 per cent of
waste currently going to landfill in Christchurch has the potential to be recycled or composted, using the
services currently available.

Next step for the Council: Implement the Council's Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.
Programme 9 CCT response

No mention is made of the fact that building and construction waste is 40% - 50% of
current landfill. Strong measures / inducements are needed from CCC to reduce
this: relates to comment on building recycling referred to above and in the
attachment.
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CCC needs to present itself as national exemplar in organic and inorganic waste
recycling (national mention is rarely heard of Christchurch’s scheme which has been
running since 2009). Nevertheless the heavy energy consumption / emissions
involved in providing the CCC three-bin collection service raise the question: are
more environmentally-friendly improvements being investigated?

See attached document earlier presented to the Climate Change Commission on

national issues but also with relevance to Christchurch climate change mitigation
measures.
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Have we got the game plan right?

Our overarching proposal is to focus on a deliverable capital programme that helps drive our city
forward, with particular investment in roads and transport infrastructure and in protecting and
upgrading our water networks. We're borrowing for new projects that have long-term value,
and ensuring that the debt repayments are spread fairly across the generations of ratepayers
who will benefit from them. We're maintaining enough financial flexibility to be able to handle
unplanned events, and we're finding permanent efficiencies in our day-to-day spending. We've
managed to do all of this while keeping rates increases as affordable as possible.

Have we got the balance right? Have we prioritised the right things? If not, what changes
would you like to see?

The Christchurch Civic Trust (CCT) considers that in general the CCC has a reasonable
LTP game plan, with some exceptions, largely to do with heritage funding and the city’'s
assets which are being considered for disposal.

We are also concerned that aspects of day-to-day living in the city are in danger of being
jeopardised, e.g. opening hours for facilities.

Qur climate change concerns include a request for the return of the pre-quakes free
electric buses.

Rates

We've considered a range of options for how best to achieve what we need to achieve while
also keeping the average rates increase as affordable as possible.

What do you think of this plan for an average residential rates increase of 5 per cent for
2021/22 and an overall rates increase of 4 per cent over the next 10 years?

CCT considers this proposed rating increase to be a prudent approach to the demands of
the future and with generational equity in mind. There also needs to be equity between
commercial and residential rates.
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Proposed changes to existing rates, and new targeted rates

We're proposing a range of changes to existing rates, including the land drainage targeted rate
and how we define remote rural properties. We're also proposing some new targeted rates,
including a targeted rate specifically for the Arts Centre Te Matatiki Toi Ora, a heritage targeted
rate to show the proportion of rates you already pay towards specific heritage projects, and an
excess water targeted rate for households that use more than 700 litres a day.

What do you think of these changes to existing rates, and new targeted rates? Have we got it
right? If not, what changes would you like to see?

CCT strongly supports the proposed targeted rate for the Arts Centre Te Matatiki
Toi Ora: the Arts Centre is amongst the most highly prized city heritage and cultural
assets which CCT has long held a close interest in. We contend that the rating for the
Arts Centre should be subject to a contribution from surrounding authorities, as for
Canterbury Museum.

The proposed new targeted rate for specific heritage projects is well-founded, enabling an
equitable and democratised approach to the retention and celebration of the city's past
long into the future. BUT A VERY REAL CONCERN: the proposed HIG funding model
sees a reduction of $168,000 per annum on the current annual sum available for chosen
projects: see our comment further on.

The proposed targeted rate for water (and for other infrastructure) raises the question as
to whether this is based on the average annual maintenance costs for the supporting
infrastructure.

Investing in upgrading and protecting our city’s water networks

We have a responsibility to provide and maintain the wells, pipes, reservoirs, treatment plans
and pump stations for drinking water, and manage the collection, treatment and disposal of
wastewater and

Stormwater.

We are proposing to invest 41 per cent ($2.329 billion) of our capital spend on water
infrastructure. Have we got the balance right? If not, what changes would you like to see?
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Investing in our transport infrastructure

We've heard from residents that transport is a top priority. It's also the city’s biggest
contributor to carbon emissions. We want to give people better options for getting around,
whether by car, public transport, on foot, on a scooter or on a bike. We also want to ensure
our networks are

safe.

We are proposing to invest 25 per cent ($1.445 billion) of our proposed capital spend on
transport infrastructure improvements. Have we got the balance right? If not, what
changes would you like to see?

CCT applauds the CCC intention to improve transport in the city, with better service and
greater efficiency including a reduction in carbon emissions. For a number of years before
the quakes a free shuttle service ran in the central city using buses designed by the late
David Thaornley, long-time board member of the Christchurch Civic Trust. A revival of this
service with electric buses would go some distance to reducing carbon emissions
while improving city life for citizens and visitors alike. It would also encourage park and
ride based on the central city parking buildings.

Commuter RAIL

In the post-earthquake rebuild process, the population distribution has changed leaving the
red zone for the north, west, and south of the city. This aligns with the existing heavy rail
network that connects the rapidly expanding settlements and significant employment areas.
Kiwi Rail is a reluctant operator of passenger commuter rail services. If only a fraction of the
costs that have been allocated to building motorways had been directed to the provision of
commuter rail services, Christchurch and Canterbury would now be enjoying a high quality
rail commuter service associated with Park and Ride and better intermodal integration. The
energy benefits alone would advance progress in response to climate change targets.

Light Rail

Because of earlier lack of foresight, the mainline rail network does not have a central city
terminus. Christchurch is reliant on a bus network that does not have an exclusive right-of-
way. This is all the more reason for reintroducing the electric shuttle buses to serve the inner
city with coverage including the CBD and Hagley Park and the mainline train station at Tower
Junction. In addition, it would be a very positive move to convert some of the bus network to
operate as electric powered trackless trams, which recharge their batteries at strategic stops.
There is no need for overhead catenary infrastructure. Temporary route changes are easily
implemented which assists maintenance of underground infrastructure.

These rail based options require one agency to take control and lead the process. Then there
would be one authority to hold accountable. The current glacial-like progress needs the
impetus of global warming to overcome the current inertia shown by our local body
authorities. If we twiddle our thumbs and don't plan, we will not be an accessible city. So put
some serious resources into public transport planning.
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In 2020 the Council adopted a new Waste Management and Minimisation Plan that focusses on
changing our ‘throwaway’ culture and reducing the amount of waste we send to landfill.
Implementing the actions in that plan are the key drivers of our operational and capital
spending.

We're proposing to spend $25 million on organics infrastructure (which includes upgrades to
the organics processing plant), $18.5 million on transfer station infrastructure and $18.4
million on recycling infrastructure. Have we got the balance right? If not, what changes would
you like to see?

CCT generally supports increased spending on organics infrastructure, transfer station
infrastructure and recycling infrastructure; however, we believe that in a ‘climate emergency’
these sums are somewhat minimal. We would like to see CCC make some attempt to educate
and encourage those involved in the construction industry to reduce landfill wastage which
currently accounts for over 40% of landfill.

Any moves CCC can make to encourage a ‘retain, restore and repurpose’ attitude to the built
Christchurch environment which will help reduce wastage and the city’s carbon footprint
would be welcomed by CCT.

Our facilities

We're proposing to invest 19 per cent of our capital spend on community facilities. We're also
proposing some changes to levels of service. This includes changes to libraries, service desks and
the Christchurch Art Gallery Te Puna o Waiwhet( to reflect how and when residents use these
facilities, and to acknowledge the impact that COVID-19 has had on visitor numbers. It also
includes closing the Riccarton Road Bus

Lounges.

What do you think of our proposed investment in Council-owned facilities across Christchurch
and Banks Peninsula, and in our changes to levels of service? Have we got the balance

right? If not, what changes would you like to see?

CCT considers that the proposed spending on community facilities is too low. Proposed
cuts to hours send the wrong signal about Christchurch to the rest of the country and to its
own citizens. Library and Art Gallery hours/ levels of service should not be cut /
lowered while we are still in the pandemic, ie when ‘normality’ is yet to be recovered: this is
the time when these services are needed more than ever and following many years of
post-quake disruption for citizens. What is being proposed is a short-term expediency
which disproportionately affects some parts of the community.

CCT is particularly concerned at the proposed reduction of the Art Gallery education
outreach services: it is ‘short-termism’ in the extreme to discount the value of arts-
educated youth of today who will be the future users of Te Puna o Waiwhetu.
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Our heritage, foreshore and parks

Christchurch has a long and proud history of protecting and respecting our heritage. Over the
past decade we've carried out a massive programme of repairs and restorations, but we still
have some work left to do. In the next 10 years we will continue to restore our own buildings
and support private development of heritage buildings. We will also be maintaining and
improving our parks and foreshore.

We're proposing to invest 11 per cent of our capital spend on our heritage, foreshore and
parks. Have we got the balance right? If not, what changes would you like to see?

CCT considers that the investment of 11% of CCC capital in heritage, foreshore and parks is too

low. Notwithstanding the change to a targeted rate for heritage, the reduction from $750,000 p.a.

to $542,000 p.a. will adversely affect CCC ability to sustain the level of heritage support for
which the city is well known. It should be remembered that central government provided only
$10m for the restoration of earthquake-damaged heritage buildings after the September 4, 2010
quake (on a dollar for dollar basis) and that no additional heritage funding was provided by the
government after the February 22 quake (with the exception of support for Christchurch
Cathedral).

CCT considers that Hagley Park, the premier heritage open space in this Garden City, deserves
a higher level of funding to enable the very best level of care to be provided for this world class
facility. This applies also to the internationally significant Christchurch Botanic Gardens. Note:
CCC has an intergenerational statutory obligation under the Reserves Act to protect
Hagley Park’s heritage values and manage the park accordingly. Greater council
oversiaht is reauired to prevent damaae to the nark.

We are proposing to provide the Arts Centre with a capital grant of $5.5 million. We would do
this via a targeted rate that would recover the grant cost over 10 years, and would phase in over
two years, so the targeted rate would be smaller in 2021/22 than in subsequent years. We're
proposing that every ratepayer will pay this rate and it will be calculated as a number of cents
per dollar of capital

value.

Do you support the Council funding $5.5 million for the Arts Centre? This proposal is currently
accounted for in our proposed rates increase. If a decision is made not to proceed, rates
would drop by 0.04 per cent.

CCT strongly supports the proposed targeted rate for the Arts Centre. It is the city’s
special taonga which must be given every possible assistance, post-quakes, to thrive
again.
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Funding for base isolation of the Robert McDougall Art Gallery

Canterbury Museum considers the base isolation of Robert McDougall Art Gallery to be a key
part of the Museum’s redevelopment. In July 2019, the Council agreed in principle to support
the base isolation of Robert McDougall Art Gallery at a cost of $11.8 million, subject to public
consultation in the Long Term Plan.

Do you support the Council funding base isolation of the Robert McDougall at a cost of

$11.8 million? This proposal is not currently accounted for in our proposed rates increase. If a
decision is made to fund base isolation, rates would increase by 0.07 per cent.

CCT is against the proposal as it stands. It results from a request by Canterbury Museum for
the base isolation of the Robert McDougall Art Gallery as part of its redevelopment project for
which the Museum is yet to receive approval for its Resource Consent application.

The Museum redevelopment centres around the need for more space on its site. It considers the
RMDAG to be part of its ‘site’, but in fact that is not true. Funds for the building and operations of
the RMDAG were gifted to the citizens of Christchurch by Robert McDougall and in statute the
building still belongs to the citizens of Christchurch (the CCC) and its function (in statute) is to
operate as an art gallery for the benefit of the citizens of Christchurch and Canterbury. As such
CCT does not consider that base isolation of the gallery, at $11.8m, is money well spent in
the present economic climate. CCT supports separate B | of the RMDAG if it is a cost-
effective means of strengthening and protecting the building for its statutory purpose. We
repeat that the redevelopment of the Museum with its proposed B | and increased basement area
of the RMDAG should not be reliant on the Museum obtaining a CCC lease for the RMDAG.

We have a small number of properties, including two heritage buildings, that are no longer
being used for the purpose they were originally acquired for. These surplus properties make up
less than 1 per cent of Council’s overall property

portfolio.

Help us decide their future — what do you think of this proposal to dispose of surplus
properties?

CCT considers it vital that the two heritage CCC-owned properties are not disposed of
without there being a transparently conducted review, with public input carefully considered.
Disposal of 5 Worcester St and Coronation Hall could lead to a new owner opting, at some
point in the future, for demolition: too much of the city's heritage has been lost since
the earthquakes, continuing even to this day with the demolition of the Cathedral of the
Blessed Sacrament and with a threat to the NG building remaining.

CCT shares Historic Places Canterbury’s concern about the future of the Yaldhurst
Memorial Hall, with a similar recommendation to that above: community consultation and
fully transparent decision-making.
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Any other comments:

The Draft Plan could present a stronger sense of the climate change emergency
which the city has declared itself to be in! A section on this vital part of the future
Christchurch could have been expected in the LTP Consultation Document — to relate
to the Otautahi Christchurch Climate Change Strategy [PDF, 1.9 MB].

Supporting Documents

CCT submission to Climate Change Commission
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Gray, Ross organisation: Christchurch Civic Trust behalf of: Chair 120

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

First name: Ross  Last name: Gray

If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

Christchurch Civic Trust
Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Chair 120

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

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

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates

are to be confi rmed)

Feedback

\ny further comments

Christchurch Civic Trust supports the Special Herit

long as it is needed (as per original CCC agreement)

> (Cathedral) Targeted Rate for the $10m allocated - as

S

CCT continues to support the Special Heritage (Arts Centre) Targeted Rate for the $5.5m CCC grant for this vital

core of the city's culture and built heritage

CCT does not support the proposed Base Isolation of the Robert McDougall Art Gallery which we consider

should not be acting as a key part (in fact an "indispensable’ part) of the Canterbury Museum redevelopment
an indispensable adjunct element of Christchurch Art Gallery, the RMDAG does not require base isolation to
fulfi

. as

its function as an exhibition space for, principally but not exclusively, the city's historical collection. Its 1930's
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Gray, Ross organisation: Christchurch Civic Trust behalf of: Chair 120
strength of construction saw only moderate damage to the building in 2011,

CCT is disappointed, alarmed that the Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 shows little evidence that this is a plan for a
city which has declared a Climate Emergency (Newsline 23 May 2019).

The attached documents are our reminder of what CCT submissions were on the CCC LTP and on the CCC

Draft Climate Change Policy.
Thank you.

Ross Gray

Attached Documents

File

Final CCT submission to CCC Draft Climate Change Paolicy

the game plan Word doc Wed 14th 15th20466 hilighted

Created by Consult24 Online Submissions Page 2 of 2
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Submission Date:  18/04/2022
First name: Paul  Last name: Broady

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?
& Yes
| do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that the following submission be fully considered

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

Feedback

1.5 Capital Programme

I totally support all the proposed expenditure for Transport Environment in the categories Asset Renewal, Growth, and Level of Service
Improvement.

In the context of the climate emergency
latest [IPCC ARG WGIT report {April 20

" means now,  According o the

£

e of restricting av lobal

warming to +1.53"C. Christchurch should be vig

rously pursuing rapid reductions in order to minimise heating.

The enhancement of public transport and personal transport such as cycling and eleciric scooters provides us with the best oppornity to reduce

emissions from private cars. The Otautahi Christchurch Climate Resilience Stra 2021) has stated that 36% of our emissions come from land

transport.  An extensive and complete network veleways taking people to all parts of the inner city and suburbs is essential for encouraging use of
bikes and making them a more efficient form of transport.

Costly damag te distuption will become more apparent over the next few vears. This will increasing

ly persuade people of the good sense

of making these shitis in transport modes. Those who deny the need for char

el favour the dominance of the private car have surprisingly limited

vigion of the requiremeits for a healthy future,

A disappointment is that so many projects are fl
sts that thes

ed to start in 2023/24 or later. The urgency for mitigation of climate disruption by reducing
> projects should be brought forward.

1.6 Further Comments
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Page 2 of the Draft Annual Plan states that: "the purpose of this plan is to inform the community on the spending prionities outlined in the plan, and
may not be appropriate for any other purpos:

I suggest that it should have one other important purpose and that is to indicate which spending will contribute towards 1) mitigation of, and 2)
adaptation to climate disruption.  Without this it is impossible for a citizen to estimate the extent to which there is progress in the 10 Climate Action

Pre

wmies described in the Otautahi Christchurch Climate Resilience Strategy (2021).

It 15 urgent that action is taken to rapidly progress those programmes and no doubt considerable funding 1s required for this e 19 of the Draft
Annual Plan provides an overview of "Where our funding will go 2022/23" and pages 80-85 provide a summary by activity of the Proposed Capital
Programme. Neither of these provides any information about the proportion of funding that will contribute to either climate change adaptation or
mitigation, They ss progress being made with the Climate Resilience Strategy.

should do so. 1f they did then this would help the public ass

Some of the hundreds of individual activities listed on pages 86-135 (Proposed Capital Programme Detail by Activity) will comtribute 1o adaptation 1o

climate disruption. Many will either add to or reduce our city's emissions. Where appropriate, an indication of which of these applies to each activity
should be shown, possibly using simple symbols in an extra column to the table.

On page 57, in a description of the role of "Strategic Planning and Policy", it is stated that: "Responding to elimate change and building resilience will

be one of the big

=5 Christchurch faces”, This indicates that the need for climate action is recognised but it would help immensely if the

rest challer It is unfortunate that the future tense "will be™ is used

reader could clearly see how funding allocations contribute to facing this "bigg

rather than the present It 1s wital that Couneil documents stress the present u 1on and do not hint that it might be acceptable to delay

action,

In the table
impacts” (p194-195). It is noted that better understanding of impacts of climate change on our assets is required for determination of the financial

significant Forecasting Assumptions” under "Impact of policies and extemnal factors”, section 3.6 covers "Potential climate change

consequences of those impacts.  However, there is no mention of the risk of increased costs of elimate mitigation activities. There is likely to be

more international and cent »and societal demands fo

an NG

wernmental press ¢ in mitigation activities as climate disrption ac oS

Also, it is not unlikely tha whicate the need for faster

ases in scientific knowledge of climate disruption will ind deeper cuts to emissions, What

might be the lnancial impacts of this?

he states that "Cli

In the Mayor's Introduction to the Draft Annual Plan Consultation Document (p5 be a
by 20307, Tt
unfortunate that this theme is not continued in the "word from our Chief Executive” or in the remainder of the document, althoug

Adnnal Plan,

te action continues

priority...Central...is our goal of halving greenhouse gas emissions

s heartening to read such a strong commitment to mitigation. It is

1, as in the Draft

adaptation” receiv few metitions,

Please be explicit in showing where mitigation and adaptation efforts are being funded. This would help generate public interest and stimulate action.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Submission Date:  15/04/2022
First name: Bryan  Last name: Gilchrist

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?
& Yes

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

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

Feedback

1.1 Rates
It's fine

1.2 Rewvenue, spending and borrowing

Please make Phillipstown a priority - as there is a proposed reduction in the Capital Programme spending, its m concern that
Phillipstown will, once again, be overlooked, and it's a suburb that desperately needs urgent and long overdue infrastructure work.

14 Fees and Charges

It would be great if Council could consider an incentive plan, such as lowering fees at the refuse stations, to
discourage people dumping litter on our streets, or making public rubbish bins available.

1.5 Capital Programme

Please consider allocating funding for a our community facility in Phillipstown. Any opportunity to bring funding
forward is significantly important and would be greatly appreciated.
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Please support funding road improvements on Ferry Road, between Wilson's and Aldwins roads. Status quo
sees no designated pedestrian crossings, cars parking in designated parks on pedestrian walkways, huge
bottlenecks in traffic at busy periods.

Please, especially on Olliviers Road, implement infrastructure improvements that align with the slow
neighbourhoods programme. Cars travel at unsafe speeds putting children and pets at risk. It is terribly
dangerous.

Lastly, please consider landscaping beautification in Phillipstown. We desperately need it!

1.6 Further Comments

Thanks for proceeding with the Lancaster Park redevelopment, however, please seriously consider what
residents want in terms of design and use.

Attached Documents
File

Mo records to display.
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From:

Sent: Monday, 18 April 2022 4:10 PM 3 2 3
To: CCC Man

Subject: DAP2022-2023: BNA Submission

Attachments: CCC DAP 2022-23BNAsbms snFINAL docx

Categories: Karen

Grectngs

Please find attached a submession from the Beckenham N eghbourhood Assocmtion Incorporated
Yours sincercly

Peter Tuffley
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CCC DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2022~2023
SUBMISSION BY BECKENHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED

PREAMBLE

1. We note with approval the recognition, expressed by both the Mayor and the Chief
Executive in their respective Consultative Document forewords, of the need to make
adjustments in order to prepare for uncertain times ahead, in particular the Chief Executive’s
reference to the war in Ukraine and its potential impact on the economic landscape in an
already inflationary situation.

2. Emphasis on "getting the balance right” has been a recurrent theme in the Annual Plans
of recent years. We think the Council has again broadly succeeded in that regard.

3. Already in 2020 the Council demonstrated both willingness and ability to make
significant adjustments in the face of crisis. In the Annual Plan for 2021-22 it performed well
in catching up on projects that had been deferred because of the COVID emergency of the
previous years (as evidenced in the completion of the Cashmere/Hoon Hay/Worsleys
Intersection reconfiguration, as well as the water main pipelaying work that has been
underway in our neighbourhood). That solid track record gives us confidence that the
balanced approach laid outin the current Draft Annual Plan is soundly based and should work
- barring the unforeseen.

FINANCIAL CHANGES

4. Given the present level of inflation it comes as no surprise that operational costs have
risen. That trend can be expected to continue, indeed worsen.

5. In those circumstances, the DAP shows wisdom in reducing capital expenditure and
borrowing. We support the proposed capital expenditure reductions, and congratulate the
Council on also achieving yet again a reduction in the proposed level of rate increase.

6, Aiming at future-proofing and resilience at a time when so much in the future is
uncertain and potentially threatening is in our view the obviously right approach. Even so, and
even with the best efforts, the possibility remains that unprecedented commodity-price-led
inflation on an unanticipated scale may push some costs over budget to an unsustainable
degree and force a choice between budget blowout and curtailment, deferral or even
abandonment of some projects.

7. While not suggesting that the Council “go back to the drawing board” as it did with its
2020 updated Draft Annual Plan, we think it would nonetheless be prudent, even if the Draft
Plan is approved in its present form, for staff to be tasked to prepare a prioritized contingency
list of expenditure items to be considered for further pruning should the need arise (e.g. in the
event of higher-than-anticipated commodity-price-driven inflation).

WATER-RELATED MATTERS
8. We support the Council’s efforts in working with other local authorities to seek a
change in the Government's Three Waters approach.

9. In the meantime, we agree that the Council cannot suspend expenditure on water
infrastructure over which the Government's proposals will, if implemented, deprive the
Council of control. In the circumstances we agree that this expenditure should be funded from
borrowing.
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PARKS AND HERITAGE

Mid Heathcote Linear Park Masterplan Implementation
10.  Inview of the uncertain times ahead, we are deferring any plea for the reinstatement of
this item for the time being.

11. We think that the critical situation our city faces, and will continue to face, as a result of
the war and consequent inflation adds to the importance of close communication between the
Council and the community, and adds point to the recommendation we have made on this
subject numerous times in recent years — namely that it would be timely to revive the policy
review that the Council initiated many years ago and failed to complete.

12. Subject to the various matters that have been touched upon above we broadly support
the Draft Annual Plan.

13, We wish to be heard in relation to this Submission

18 April 2022

On behalf of the Beckenham Neighbourhood Association Incorporated

Peter Tuffley, Submissions Co-ordinator
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From: Pater Tuffley
Sent: Menday, 18 April 2022 4:35 PM 3 04
To: CCC Man
Subject: DAP 2022-2023: PeterTuffley Submission (attached this time]
Attachments: CCC DAP 2022-23PTuffley_sbmssn.docx
Categories: Karen
Hello

Please find oy submission attached.
Yours sincercly

Peter Tuffley
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CCC DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2022~2023
SUBMISSION BY PETER TUFFLEY
1. I congratulate the Council on the economic realism and prudence evident in this year's DAP.
Inflation - already with us before the start of the war in Ukraine - is forecast to be greatly
exacerbated by the impact of the war, as well as by the sanctions on Russia, and the Chief Executive
rightly takes note of this.

2 While no-one can be certain how longlasting or severe this impending inflationary period
may be, it would probably be well to err on the side of pessimism. The Financial Prudence
Benchmarks statement indicates that there is adequate leeway in the event of circumstances
becoming worse than anticipated (as might be highly likely in respect of operating costs). Recalling
how well the Council succeeded in producing an emergency updated DAP in 2020 in the face of the
COVID crisis, | have every confidence that the Council will be as well placed and well equipped (as
future-proofed and resilient) as possible to cope with the worst.

3. [ think the proposed capital expenditure reductions show a sensible appraisal of what can be
deferred for future better times. Achieving a further reduction in the proposed level of rate increase
over what was proposed in the LTP is also a praiseworthy achievement, as is the proposed
reduction in borrowing.

L3 Nevertheless, the possibility has to be recognised that an unforeseen degree of inflation may
push some costs to unacceptable levels over budget and force further expenditure cuts (or further
borrowing to fund added expenditure) on perhaps all but inescapable commitments. The more
contingency planning can be done to prepare for this eventuality, the more flexibly and selectively
the Council will be able to respond to circumstances as they develop, and I strongly recommend that
staff be put to work on this. The ability to prioritize soundly will be essential.

5. Turning to water-related matters, [ support the Council’s efforts in working with other local
authorities to overcome apparent ministerial obstinacy and persuade central Government of the
wisdom of seeking an alternative to its current flawed Three Waters proposals - preferably one that
will enable the Council to retain control over the water management assets of which it has been an
excellent custodian.

6. Whatever may be the outcome of those efforts, expenditure on water infrastructure has to
continue. In the circumstances it would be wrong to burden ratepayers with that expenditure, and
best to fund it by borrowing, whereby the liability can be passed on to the entity that takes control
of the assets in the regrettable event that the Government’s proposed scheme goes through.

7. The coming hard times will in my view make it important for the Council to strengthen
consultative and other links with local communities. As one who participated in the original
initiative to review Council policy on working relations with residents’ groups, [ would strongly
recommend that now would be a good time to revive that sadly abandoned process and take it
forward to completion.

8. With the above provisos I broadly support the Draft Annual Plan.

9. [ wish to be heard in relation to this Submission

18 April 2022
Peter Tuffley
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The Chairman:
QM 2 M\:Dei:'uo:t Flace,

RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION ., CTRISTCHURCH 8025

Submission: Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 (Christchurch City Council)

Date:

14 April 2022

Wish to be heard:  YES

Standing: Halswell Residents Association (Inc.) is an incorporated society and a

registered charity, and advocates for the interests of people in Halswell.
Activities are largely carried out by a Committee of 6-8 members, which
holds monthly meetings open to the public. For submissions such as this, a
draft is circulated to our committee and consensus obtained before the final
version is submitted and minuted at the next monthly meeting.

The Association Chairperson is John Bennett; David Hawke and Adele
Geradts are Co-Secretaries. Adele Geradts is also our Acting Treasurer
following the resignation of our previous Treasurer for health reasons. The

Association can be contacted by email at secretary.HRA@gmail.com

Halswell’s growth has been enormous, and City Council’s capital projects have failed to keep up.
This is something we raise repeatedly, and very little seems to happen except that more houses
are built. Consequently, City Council has accumulated a sizeable deficit of capital projects that
need to be done. In our view, this is not responsible financial management.

Informing our submission are the results from four surveys we have run on the Halswell
Community Facebook page, starting in September 2021.

Local government representation (September 2021; ¢. 120 respondents)

o Key finding: a poor level of understanding of City Council. This is picked up again
below in Section 3 of our Submission.

Halswell public transport (October 2021; c. 160 respondents)

o Key finding: At 49% of respondents, “The bus takes too long to get where | want to
go" is the largest reason for not catching the bus more often. This is picked up again
below in Section 4 of our Submission.

Halswell community facilities (January 2022; >300 respondents)

o Key finding: most people travel by car to community facilities. Hardly anyone
(<10%) catches the bus.

Halswell physical environment (March 2022; >300 respondents)

o Key finding: noise from traffic is the standout issue, with trucks, buses and cars all
of concern. Although some folk don’t see an issue, those living on busy roads are
not happy.
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1. Areas where City Council has performed well

a. Strengthening Communities funding: In this past financial year (2021/22), City Council
(through our Community Board) has granted us money from its Strengthening
Communities Fund for our ongoing expenses including organising the 2022 ANZAC
commemoration.

i.  Without this support, our work would be seriously reduced and the ANZAC
commemoration would not happen.

b. Community Board Discretionary Response funding: City Council (through our Community
Board) has granted us $6300 over the past two years for our matai project from its
Discretionary Response Fund. Businesses, a local trust and a local donor have also
contributed substantially,

i. Justasa reminder, this project is based around a 1000 year-old matai forest buried
beneath Halswell. We are hoping to build a heritage narrative that will go beyond
the present colonial narrative, to include both mana whenua and recent arrivals in
Halswell.

ii.  Aswell as support from Community Board elected members, we acknowledge the
enthusiastic support from City Council heritage and community board staff and
note that such a project can only really be done bottom-up by people in the
community.

c. Support for establishing the Halswell Hub: Community Board has given significant financial
and moral support for this initiative by Halswell Community Project. The result is a true
“community hub” where all sorts of community activities take place (including our monthly
meetings).

Action requested (1): maintain (or boost) community funding disbursed by community boards.

d. The Draft Annual Plan consultation process: Last year, we were extremely disappointed at
the late and incomplete responses to questions we posed on aspects of the draft plan.
i.  This year, we lodged five tightly worded questions on Saturday 2 April. We received
a prompt acknowledgement on Monday 4 April, to the effect that relevant staff had
been asked to respond. This came through to us with an appropriate level of detail
on 6 April.
ii.  This is a vast improvement on our experience last year, and City Council is to be
commended on attending to the issues so evident then.
e. What would be much better is if each Project had a 1-2 sentence explanation. This would
save submitters time, help give more informed comment, and save City Council money.

Action requested (2): provide a link in future Draft Annual Plans to a brief description of each
project.

2. Draft Annual Plan proposal for amended Level of Service: Transport

a. The decrease proposed for the percentage of land holdings with a 15 min walking access
(54% to 48% for 2022/23) reflects the change in measurement from a walking speed of 5
km/h to 4 km/h. We support this change.

b. Regardless of the walking speed, there will be large parts of new residential developments
in Halswell’s south and southeast that do not meet requirements for four of Food
Shopping, Education, Employment, Health, and Open Spaces to be within 15 min walking
access.
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i.  Running eastward from the motorway exit onto Richmond Avenue and nearb.y
streets, only Education, Open Spaces and Health are accessible within 15 min.
ii.  Further east, through Country Palms to Sabys Road, Food Shopping adds to the list
but Health drops off — so only three of the four levels of service.
iii.  Then, east of Halswell School to Sutherlands Road, Health drops off the list and
there is presently no Food Shopping. This leaves only Education and Open Spaces.

¢. The upshot of all of this is that the brand-new areas of Halswell, for which in a well-planned

city one might expect this sort of level of service to be comfortably exceeded, in fact fall
well short. We find this remarkable.

d. Beyond this issue, there is no recognition in this Level of Service for (shall we say) a 10
year-old or an 80 year-old’s ability to cross the road safely.

i.  Thisis particularly important in Halswell because of the grid of high-traffic roads;
Halswell Road, Halswell Junction Road, Sabys Road, Dunbars Road, Whincops Road,
Wigram Road to name just a few. On all these roads, crossing refuges are
particularly sparse and hard to use safely. The situation on Halswell Junction Road
and Wigram Road will become even worse when the Lamb & Hayward funeral
home opens.

ii.  Even if (say) school or the shops fit within the 15 min rule, if the 8-year old or the
80-year old cannot cross the road safely and confidently it is all to no avail.

Action requested (3): implement the Draft Annual Plan’s proposed change to measuring the
Level of Service: Transport.

Action requested (4): add age criteria to the Level of Service: Transport.

Action requested (5): add capital projects to the Draft Annual Plan that improve the compliance
of Halswell to both the current and the proposed Level of Service: Transport.

3. What is missing from the Draft Annual Plan
a. Intersection improvements at Richmond Avenue / Whincops Road
i.  Knights Stream School has an enrolment zone that stretches east to Sabys Road,

including all the areas south of Halswell Junction Road. The school is about to be
expanded to double its roll to beyond 700 children.

ii.  Anyone coming to the school east of Whincops Road and Wigram Road must go
through the roundabout at the intersection with Richmond Avenue and Caulfield
Avenue. This roundabout is especially busy at school drop-off and pick-up times.

iii.  Having primary school children negotiate this busy roundabout is potentially going
to lead to dead children. We already have a dead person from a collision at this
intersection last month, following a collision with a bus,

iv.  Given this level of risk, parents or caregivers will more likely drive their youngster to

school.

v.  Asa society, we want our children to be active and independent. Having them
carted to school because of safety concerns goes against this principle, and
contributes to the traffic that causes the problem in the first place.

vi.  Itis very clear from Waka Kotahi documents that City Council, as Road Controlling
Authority, must play its part by providing safe roading infrastructure for children to
get to school.
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Action requested (6): add active travel improvements at Whincops/Richmond Ave intersection
to the Annual Plan.

The Whincops Road / Richmond Avenue roundabout is especially hazardous for people wanting to
do the right thing and have their children walk, scooter or bike to Knights Stream School. Improving
this intersection is urgent, given that the school zone extends far to the east at Sabys Road.

b. A plan to boost public understanding of how council works.

i. Inthe 2019 local government election, only 43% of enrolled electors voted. We find
this totally unacceptable.

ii.  Inour survey on Representation in September 2021, 47.5% of 120 respondents said
either they didn’t know the name of their Ward councillor from a list, or chose the
name of a Member of Parliament.

iii.  Itis always difficult to know where to start on a complex problem such as this.

iv.  Inourview, what needs to happen in the first instance is to get Community Boards
into their communities. There was a start made, but since then it has faltered. For
example: Waipuna Halswell — Hornby — Riccarton Community Board and
neighbouring Spreydon — Cashmere Community Board each held all 16 of their in-
person meetings in 2021 in a single City Council Service Centre (Riccarton and
Beckenham respectively). We think this a dereliction of duty.

Action requested (7): add a Level of Service to the Draft Annual Plan that provides a benchmark
for Community Boards that gets them into their communities.

¢. Funding to allow portable recording of Community Board meetings at venues around the
community.

a. Andrei Moore from Waipuna Halswell = Hornby - Riccarton Community Board
promoted a measure to have recording of community board meetings during the
recent period of virtual meetings.

b. This measure has led to a substantial increase in the number of people engaging
with community board meetings.

Page 4 of 9

Item No.:

Page 94

Item No.: 3

Page 101

Item 3

AttachmentB



Council Annual Plan Christchurch

10 May 2022 City Council w-w
Council Annual Plan Christchurch
10 May 2022 City Council w-v
239

c. Recording of community board meetings needs to be provided for to allow for the
movement of meetings to different venues around the community.

Action requested (8): add funding for portable recording of community board meetings at
venues around the community.

d. Fenced dog park
i.  Many people in Halswell own and walk dogs. In our Community Facilities survey,
over 90% go walking and 34% of those who go walking often take a dog.
ii.  Inthe absence of a formal dog park, the stormwater areas have become de facto
dog parks so that wildlife is now almost entirely gone.
iii.  Thereis a vague reference in the Long Term Plan to city-wide dog parks but not
until the very end of the planning period.

Action requested (9): add a fenced dog park in Halswell to the Draft Annual Plan.

4. Particular capital projects that need to be brought forward
a. 1344 Milns, Sparks & Sutherlands Intersection Improvement ($630k in 2024/25 or later)

i.  The traffic along Sparks Road is steadily increasing, contributed by both Halswell
folk and by people living in Selwyn District.

ii.  The level of traffic makes turning out of Milns Road and Sutherlands Road difficult.
Milns Road is especially problematic because it is on the inside of a blind corner. For
people on bikes or walking the situation is virtually impossible.

iii.  Once on Sparks Road, cyclists have only a narrow shoulder to travel along yet it is a
key route for accessing Quarryman’s Trail. City Council and Waka Kotahi put a lot of
money into constructing Quarryman’s Trail, and having it so difficult to access is
such a waste.

Action requested (10): bring Project 1344 forward to 2022/23 to reflect current realities of a
busy and difficult intersection.

The Sparks/Sutherlands/Milns intesection is hazardous and difficult for all road users right now,
and needs to be upgraded urgently. Waiting beyond 2024/25 as proposed is too long.
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e. 917 Lincoln Road Passenger Transport Improvements (Between Curletts and Wrights);
63366 Lincoln Road PT priority — Whiteleigh to Wrights (2015k in 2024/25 or later) ($787k
in 2022,"23 then $3256k in 2023/24 and $5221k in 2024/25 or later)

Getting PT priority down Lincoln Road and Halswell Road has a long history of
delayed implementation,

For example, the section between Whiteleigh and Moorhouse was approved in
2020 yet construction still hasn’t started. We were told that the delay is due to “an
engineering issue at Whiteleigh Avenue / Lincoln Road” but we find this explanation
inadequate. Instead, we suspect a convenient excuse and lack of motivation.

As proposed, PT priority are not programmed for completion until 2024/25 or
beyond, yet many of the people who will use these services have already moved
into their new homes.

Furthermore, ECAN have told us that they will not be implementing changes to bus
routes from Halswell to the central city until the PT priority lanes are finished, to
ensure that new customers are not subjected to delays due to partly completed
road works.

Finally, we hear repeated requests for a covered all-year swimming pool for
Halswell, with our survey showing small but significant numbers of people driving
to pools outside Halswell. We understand that such a pool for Halswell is unlikely to
happen anytime soon, given the Metro Sports Facility underway adjacent to
Christchurch Hospital. However, this needs good PT access. It also needs City
Council to talk with ECAN about making PT the mode of choice to get to the new
facility.

Action requested (11): bring Project 63366 forward to 2022/23 to reflect current realities of PT
delays from Halswell and increasing congestion.

f. 41845 Cycle Connections — Quarryman’s Trail ($283k in 2024/25 or later).

This is another project on which we sought more information from City Council.

Part of the response stated “a shared bi-directional pathway alongside Sparks Road
will be continued from the current signalled crossing through to Sutherlands Road”.
We are really pleased that Quarryman’s Trail is to be extended to Sutherlands Road.
However, work on this needs to start right now. Sparks Road is really busy, and
cycle access to Quarryman’s Trail is along a narrow to non-existent shoulder. This is
another example of a project that has lagged behind the residential development of
Halswell.

Action requested (12): in Project 41845, bring forward to 2022/23 the extension to Sutherlands
Road of Quarryman’s Trail to reflect current realities of a crowded road and minimal shoulder.
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Sparks Road is extremely busy and cyclists must ride a narrow shoulder to access Quarryman’s Trail
(seen here in the distance). It is no coincidence that the cyclist here is a middle-aged male.

g. 44710 Local Cycle Network — Halswell to Hornby ($1015k in 2024/25 or later)

i.  This is another project on which we sought more information from City Council. The
response we received stated that “the project route is based on a connection
improving the cycle connection between Halswell and Hornby. From Halswell Road
following Dunbars Road — Awatea Road — Amyes Rd to Shands / Goulding Street.
The costings on this project include allowance for an off road connection alongside
the eastern berm side of Dunbars Road whist little is now required along the
Awatea Road section as it is largely developed and the cycle facilities are
continuous along its length.”

ii.  We are really pleased that the project includes separation from motor vehicles
along Dunbars Road and Awatea Road. These roads are really busy right now and
few people on bikes use them, so we think that this project needs to be brought
forward to meet this already-existing situation.

Action requested (13): bring Project 44710 forward to 2023/24 to reflect current realities of
traffic along Dunbars Road and Awatea Road.

h. 60377 Programme — Active Transport Level of Service Enhancements ($13182k in 2024/25
or later)
i.  Asalready noted, many areas in the new parts of Halswell do not meet the current
Level of Service: Transport.
ii.  Many of the areas in Halswell’s south and east have people already moved in or
well on the way. Catering for these people cannot wait until 2024/25.

Action requested (14): bring Project 60377 forward to 2022/23 to reflect current realities of
barriers to active transport.

S. Particular capital projects we support
a. 43696 Halswell Community Local Play Space Planned Renewals ($250k)
i.  We greatly appreciated a visit last year by City Council’s recreation planners to
explain what is involved in this project.
ii.  Although we are concerned that there are too many “pocket parks” in new
subdivisions, that is a separate issue. Key point here is that we support the renewal
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of equipment in parks such as Patterson Park; these parks are well used and
important bumping spaces for the local community.
b. 17052 Sparks Road Improvements ($1104k in 2022/23; $760k in 2023/24):

i.  This is one of the projects on which we sought more information from City Council.

ii. We were told that this project “is the Council’s share of costs to provide kerb and
channel, shared path and carriageway widening in conjunction with developers
(plan attached of scheme). This scheme is close to being consented as part of the
developments along the southern side of Sparks Road. The developments are
progressing faster than anticipated, hence the request to bring back funds to FY23
in this Annual Plan.”

iii.  Assuch, we support this project.

¢. 61531 Nga Puna Wai Car Park and Access Improvements ($1680k in 2022/23)

i.  This should have happened years ago. We have heard lots of angry Aidanfield
residents who must put with both the traffic and the off-site parking on
neighbourhood streets. This is only going to get worse, as we understand that the
Netsal facility will be up and running from around 12 months.

ii. Thereis alot of local mistrust of Council motivation around the Nga Puna Wai
project. We often hear from Aidanfield residents: “They will never listen to us —
their minds are already made up”. We sympathise strongly with their viewpoint.

iii.  You need to make sure that you engage with local people right from the start, and
given the Netsal timeline, “start” means “right now”.
d. 42027 Wigram & Hayton Intersection Improvement ($210k)

i.  We understand that this project is to ensure that cycle and pedestrian access is
preserved into and adjacent to the Nga Puna Wai access point and Wigram Road.

ii.  Assuming we are correct, we are really pleased that City Council is attending to
active transport needs at key pinch-points at the same time as it is attending to
vehicle access to Ngd Puna Wai.

Action requested (15): ensure Projects 61531 & 42027 happen on schedule, with the Aidanfield
community meaningfully engaged ASAP.

6. Final comments

a. While not strictly a stand-alone “capital project”, we think it would be a good time to get
more native tree plantings underway in the stormwater retention basins to supplement
the wetland plants now well established.

b. We know from our Matal Project that matai forest was formerly well established in
Halswell, and work sone by Dr Matiu Prebble at University of Canterbury has documented
kahikatea forest in wetter sites.

c. New subdivisions, plus the suburban intensification envisaged by the proposed revision of
the District Plan, either have already decreased or will decrease the amount of greenery in
the areas where most people live. Putting in more trees in wetland areas will
counterbalance these trends, at least to some extent.

d. We commend City Council for its work in tree plantings at Springlands (southern side of
Quaifes Road, at Murphys Road), but more needs to be done. Particular sites include the
wetlands at 66 Quaifes Road and the Hendersons Road / Sparks Road wetland.

Action requested (16): establish matai or kahikatea plantings at wetlands at 66 Quaifes Road
and at Hendersons Road / Sparks Road.
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B‘i.rr’B?H’ a“ﬁtual Plan 2022/23 from Hawke, David organisation: Halswell Residents Association {Inc.) behalf of: Co-Secrptgrgy 30 on

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

First name: David  Last name: Hawke

If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

Halswell Residents Association (Inc.)

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Co-Secretary; 30 on our mailing list
Postal address:
Suburb:
City:
Country:

New Zealand
Postcode:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

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

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

Feedback

1.2 Do you have any comments about our proposed changes to revenue, spending and borrowing?
See attached

1.5 Do you have any commenis about our capital programme (for example, our roads and footpaths, our water, wastewater, surface water and
waterways, our facilities and our parks)?

See attached

Attached Documents

File

HRA CCGC Annual Plan 2022 submission v4

~reated by ConsultZzd Online Submissions
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Submission Date: 18/04/2022

First name: Viviana Last name: Zanetti
If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

Phillipstown Community Centre Charitable Trust

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

We suppaort the Phillipstown Residents {about 4,000
people)

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?
& Yes

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

If yes, please provide a daylime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

Feedback
1.2 Revenue, spending and borrowing

The Draft includes a proposed reduction in Capital Programme spending equal to $75.2m.

We are concerned that this decrease will affect heavily Phillipstown where there are a number of areas that
require urgent and overdue infrastructure work to maintain a safe neighbourhood (just to name a couple of
examples: Cross Reserve where the lack of a pathway/s leading to the playground makes it difficult for parents
and children to use it on wet days; Olliviers Reserve where the overgrown vegetation makes the park unsafe).
We would like to ask that, if the proposed reduction are implemented, work in Phillipstown is brought forward. It
would also be preferable that the operational spending budget on items such as maintenance is prioritised in
Phillipstown.

1.5 Capital Programme
Funding for a community centre/hub in Phillipstown,

We support the allocation of funds towards a community centre/hub in Phillipstown. We would welcome any
opportunity to bring this funding forward, as the current tenure on the former Phillipstown Primary School is a
short term one and the lease is temporary. We believe that the need for a community facility that supports the
growing community is extremely important. As highlighted in the Submission produced by the Waikura Board on
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the Annual Plan (Point 2.2) where the Board supports the proposed funding ($3,706,796) allocated to the
Phillipstown Community Centre to assist the centre to find a permanent home base once the Ministry of
Education pilot project is completed, the importance of having a community hub in the neighbourhood has been
outlined by the feasibility study recently produced by the PCCCT.

We would also welcome the opportunity to work closely with the City Council in order to identify together
possible options for the community facility, should the current site not be available in the future. We believe that
any discussion about a permanent community centre/hub in Phillipstown should be part of a wider conversation
about needs and aspiration for the neighbourhood where the future of the former Phillipstown Primary School
represent one of the major topics for discussion.

Ferry Road from Aldwins Road to Fitzgerald Ave

We are aware that The Ferry Road Master Plan includes reference to road improvements, safety and
streetscape enhancements and amenity upgrades, however we are also aware that the budget for the
implementation of the Master Plan was postponed, last year, after 2031.

The current condition of Ferry Road in Phillipstown is far from being "reasonable” and, regardless any plan for
possible future improvements, it needs immediate attention.

While Ferry Road from Fitzgerald to St Asaph St and Ferry Road in Woolston has been redeveloped, we think
that Ferry Road in Phillipstown (the section between Wilsons and Aldwins) has been missed out and presents a
number of issues and concerns, specifically around the basic maintenance, or better the lack of basic
maintenance which, apart from increasing the unpleasantness of the road — gray, polluted, noisy and busy — has
an impact on the safety for pedestrians and bikers.

Similarly, it appears that in the years there has been a very minimal maintenance of the drains which are - almost
all - blocked, damaged, and creating an uneven surface.

We would like Council to consider residents’ concerns over:
* Safe crossing along Ferry Road between Wilsons and Aldwins Road,

In that space there are 4 pedestrian “crossing, with the first 3 of them (those closer to Wilson) being in the
first 300 metres, the last one being at the intersection with Aldwins. This leaves about 460 metres without
any crossing points. The Council needs to provide safe crossing points across the road at key points where
pedestrians are likely to cross to reach businesses and bus stops on the opposite sides of the road. There
has already been one pedestrian killed trying to cross between Mathesons and Olliviers Roads. These
crossing points also need to be clearly visible to motorists such as with the inclusion of metal fencing . The
‘safe crossing’ point at Mathesons rd. is particularly unsafe with 2 lanes merging from the Wilsons
intersection , plus Mathesons vehicles turning left into the just merged lanes ,and occasionally, vehicles
travelling towards the city ducking onto the right hand side of the median ( in the same lane as opposing
traffic!)to access Mathesons Rd.

* Cars sharing the footpath with pedestrians along all Ferry Road from Wilsons Road to Aldwins Road, both
ways. We think it is not acceptable that the council is enabling cars to park on the footpath. Mot only does
this decrease the footpath width for pedestrians, but it also damages integrity of the asphalt resulting in a
safety hazard for bikers and pedestrians. It also means there are no physical barriers(curbing) between
pedestrian and parking or U turning vehicles .

The feedback that we receive from our community is that Ferry Road is an unsafe and unpleasant road fo walk
on (but also to bike or drive on): due to the lack of barriers between cars and pedestrians, it is unsafe for anyone
but especially for parents to walk with a pram or with young walkers, maybe students heading to the closest
school {Te Waka Unua in Woolston).
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Due to the concrete safety sirips in the middle of the road, drivers on Ferry Road coming from Ensors Road are
not able to turn into Phillipstown through Nursery, Leydon, Matheson’s and Ollivers. The first street available is
Phillips Street. This produces the following issues:

1. Both residents and business owners have witnessed cars heading west on Ferry Road take a
shortcut on wrong side of median strip to access Mathesons and Olliviers Rd (driving on the right-
side of the road in the wrong direction to bypass the concrete barrier)

2. We are aware that, as consequence of this behaviour, staff of the Ferry Road Pharmacy have had
near misses while waiting to cross as pedestrians back to the pharmacy side.

3. With most cars now turning down Phillips Street across the East Ward cycle lane, increased danger
for cyclist as the lighting of the cycleway in winter is insufficient and the cyclists’ lights blend in with
the oncoming traffic lights of the cars coming down Ferry Road from Fitzgerald Ave,

We suggest that Council prioritises resources in investigating and solving the different issues in Ferry Road and
we support bringing forward the budget for Ferry Rd improvements and for developing safe pedestrian crossing
facility.

That Phillipstown be prioritised for inclusion in Slow Neighbourhoods Programme.

The increase in intensification/housing developments has been impacting on street parking as well as traffic on
the side roads. This situation is not expected to get better when the Urban Development Plan imposed by
Central Government is implemented as Phillipstown is meant to become High Density area.

Intensification, house development and lack of off-street parking have already resulted in the narrowing of the
streets, in cyclists sharing the footpaths with pedestrians as they find the roads too dangerous, The 50km limit
plus drivers travelling faster than this puts everybody - residents, drivers, cyclist - in danger.

We support the inclusion of Phillipstown in the Slow Neighbourhoods Programme.
Greening Phillipstown.

We very much appreciate that funding for Lancaster Park has been brought forward. However we urge that the
Council work towards ensuring that the wider Phillipstown community has sufficient green space: apart a couple
of pocket parks and the area used by the Phillipstown Community Hub, Phillipstown is — according to the
residents — a concrete jungle and there are still some parts of the suburb where residents need to walk more
than 1km to reach green space.

The lack of trees and greenery is systemic in streets such as Tuam 5t, Harrow St, St Asaph St, Ferry Road,
Bordesley Street, Buccleugh St, Cashel 5t. This has a detrimental impact on pollution (on Ferry Road on a
sunny day, car emissions are even visible to the naked eye!) and heat in summer.

We ask that Phillipstown is included in the Greening the East Project as it is part of the East of Christchurch and
absolutely need “greening”.

1.6 Further Comments

Phillipstown has been neglected for too many years. Phillipstown has lost the schools (first the Primary School,
and in few months, the Technology Centre) which has impacted in the demographic composition of the area.
Many of the city assets that remain are neglected and in a poor state. After a great engagement with the local
communities, the Ferry Road Master Plan hasn't been implemented in the area (but it has been in Central and in
Woolston) with no communication with the residents on the reasons behind this decision.

Phillipstown is one of the oldest neighbourhoods in Christchurch, with a lot of history and character. The Council
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needs to take the lead in prioritising maintenance and initiatives to demonstrate that it values the suburb. This
especially as the Phillipstown area is experiencing and will experience a growth in building developments
increasing the housing density in the suburb.

We recommend that Council prioritises Phillipstown in future planning and develops, together with residents,
organisations working with the community and stakeholders with specific interest in the area (Kainga Ora, Police,
Central Government) an intentional plan for the development and improvement of the area. A plan that holistically
consider Phillipstown and the potentials and opportunities that might arise in the future (such as the disposal of
the former Phillipstown Primary School, should the Ministry of education decide that there is no further need of
the land for educational purposes).

Dumping of shopping trolleys

We encourage Council to work with supermarkets (and retailers using shopping trolleys ) on a programme to
reduce dumping of shopping trolleys on the streets, in waterways and on open spaces.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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HISTORIC
PLACES

CANTERBURY

The Voice of Heritage

Christchurch City Council Draft Annual Plan 2022-2023
Submission
From Historic Places Canterbury

Mayor and Councillors,

Historic Places Canterbury (HPC) wishes to acknowledge the work and professionalism of the
Council's Heritage Team and requests the Councillors to pass on our appreciation of their work.

HPC in addition wishes to draw the attention of the Councillors to the Canterbury Stories web site
initiative, HPC commends the Council for funding work on this project.

Our initial contacts with them has been very positive and HPC is sure the project will have strong
community support. Our contacts outside Christchurch have expressed real interest in this initiative.
HPC requests this projects funding be continued.

HPC considers the continual restoration of its earthquake damaged Heritage buildings to be a real
success. HPC requests the Council pass on our appreciation to those staff involved.

Specifically, HPC requests the Councillors adjust the Draft Annual Plan for the following:

Christchurch City Council Heritage Team

HPC requests the Council Heritage Team be restored to its pre-COVID staffing levels and
make an adjustment to the funding accordingly.

The CCC deferred from filling a Team Heritage vacant position due to the financial influence of
COVID.

HPC is requesting this vacant position be filled as it has been our experience the Heritage
Team's expertise is required both internally and externally.

Councillors will recall our recent Public Forum presentations where we noted the lack of Heritage
Team input and advice in CCC Reports.

The Heritage Team's work will increase as the Government's intention to intensify our City will
place additional strain on the preserving our Heritage. Due to the Government measures we face the
real prospect of significant loss of Heritage that would qualify but has not yet been assessed for
protection by the Heritage Team.

HPC considers the District Plan is not as representative of our Heritage and extra effort needs to
made to rectify this. HPC would like to remind the Councillors a couple of years ago we found that
scheduled Heritage Buildings were just (if I recall correctly) just 0.25% of the total building stock)
so Heritage is rare.
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Heritage Incentive Grants- The Tangible Fund

HPC requests at minimum, the full reinstatement of the grant to its highest previous levels
(between $800,000-9500,00).

Reinstating it to its previous levels will bring operational parity with the Intangible Fund.

HPC considers there is an imbalance as applications for built heritage are generally more cash
intensive so the funding for the Tangible Fund should reflect his and needs to be raised. "Our
Heritage Our Taonga" Heritage Strategy commits the Council to supporting and partnering with the
Community in the retention of our Heritage and the funding must reflect this.

HPC argues BOTH the Tangible and Intangible Funds should be well supported to be effective.

CCC Cemeteries

HPC requests the Cemetery Repair Fund be reinstated.

The CCC is to be commended for having a specialist Cemetery Team. (HPC has complimented
their work in a past Public Forum presentation.) The systematic repair of these Heritage Objects
will supplement their work and will enjoy public support.

In addition there is a Bill before Parliament that will very likely direct the Council to take
responsibility for cemetery maintenance. Setting aside funds for repair is the CCC preparing for the
inevitable.

Robert McDougall Gallery- Deferment of work on Weathertightness

HPC requests the Councillors give an assurance that delaying the work in making the Gallery
weathertight will not cause (further?) damage to its heritage material.

HPC is asking for this as we can find no reference in the Draft Plan to any report stating that the
proposed delay will not materially affect the heritage material of the building.

If no report exists HPC requests the Councillors seek one before making the final decision.

The Provincial Council Buildings

HPC supports that funds have set aside for work on the complex.

HPC requests the CCC actively seek a lasting solution on the future of these important and
much loved Heritage buildings.

HPC understands this is a complex situation however we are sure Christchurch residents and
yourselves agree a solution is long overdue.

Vacate Land Rate Differential

HPC requests that for the proposed Vacate Land Rate Differential a provision allowing for
discretion for Heritage and Character buildings be added.

HPC is concerned the proposed new Rate in its application should not become a contributing factor
in a buildings demise.

HPC considers that an increased funding of the Tangible Fund (HIG grants etc) empowers the CCC
Heritage Team to be more proactive and achieve more positive outcomes..

General Comments

Aside from the above requests, HPC endorses the Draft Plan in relation to what is proposed
for Heritage.

HPC is pleased the repair of the Cunningham House renewal is on the budget. The Botanical
Gardens are one of Christchurch jewels and Cunningham House is an integral part of the Parks
experience.
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Barbadoes Street Cemetery Sextons House Renewal

HPC is pleased work is planned for this building, as it is long overdue. However if the renewal
is to be delayed as proposed, HPC requests an assurance the building will made very secure.
HPC has knowledge of other CCC buildings where this has not happened.

Wayfinding
HPC has seen the initial installations and looks forward to the continued rollout of the program.

"Our Heritage Our Taonga" CCC Heritage Strategy

"Kia komiroa, kia whiria nga weu kia G, Kia roa, kia pitonga ai te taura
we lengthen and strengthen the essence within
As we weave Logether new strands into our rope,

We work together to recognise, protect and celebrate our heritage, which weaves our stories and
places together, and is vital to the identity and wellbeing of our communities and the district.”

Mark Gerrard
Chair Historic Places Canterbury
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The Following are slides taken from a presentation:
“Heritage and Economics: Multiple Lenses” given by Building Economist Donovan
Rykema
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Measuring Economic Impact Environmental
Measurables -- Land(fill

A quarter to a third of
all solid waste is
from construction
debris

What's the cost in
dollars?

What'’s the cost to
the environment?

Item No.: Page 109

Item No.: 3

Page 116

Item 3

AttachmentB



Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch
City Council s

Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch
City Council w—w

Measuring Economic Impact Environmental
Measurables -- Land(fill

Item No.:

Page 110

Item No.: 3

Page 117

Item 3

AttachmentB



Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch
City Council s

Council Annual Plan
10 May 2022

Christchurch
City Council w—w

Measuring Economic Impact Environmental
Measurables — Land(fill
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Measuring Economic Impact Environmental
Measurables — Embodied Energy

640,000
50,000 s.f.
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Job Creation in North Carolina

Building Rehabilitation vs. New Construction
Per $1 Million in Output

New
Construction
Building
Rehabilitation
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
. Direct Jobs Indirect Jobs
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means perpetual
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building trades
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Submission Date: 18/04/2022

First name: Mark Last name: Gerrard

If you are responding on behalf of a recognised
organisation please provide organisation name:

Historic Places Canterbury

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Chair

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?
& Yes

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

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates
are to be confirmed).

Attached Documents
File

Historic_Places_Canterbury_Submission_CCC_Draft_Annual_Plan_2022_2023
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Downey, Jo

From: secretary@spokes.org.nz <secretary@spokes.org.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 18 April 2022 9:20 am

To: Tomlinson, Ann <Ann.Tomlinson@ccc.govt.nz>

Subject: Feedback on Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 [ 494

Hi Ann

Apologies for my lateness.

Spokes would like to submit on the draft long-term plan, stressing the need for continued development of cycling
infrastructure in Christchurch.

‘We ask that we present in person, by which time | expect to be able to type at reasonable speed and prepare a more
polished presentation.

Can you please let me know whether CCC will accept this brief and late submission?
Kind Regards, Chris Abbott

Secretary, Spokes Canterbury
|
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Downey, Jo

From: |

Sent: Monday, 18 April 2022 10:18 pm

To: CCC Plan

Subject: Submission from Chch East Labour Electorate Committee

Attachments: LABEAST2204165ubmissionCCCdraftAP.docx

Categories: lo

| attach a submission the Christchurch East Labour Electorate Committee.

We wish to speak to the submission at the hearings.

‘We trust the time allocation will revert to 10 minutes this year. The three minutes allowed last year was tokenism.
David Close

On behalf of the Policy Committee of the LEC
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DavidLABEAST2204165ubmissionCCCdraftAP

Submission from Christchurch East Labour Electorate Committee
Christchurch City Council Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

1.0 Introduction

1.1 The Christchurch East Labour Electorate Committee has been a regular submitter on the
Council’s draft annual plans and draft long-term plans. We wish to express our thanks to
the Chief Executive Officer for her detailed response to our submission on the Long
Term Plan last year. We were gratified to learn that the Council had agreed to make
changes on some of the matters which we and other groups had made submissions on.

1.2 Our submission this year will refer to policies, programmes and projects which we
endorse, to apparent gaps in the Council’s priorities, to the need for transparency on the
cost of borrowing and the need for a specific policy on the funding of depreciation. We
will touch on the Three Waters issue and reiterate the concerns we expressed last year
about the Council's reluctance to back the objectives of its housing policy with real
maoney.

2.0 Endorsements
We note with approval the following policies, programmes and projects:

2.1 The Council's decision to levy a 4.96% rate increase. We think this is reasonable in the
light of the costs the Council is continuing to incur to remedy the impact of the
earthquakes, costs that result from central government actions and current inflation. A
lower increase would be imprudent in the light of the Council's capital programme. An
increase of $2.78 a week for the average householder and $13.37 a week for the
average business is affordable.

2.2 The Chief Executive’s emphasis on deliverability in revising the capital programme. We
agree that it is pointless to allocate funds to projects that are unlikely to proceed, or may
experience delay. We suspect that, as information comes to hand, more adjustments
could be made before the annual plan is adopted.

2.3 The Council’s decision, in making adjustments to the capital programme, to increase
spending on water supply ($24m), wastewater ($11m) and roading $9m (roading).

2.4 The allocation, over two years, of $10.5 m on stopbank renewal and 55m on flood
management in the Lower Avon, $7m on flood mitigation and regeneration along the
Estuary in South Brighton and Southshore, and $1m to complete remediation of the
foreshore of Bexley Landfill.

2.5 The decision to have a co-governance regime for the Otakaro-Avon River Corridor and to
allocate $12m over the next two years for capital works.

2.6 Deferral of replacement of Pages Road Bridge. In view of other related projects in the
area and the major improvements to the approaches a few years ago, we can live with
further delay if the bridge remains structurally sound.

2.7 The changes in Maori land rating.

3.0 The ‘Three Waters’ reform
3.1 We note the statement (Consultation Document, page 9) that the Council expects the
Government to press on with the establishment of four independent entities. Last
September our Committee passed a resolution expressing strong support for the
Government’s objectives but disagreement with the four entities model.
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4.0 Apparent gaps in Council priorities

4.1 We accept that it is the Long Term Plan, not the Annual Plan, which sets out the full
range of the Council's work programme. Nevertheless, we had expected to see
reference to the ‘burning’ issue of our day, the over-consumption of resources,
especially fossil fuels, which is causing the increase of COz in the air and resulting in
climate change. We note work to mitigate the impact of climate change but very little
effort focussed on its causes.

4.2 We note a laudable new objective to ensure that shopping, health, recreation,
employment and education services should be within 15 minutes’ walking distance of
residential accommodation. Has the Council planned specific actions to facilitate this?
Restrictions on the development of new supermarkets and of extensions to car parks of
existing supermarkets? Facilitation of the re-establishment of neighbourhood centres
with grocery, takeaway, greengrocer, and maybe GP rooms? Pressure an the Commerce
Commission to force supermarket wholesalers to allow local groceries to purchase from
them on fair terms?

4.3 We applaud the measurement of 'non-car modes in daily trips’ (page 155). The target
set is modest, an increase of 5% from 36% to 41% over eight years, because the means
to achieve it appear equally modest. More direct action is required. Daily commuters to
the inner city are the obvious target group. A deal with the Regional Council to give all
CCC workers based in the inner city a free bus pass? An extension of the deal to all
employers in the city centre? The reduction in emissions from peak hour congestion
would be significant, and the savings in expensive intersection upgrades could
compensate the Council in whole or in part.

4.4 We commend the Council for the electric vehicle battery-charging stations in parking
buildings, but what is the progress in replacing its small-vehicle fleet with electric
vehicles?

4.5 We would expect a broad approach to energy efficiency. Twenty-five years ago the
Council employed an Energy Manager (a scientist-engineer) who worked across all areas
of Council activity assisting departments to reduce their costs. He calculated cost-
benefits for all projects, with most paybacks being in one to three years. The Council
provided a revolving fund as working capital. We do not know whether the Council still
employs such a person. The value of reliable in-house advice is incalculable in these
times.

4.6 For residents in the east, the most glaring gap in annual plan priorities is the renewal of
the trickling filters at the sewage treatment plant. The funding (and therefore the
construction) is staged over three years, 2022-2025. People who live some distance
from the plant find the smell objectionable when the wind blows in their direction;
people who live nearby often find it intolerable. We urge the Council to fast-track the
design and construction.

4.7 Submission
That the Council:

(i) take specific actions to achieve measurable reduction in CO2 emissions as
outlined above.

(ii) take all feasible steps to achieve the replacement of the trickling filters within
the 2022-23 year.

5.0 The need for transparency on the cost of borrowing
5.1 Nowhere, as far as we can see, does the Draft Annual Plan make a clear statement of
the annual cost of loan servicing (interest and repayment) as a proportion of annual
rating income, a key measure of financial prudence and easy to understand.
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5.2 The consultation document has several references to borrowing:

5.

5.

5.

3

4

(%, ]

(i) New borrowing of $238.4m (page & & 11) — but there is no mention that this will
add $10.25m a year (1.6%) in the future.

(i) On page 13 it is said that projects totalling $56m “don’t materially impact the
Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 because we're borrowing to pay for them” — without
adding that the annual loan servicing cost will be $2.4m in future.

(iii) On page 21 a large pie graph ("Where our funding will go') shows debt
repayment at 4%. This is comforting but very misleading, as the graph includes
all spending, including spending from loan. Mareover, interest costs are not
shown, as they are ‘hidden’ in the spending on activities funded from loan.

The Draft Annual Plan contains the basic facts. A spreadsheet (Financial Overview, page
9) shows debt repayment at $58.1m, and net interest can be calculated to be $71.7m,
making a total of $129.8m as the cost of debt servicing in 2022-23, This is 20.47% of
rates revenue. (This may be overstated if debt repayment of $58.1m includes
repayments from subsidiaries.)

The Financial Prudence Benchmarks (page 76) have a benchmark of 30% for net interest
as a percentage of annual rates income, and show 11% as the figure for 2022/23, but
there is no benchmark for debt repayment, which must also come from rates. We
consider that the benchmark of 30% is imprudently high. If net interest on debt
approached 30 cents in the rating dollar, debt repayment would push the total cost of
loan servicing to over 40 cents in the rating dollar. We urge that the benchmarks be
revised to include a new benchmark for loan servicing (net interest plus repayments) as
a percentage of annual rates income and that it be set in the 25-30% range.

The Significant Forecasting Assumptions state the net cost of rate-funded borrowing is
projected to be 4.3% in 2022-23 (page 197). This is helpful information and could be
given greater prominence. By contrast, on page 188, we have the confusing statement
that the impact of borrowing 510m is a rates increase of 0.11% spread over two years.
Ten million is a trifling sum. When $238m is to be borrowed, a statement of the ongoing
annual cost would be far more relevant.

5.6 Submission

That the Council provide greater transparency on the cost of borrowing by:

(i) revising its Financial Prudence Benchmarks to include Loan servicing (interest
and principal) as a proportion of annual rating income

(i) giving prominence to this key benchmark in annual plans and consultation
documents

(iii) stating the cost of the planned new borrowing in annual plans and
consultation documents.

6.0 Funding of depreciation

6.1 In our submission on the LTP last year, we praised the Council’s recognition that rating

for asset renewals had been too low, and the Council’s commitment to transition to fully
fund renewals from rates by 2029 (Draft LTP, Vol 2, page 11). We noted also the more
precise statement to continue to incrementally increase rating for asset renewals to
around 80% of depreciation by 2031.

6.2 We note that total depreciation sits at $292m in 2022-23 (Financial Overview, page 9)

and that rating for renewals is $164.6m, 56% of depreciation. Is this figure in line with
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the intention to reach 80% of depreciation by 2031, when depreciation is forecast to be
S400m? It seems to us that, for clarity and accountability, sources of capital should include
a line for funding from rates.

6.3 We have read the sections on Depreciation, and Surplus, operating deficits and
sustainability. As non-accountants, we accept the advice of accountants that,
technically, there is no operating deficit. However, we doubt that funding such a small
proportion of depreciation is sustainable, because almost all the Council’s assets will
have to be renewed, and depreciation rates, properly calculated, are the best means of

advising what must be spent year by year. The Council’s current accounting practice differs
from the interpretation adopted when the Local Government Act 1996 required Councils to
fund depreciation.

6.4 Submission
That the Council:

(i) accept that the end goal should be the full funding of depreciation

(ii) continue to pursue the LTP target of 80% funding of renewals by 2031

(iii) monitor progress towards the goal by including Funding from rates under
Sources of capital funding.

7.0 The need for action on housing

7.1 Just as reduction of COzis our greatest environmental challenge, so the provision of affordable
housing is our greatest social challenge. The staff in the office of our MP, Hon Poto Williams, deal
every day with requests from people who are homeless, or facing eviction, or living in
accommadation that is over-crowded, unhealthy or otherwise unsatisfactory. Several of our
members who work in the social service sector or do voluntary work for churches or community
organisations also deal with homeless people. The need is particularly acute for single people,
especially men, who rank low in priority for emergency housing. Housing peaple who have been
homeless is not easy, as they invariably have problems in addition to their homelessness. We
commend the Council for supporting Housing First, which assists formerly homeless people to adjust
to a settled lifestyle, but homeless people cannot be re-homed if suitable accommodation is not
available.

7.2 Afew years ago a report by the Council Officer responsible for Housing reported on research
that Christchurch needed 180 units of additional, affordable 1-2 bedroom units every year, and that
the Council should aim to provide 50 of those each year.

7.2 The objective of the Council’s housing policy reads: Our involvement in this activity is intended to
contribute to social well-being by ensuring that an adequate supply of safe, accessible and affordable
housing is available to those in need. (Revenue, Financing and Rating Policies, page 53.) No Councillor
can pretend that current policies are making a serious attempt to meet this objective. According to
the LTP, the number of Council-owned or supported housing units in 2031 will do no more than match
the number of units before the quakes in 2011.

The rationale that supports the diminished activity is set as follows: The benefit of this activity is
considered to accrue mostly to the housing tenants. It is therefore considered appropriate to fund the
Activity mostly from user charges (housing rents) plus Income Related Rent Subsidies. These are
intended to be sufficient to cover operating costs without subsidy from rates or other sources. (ibid.,
page 53.)

7.3 The funding rationale might have had some justification before the earthquakes, before the
housing crisis became acute and before the Council began to fund a host of activities where there is

Item No.: 3

Page 130

Item 3

AttachmentB



Council Annual Plan Christchurcli
City Council -
10 May 2022 4
351
a large measure of private benefit. We urge the Council to rescind this out-dated policy of refusing
to spend rates money on an urgent social need. Most of the cost will still be met from rents and the
rents subsidies; what is required is assistance with the initial capital cost.
7.4 Submission
That the Council:
{i) rescind its current funding policy on Housing
{ii) add Housing to the list of Activities which will receive material funding from general
rates (pages 40-41)
{iii) allocate, from the capital savings which will be identified before the finalisation of the
budget, at least 55m as an interest-free loan to Otautahi Housing Trust for the
construction of new rental units
(iv) debate these motions in open meeting.
5
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2022 Annual Plan Submission - We speak for the trees

17 April 2022
Greg Partridge

Bebe Frayle

Two years ago in May 2019, the Christchurch City Council declared a climate change

emergency. In speaking to the action, Mayor Dalziel said:

“Ironically the costs will only increase if we don't take action now. For every $1 invested in
resilience, there is a return of between $4 and $10,"[...] In other words there is a financial
cost, so if we don'f invest now, we are simply deferring what will be a significantly greater

cost in the medium term.”

This was followed, in December 2020, by Prime Minister Ardern declaring the same for New

Zealand, saying:

“This is a declaration that will need to be supported by ongoing, continual action and activity.
It sits behind the work that we did in our first term of office: our plan to plant one billion

frees...”

This Annual Plan lists climate change as one of its priorities, with the main focus on
mitigating impacts of climate change on our city. The main activity around this is looking at
the impact of sea level rise and how we will mitigate this. This is important and urgent work,
however we believe that we must also focus on the things that we can do right now that will
have a positive benefit for our residents, for example maintaining and increasing our tree

canopy.

Yet, instead of that, our tree canopy has declined in the last 5 years - from 16% to 13%
cover. In some of our less affluent suburbs, the canopy cover is less than 10%, for example,
only 9% in Linwood and 7% in Hornby. This is at a time when Council has made a
commitment to increase the tree canopy with its policy of replacing every tree cut down with
at least cne tree, and where possible, two. Christchurch should have a goal of 30% canopy
cover, and Council must make a commitment to fund this now. The longer we wait, the worse

the impacts will be.
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No trees on private property in Christchurch have been added to the list of protected trees by
the Council since it declared a Climate and Ecological Emergency, in spite of repeated
deputations from concerned Christchurch residents and community groups for more trees to
be given that status in order to prevent them from being felled.

At the Council's Urban Development and Transport Committee Meeting (31 March 2022),
Councillor Sara Templeton identified that close to 900 trees, which are currently listed as
protected, are at serious risk of losing that status as a direct result of the Christchurch City
Council's failure to act. After further questioning, Council staff said the work required has not
been done, that they do not have the resources to go out and assess those 900 trees in
order to ensure their protection.

Christchurch (a city that was one of the first in Aotearoa New Zealand to declare a Climate
Emergency and is the largest city in the South Island) has the lowest percentage of tree
canopy coverage of any of the major New Zealand metropolitan centres. Why is that? How is
that in any way shape or form acceptable in 2022 when there is so much information on

climate change, the impact it is having on the planet, and what we can do to mitigate it?

The Local Government Act requires all local government organisations to set community
outcomes. In terms of community outcomes here in Otautahi Christchurch, the Council's
Strategic Framework describes the aim to achieve and promote social, economic,

environmental and cultural wellbeing of our community.

Is the Council doing that in terms of protecting what little tree canopy coverage remains of
the existing urban forest in our residential areas, in the streets on which people live, rather
than just in parks and reserves? The fact no additional trees have been listed as protected

on private property since 2019 would suggest otherwise.

Trees are the lungs of the planet. They provide habitat for native fauna to feed, nest and live.
They filter pollutants through their leaves and root systems. Those same leaves and root
systems assist with the management of stormwater by trapping rainfall in the canopy of the
trees and absorbing rainfall into the tree once it reaches the soil. That in turn reduces
flooding and sedimentary deposits entering the stormwater system and prevents the

polluting of our rivers.

Trees provide cooling shade, preventing urban heat islands which contribute to global
warming. They also provide economic and social community benefits in addition to their

aesthetic values. By removing existing established trees in our neighbourhoods, we run the
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risk of urban heat islands developing in those areas where more densely packed housing

development is constructed.

The less green cover a city has, the higher the temperatures will be. Trees cool the city by
providing shade, and through the evaporation from their leaves - a process similar to the
function of human sweat. Removing trees and paving over the area disturbs this process,

trapping and preventing evaporation of heat.

Itis also a well-known trend that lower-income parts of cities tend to have less green cover.
This is evident in Christchurch, with wealthier suburbs having tree-line avenues, while the
inner-city East have seen the wholesale removal of old trees to make way for cheap

medium-density housing.

International data indicates that lower-income parts of cities tend to have less green cover,
and as a result of that, lower socio-economic neighbourhoods are more likely to be hotter
than their wealthier counterparts. Residents exposed to that extra heat are often a city's

most vulnerable, and disproportionately people of colour.

Here in Christchurch the evidence reflects that too with the lowest percentages of tree
canopy cover being in working class and underprivileged suburbs, rather than Fendalton,
Cashmere and the more affluent neighbourhoods. Arguably the same could be said to be
true in relation to the fact that it is the suburbs that have fewer trees and are those in which
more Maori live. With that in mind, and having allowed the city to be stripped of trees, is the

Council living up to its Treaty of Waitangi obligations?

Existing established trees should be protected in our city, and more should be planted to
boost tree numbers and canopy coverage in order to further mitigate against climate change,
and that should be a factor included in all public policy in order to future-proof the liveability
of Christchurch.

Global warming is definitely having a marked impact on Canterbury's hot dry summer
temperatures, so heat islands are something we can ill afford. Clear-felling existing
established trees in our Tier 1 cities is counter intuitive in the battle against climate change,
global warming, as well as the mental and physical health, and general well-being of city

residents.

This Annual Plan, and every future Annual Plan and Long Term Plan must demonstrate a
commitment to increasing our tree canopy. We would like to see Council's proposed
activities specifically documented and budgeted so that it is clear to residents that Council is

taking immediate and sustained action to reverse years of lack of attention to this issue.
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 from Frayle, Bebe 365

Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details
First name: Bebe Last name: Frayle

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Postal address:
Suburb:
City:

Country:

New Zealand
Postcode:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

@ Yes

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

ovide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates

Feedback

1.6 Any further comments

See attached document

Attached Documents
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2022 Annual Plan Submission - We speak for the trees
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From: Chris Ford IEE

Sent: Tuesday, 19 April 2022 3:15PM

To: CCCPlan

e Emiily Tillew; Christchurch - Disabled Persons Assembly Mew Zealand
Subject: Late submission - hope that you will accept this

Attachments: DRAFiNalCCCARNUAIPan 202223 5ubmission dood

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Kia ora,

&n behalf of Disabled Persons Assembly (OPA), | apologise for the late sending of this submission,

Ifargot that the deadline was yesterday (Easter Monday).

AL any rate, organisations have approval processes and these need to be gone through.

Therefore, as feedback, we would like to see Christchurch Coundl (and others) avoid submission dosing dates which are either on or dose to major public holidays.

Mga mihi,
Chris Ford
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Disabled Persons Assembly Nz

April 2022

To Christchurch City Council

Please find attached DPA’s submission on the Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Disabled Persons Assembly NZ

Contact:

Chris Ford
Regional Policy Advisor
Disabled Persons Assembly NZ

Phone: I
|

Ingrid Robertson
Kaituitui — DPA Christchurch
Phone:

Level 4,173-175 Victoria Street PO Box 27524, Wellington 6011,NZ  dpa.org.nz
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Introduction

The Disabled Persons Assembly NZ (DPA) is a pan-impairment disabled person’s
organisation that works to realise an equitable society, where all disabled people (of
all impairment types and including women, Maori, Pasifika, young people) are able to
direct their own lives. DPA works to improve social indicators for disabled people and
for disabled people to be recognised as valued members of society. DPA and its
members work with the wider disability community, other DPQOs, government

agencies, service providers, international disability organisations, and the public by:

® t{elling our stories and identifying systemic barriers
e developing and advocating for solutions

® celebrating innovation and good practice

The submission

DPA welcomes the opportunity to submit on the Christchurch City Council’'s Annual
Plan 2022-23. From our perspective, Council has moved to implement several
positive initiatives during the past year.

These have included beginning to implement the Otakaro Avon River Corridor
(OARC) Activity Plan. We note from the annual plan that Council is intending to work
with the community and Ngai Tahu (and Ngai TGahuriri as mana whenua) on how to
best use this area. DPA would like to be included, alongside other disabled persons
organisations, as one of the stakeholders alongside Te Tiriti and other community
pariners in any decisions around doing so, to ensure that the area is accessible to

everyone.

DPA is pleased, as an organisation which works to the principles of Te Tiriti, that the
Council is working to build its own partnership with iwi and mana whenua to ensure

that the views and values of Maori are considered when making decisions on
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activities across the city. In this sense, we want to see the voices, perspectives and
hopes of disabled Maori raised within Council policy and decision-making processes

as well.

One significant move that we wish to commend Council for is its decision to stop
charging for library overdue items. This move will benefit many disabled people who
sometimes have accessibility issues with returning borrowed items and given that
many within our community are on low incomes, it will be a very welcome one
indeed. This move brings Christchurch into line with other local authorities in

Aotearoa including, for example, Dunedin who have dispensed with late fees as well.

DPA acknowledges that there are not any significant changes in this year's annual
plan. However, we do wish to emphasise some key issues that we either wish to

reiterate or seek clarification upon.

The first is around the proposal to defer/delay some previously planned capital
spending. DPA believes that any deferred or delayed spending should not be at the
expense of meeting accessibility requirements. Indeed, DPA believes in the
principles of universal design when it comes to capital developments such as
buildings, footpaths, and other infrastructure. Indeed, DPA recommends the use of
Universal Design principles in the design and construction of public buildings, spaces
and places and this includes outdoor playgrounds and parks. Across all local
authorities in Aotearoa, Auckland Council is leading the way in this respect and has

published useful guidelines on this subject.’

The second point is also based around infrastructure and, more specifically, the
Council's plan to maintain the upkeep of roads, facilities, and footpaths up to
standard. DPA welcomes this commitment given the economic pressures this
country is facing.

In respect of these first two points, DPA would like to ask as to whether Council has
any intention of applying for “Better Off’ funding from central government to fund

projects which the community considers to be important in terms of, for example,

' Auckland Council. (n.d.) Auckland Design Manual. Retrieved from
https://www.aucklanddesignmanual.co.nz/design-subjects/universal_design
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swimming pools, gardens, libraries and community centres, etcetera? If not, DPA

would like to recommend that Council does so.

In respect of another key infrastructure project highlighted in the annual plan, the
Edgeware Pool Project, DPA alongside other local disabled persons organisations
would like to be involved in co-design discussions with Council and the St Albans
Pavillion and Pool Incorporated about this. Similarly, we will be lobbying for the paol

complex to be constructed to universal design standards.

The third is around proposed rates increases. Rates increases will primarily impact
upon people on low or fixed incomes who are either homeowners or private sector
renters, many of whom will be disabled people. Disabled people have higher
disability related costs when it comes to daily living and given the current cost of
living crisis, many will be particularly hard pressed if they are rate payers or renters
to meet increased rates demands and/or rent increases stemming from this. At the
same time, we acknowledge that Council has kept rates increases within the current
rate of Consumer Price Index (CPI) inflation. Therefore, Council should actively
lobby Government to increase the level of rates rebates for low-income ratepayers
from its current maximum of $665.00 per year as a means of providing additional
support. If central government were to do this, then rates would be able to remain
within inflation thereby maintaining a steady revenue base for the CCC which, in
turn, will allow it to continue providing the full range of public services it currently

does, including to disabled people who are more likely to rely upon them.

The fourth is around the proposals to change swimming pool and leisure centre entry
fees. DPA is pleased to hear that work on both the Hornby and Parakiore sites is
progressing and that the proposal to change the charges is completely
understandable given the need to standardise them across all seven council owned
complexes. We are also pleased to see that there are proposed fee reductions or
even no swim charges being applied for children, and this move will benefit
families/whanau with disabled children too. However, we would like to clarify as to
whether further discounted concessions will be made available by Council to people
who use Hapai, Community Services or Super Gold cards given these proposed
reductions?
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UNCRPD

The UNCRPD Articles most relevant to our submission are:
« Article 4.3 Involving disabled people and our organisations in
decisions that affect us
« Article 9 Accessibility
« Article 19: Living independently and being included in the
community
+ Article 20: Personal mobility
= Article 30: Participation in cultural life, recreation, leisure and

sport

New Zealand Disability Strategy 2016-2026:

» Outcome 5: Accessibility

Wider impact on Disabled People

DPA commends the Council’s annual plan and believes that if it continues to
resource essential infrastructure maintenance and services, then this will have a
positive impact on disabled people’s ability to participate fully in the Christchurch

community.

DPA’s recommendations

Recommendation 1: DPA recommends that all capital and infrastructure budgets,
particularly those relating to public buildings, housing, car parks and footpath
maintenance, incorporate funding for universal design upgrades within these

budgets.

Recommendation 2: DPA recommends that Council apply for ‘Better Off funding
from central government if it has not already done so to fund infrastructure projects
which are desired by the community.
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Recommendation 3: DPA recommends that Council, mana whenua and relevant
organisations involved in the Otakaro Avon River Corridor (OARC), and Edgeware
Pool developments involve us, disabled people, and our disabled people’s

organisations in co-design-based discussions on them.

Recommendation 4: DPA recommends that Council actively lobby central
government to increase the level of rates rebates available to low- and fixed-income
homeowners to relieve the impact of rates increases on this group, many of whom

will be disabled people.

Recommendation 5: DPA seeks clarification as to whether Hapai, Community
Services or Super Gold card holders will be eligible for further concessions at
Christchurch’s public swimming pools in line with plans to further reduce leisure

centre and swimming pool charges as proposed in this annual plan.

Conclusion

DPA sees this annual plan as another step in the recovery of the city from both the
Covid-19 pandemic and the earthquakes of ten years ago. Our aim is that Otautahi-
Christchurch becomes a fully accessible and inclusive city for all who live in it and
who visit. Both our Christchurch Kaituitui and Regional Policy Advisor are available
to be reached out to for further discussions around this plan. We would also like to

make an oral submission in support of it.
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Save the McDougall Campaign — Open letter to Councillors

The Robert McDougall Art Gallery in the Christchurch Botanic Gardens

12 April 2022
Dear Councillors,
LAST CHANCE TO SAVE THE MCDOUGALL

I have been advised by the Chief Executive that Council leased the Robert McDougall Art
Gallery to Canterbury Museum in October 2020 to ensure that it will in future be used in
accordance with the McDougall Act 2003 and that staff are currently working with Museum
staff to finalise the terms of the lease and funding agreement to make sure the planned
restoration work on the gallery will still happen in a timely manner.

Present situation

My understanding of the present situation is that the Museum did not raise the necessary
funding by 31 December 2021 for their development project and, as a result, Council is now
able to withdraw from the 50 year lease they entered into with the Museum in October 2020.

It seems staff at the Council still wish to lease the McDougall to the Museum for 50 years for
their exclusive use as a museum. I presume they think it should be leased as a stand-alone
building.
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In view of receiving this advice from the Chief Executive, [ am writing this open letter on
behalf of my family to councillors to ask yvou to withdraw from the lease with the Museum and
save the McDougall for the city’s historical art collection in accordance with the terms of
Robert McDougall's 1928 gift of the gallery to the citizens of Christchurch for their art
collection.

It seems to me your Chief Executive must be confused in respect to the terms of the McDougall
Act or instead is trying to use the Act to justify the dishonouring of Robert McDougall's gift.

McDougall Act 2003

The Museum in 2003 persuaded Council to ask Parliament to amend the McDougall Act to
change the use of the gallery from just art (fine arts) to art and decorative arts and crafts which
can cover virtually any large 3D item from a museum collection e.g. display cabinets, artefacts,
furniture.

The Act states:

Section 6 (1 ) The Council holds the land as a local purpose reserve under section 23 of the
Reserves Act 1977 for the purpose of a public gallery for the display of art and decorative
arts and crafts and ancillary activities.

Section 7 (1) The Council may grant a lease or licence of, or let, the whole or any part of
the land on such terms and conditions as it thinks fit.

The Act does not say the Council must use the gallery for decorative arts and crafts (museum
objects) as well as for art, Instead, it can decide to use it only for art if it wishes. Likewise, the
Council may lease the gallery to another party but only if it wishes to do so.

As a result, the Council is free now to withdraw from the lease with the Museum and retain the
gallery as a public art gallery for the city’s art collection.

The McDougall Act should never have been changed to allow its use as a museum as its 13
intimate wall specific galleries are just not suitable to display large 3 D objects such as display
cabinets and furniture. Such a use for the gallery was always contrary to best practice principles
for the preservation of this particular heritage building and this was recognised by Council
when in 2010, in order to protect the historical cultural heritage of its listed heritage buildings,
it adopted the international ICOMOS Charter which was later in 2019 re-confirmed when it
published its own Heritage Strategy which also applies to all Council owned heritage buildings
including the McDougall. When the terms of the 2020 lease of the gallery were developed in
2019 by the Social Community Development and Housing Committee, it actually advised
Council the terms of the lease would not comply with the Heritage Strategy in respect to the
gallery’s future use for museum collections instead of as an art gallery. Despite this, Council
decided to proceed with the lease and dishonour their Heritage Strategy. If Council had
honoured their 2019 Heritage Strategy they could not have leased the gallery to the Museum
for their use as a museum.
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Museum use of McDougall

At no stage, during this 20 year saga since the gallery closed in 2002, has the Museum been
asked to tell the Council exactly what items from their collections they intend to display in the
gallery. As a result, people have no idea what they intend to use it for. The Museum already
has its own art gallery in which they mainly display local and visiting exhibitions of
contemporary or modern art. They have displayed contemporary art in the Museum for a long
time including modern day street art and graffiti which is an unusual activity for any museum
as a museum is a place that exhibits objects of historical interest. In Christchurch, modern day
art is the preserve of the Christchurch Art Gallery not Canterbury Museum. No other
metropolitan museumn in New Zealand actively displays contemporary art. I believe the reason
for the Museum displaying this form of art is because it is a personal interest of their present
management and I believe this is what they really wish to display in the McDougall. For this
reason, [ am very worried the Museum’s long-term plan for the McDougall 1s to use it to display
visiting exhibitions of contemporary art. This would be a completely inappropriate use of this
beautiful neo classical art gallery.

[fthey did use the gallery for normal museum purposes they could hang items on the walls like
tapestries and fill the floor spaces with display cabinets, furniture and artefacts. This would
also be a completely inappropriate use.

Cost of operating McDougall

The Chief Executive also advised that Council has previously decided not to run the McDougall
as an adjunct gallery to the Christchurch Art Gallery due to the significant costs of running a

second gallery as to do so would require it to offer a similar quality experience for visitors.

But if it is leased to the Museum, they would also have to provide for the same level of extra
staff and incur the same additional operating costs which would then have to be funded by
Council in its annual operating grant to the Museum. I can’t understand how Council thinks
this would provide any likely cost savings as Council would not receive any rental from the
Museum for the lease. And if the Museum leases the McDougall it would need to employ more
specialist conservation staff. This is because it would be displaying items from its collections
which will have never been exhibited before and will need work done on them to bring them
up to an exhibitable standard. Council would have to meet these costs.

If the McDougall is retained for the city’s art collection it would not have to be run as a
duplicate gallery, Instead, as an adjunct gallery, it would be run as another wing of the
Christchurch Art Gallery. The McDougall operated for 50 years with just 2 security staff with
extras for special temporary exhibitions and on weekends. That was never enough. I believe 4
fulltime security staff, Monday to Friday, and 2 part-time staff on Saturday and Sunday, would
be a sufficient staffing level. It would only be necessary to assign a curator from the
Christchurch Art Gallery for short periods as required as the McDougall would mainly have
static displays lasting perhaps for six months. As a result, installation work could be covered
by the gallery’s permanent staff. No conservation staff would be required. Registration work
would be done at the Christchurch Art Gallery and there is no reason why some volunteer

3
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guides that are trained there could not be rostered to talk with visitors at the McDougall. These
volunteers are not paid for by the Council.

The McDougall ran an adjunct gallery from 1989 to 1998 in the Arts Centre to provide more
suitable wall space for contemporary art. It attracted 68,000 visitors annually during this time
so running an adjunct gallery has been done economically before.

Christchurch Art Gallery — storage requirements / decision on McDougall

While the Museum has wanted to obtain the McDougall for their own purposes ever since
2002, the new Christchurch Art Gallery since 2006 has shown no interest in using it in their
future plans. When the McDougall was closed in 2002, it was originally thought to be surplus
to requirements and would never be needed by the city’s collection again but the new gallery
was only built to half the size that the custodians of the city’s collection at the time considered
necessary for the estimated 50 year life of the building. As a result, it is already very short of
storage space. The staff at the Christchurch Art Gallery have finally admitted this, and in last
year’'s Long Term Plan, they requested Council to try and find space in another Council owned
building to store surplus packaging materials. I understand Council has not been able to find
such suitable space. The Gallery 1s now virtually bursting at the seams in respect to storing the
city’s collection and in another two years will reach a point where it is unable any longer to
accept additional works (except for works on paper) into the collection. They will then ask
Council to build for them an off-site purpose built storage facility which will have to be air
conditioned and probably base isolated and specially fitted out. It would also have to be run
and protected by security staff further increasing the gallery’s running costs. Their staff have
openly talked about this becoming necessary for several years., While many galleries overseas
have off site storage buildings such a facility would be a big step backwards for the city’s
collection as it has always been stored on site. It was all able to be stored on site at the
McDougall up to 2002 when it was moved to the Christchurch Art Gallery before it opened in
2003.

Ower the last few years, they have already had to convert the painting conservation laboratory
into storage space but there are no such spaces remaining they can utilise so they are now in a
position where the only way they could create more space is by partitioning off part of an
exhibition space. But fitting it out appropriately with storage racks would itself be costly. While
they are still accepting works into the collection they are finding it very difficult to accept larger
ones. Works on paper will not be a problem but it a donor left them now 20 large paintings in
frames they might find that difficult. They certainly would not be able to accept any more large
contemporary sculpture works like Chapman’s Homer!

Has the Council ever considered what it might cost to build such a storage building? No such
purpose built facility exists so it would be necessary to purchase a site which would probably
be on an industrial estate somewhere out of the city. While it could be built in modules, I don’t
think it is an exaggeration to estimate the cost of such a facility at anything up to § 20M. There
has been no allowance in the Long Term Plan for this expenditure so it would be additional to
the existing Capital Programme. It would be clearly a very expensive mistake for Council to
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forego the future use of the McDougall Art Gallery when its retention for the storage and
display of the city’s historical collection would immediately and simply solve the problem at
no additional cost to the Council.

Since 2006, staff at the Christchurch Art Gallery have displayed increasing amounts of
contemporary art and today only around 15 to 18 % of the available wall arca for display is
devoted to the historical collection. The simple fact is that, as it was only built in 2003 to half
the size required, it is simply not big enough to display all their visiting exhibitions of
contemporary art as well as the historical collection. So it has become largely a gallery of
contemporary art. This is exactly what has happened in cities overseas when they have built
new galleries and is one of the reasons why every city that has built a new gallery has retained
their old gallery for their historical collection in order to separate the display of their historical
art from their contemporary art. This is a sensible thing to do as the majority of people prefer
either one form of art or the other. It has been done in all cities overseas that have built new
galleries — including every Australian city. The other reason, of course, for retaining their old
galleries is to keep all of their existing storage capacity,

But despite what other cities overseas have done, staff at the Christchurch Art Gallery have not
since 2006 wanted anything to do with the future of the McDougall and are not interested in
retaining it to display and store the historical collection and have consistently told Council statt
that it would be too difficult and expensive to run two galleries. But they can’t have it both
ways. On the one hand, they have acknowledged to Council they are short of storage space for
packaging materials but seem to have failed to advise them that they are also rapidly running
out of storage space for the actual collection. | believe they have done this because they do not
want to have the additional work of running another gallery, and are not interested in a neo
classical gallery or the historical collection. This is despite every other city in the world that
have built new galleries retaining their old galleries and running them on an adjunct basis. But,
on the other hand, they can’t expect the ratepayers of Christchurch to fund a new storage facility
when one already exists.

Council should stop and think very carefully about this before they enter into another 50 year
lease with the Museum as it is not just a question of their obligations to honour Robert
McDougall’s gift of the gallery which is at stake but also their obligations to the donors of
paintings that are in the historical collection. There are millions of dollars worth of beautiful
paintings involved which were given to the city by generous donors to be displayed in the
MeDougall (not the Christchurch Art Gallery) on the understanding they would be regularly
displayed to the public. Around half of the works in the historical collection were given by
donors and the other half were purchased on the open market with private bequests and Couneil
grants paid for by ratepayers. These monies were also given by people on the understanding
that the works purchased would be displayed regularly to the public. The only way Council
will in future be able to honour these obligations 1s to separate the historical and contemporary
collections and transfer the historical works to the McDougall when it is reopened.

I have no doubt, that if staff at the Christchurch Art Gallery since 2006 had told the Council
that the city’s collection in future will require the display and storage capacity of the

363

Item No.: 3

Page 148

Item 3

AttachmentB



Council Annual Plan

10 May 2022

Christchurch

City Council ==

McDougall, Council would have decided to retain it for this purpose. But their staff have only
really been interested in a modern gallery filled with contemporary art, much of which is
extreme with little artistic merit. The problem with this is that a large part of the public want to
see historical art and love the beauty of the neo classical McDougall where the historical
collection would be best displayed. I have over 4500 supporters on my Save the McDougall
Facebook page and many tell me they used to love the McDougall, don’t like contemporary art
and, as a result, never visit the Christchurch Art Gallery. They ask “where has the art gone?”

So, it seems the future of the McDougall has been decided on the views of a few Council
employees who because of their strong bias towards contemporary art have a limited
appreciation of art and who just happen at this particular time to be the custodians of the city’s
collection. Robert MeDougall has no say in it. Neither do all the city’s residents who love our
historical art. My family asks who is running the Council? The staff or are you as elected

councillors?
Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

In the meantime, Council’s Draft Annual Plan 2022/23 shows no urgency to re-open the gallery
with the necessary work not being scheduled for completion until 2025 or later. It seems the
required work 1s still being planned to be carried out as part of a possible future redevelopment
of the Museum. The simple fact is that by 2025 the Christchurch Art Gallery will be unable to
accept any new works (unless they are works on paper) into the city’s collection and will be
desperate for more storage space and the McDougall will be the only additional space available.
And by then the Christchurch Art Gallery may well be under new management that is likely to
want to use the McDougall’s display and storage capacity. And they will ask “why on earth did
the previous Council give the McDougall away to the Museum?” So Council needs to
commence the necessary work to re-open the McDougall straight away.

Future of Canterbury Museum

As for the Museum, it does not have a sufficient art collection of a public art gallery standard
to display in the McDougall so would have to use it as a museum. This would involve the
constant moving of large 3D museum objects in and out of its 13 intimate wall specific picture
galleries which would, over time, damage its heritage fabric. It would be a completely
inappropriate use of the gallery that would not comply with Council’s Heritage Strategy.

Given the present economic outlook there can now be no chance it will be able to fund its
present development project which is the only one which could provide sufficient space to store
all their collections on site by constructing a deep basement under the entire land area of both
the Museum and the McDougall which would be 2 metres below the water table. No other
museum or art gallery in the country has ever built an under-water storage basement. With the
alpine fault predicted to rupture in the next 50 years it has to be a very risky concept which
would still have to be consented by Council.

The Council’s working papers covering the Museum’s consent application for their project
showed that the Museum told them that because of the height restrictions on their buildings, if
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they were unable to gain the use of the gallery and build a deep under water basement on the
entire gallery land area, they would not, in future, be able to remain on their Rolleston Avenue
site.

Their present management has attempted over the last 20 years to implement two development
plans without success. This is a tragedy as their buildings are in an appalling state. How they
proceed from now will probably be decided by their next management team. It is unlikely they
will be interested in displaying art, certainly contemporary art, and, therefore, unlikely to be
interested in leasing the McDougall. Instead, with limited funds available they are likely to
concentrate on just improving their own buildings on their own land area. Or they may decide
the only way they can obtain the space they need for a 21 century museum is to build on a
new site where they can build above ground storage in stages as future funds become available.

The future of the Museum is clearly at the crossroads and it must surely now be incumbent on
the Museum Board to come to a decision on its future. This uncertainty as to their long term
future questions whether the Museum is actually a sufficiently stable institution in which to
entrust the future of the McDougall for the next 50 years. If they decide to leave their Rolleston
Avenue site where would this leave the McDougall? The Museum would then wish to end their
50 year lease.

Future of McDougall

Council should now think very carefully about this and not, in the meantime, enter into a further
50 year lease with the Museum. Instead, they should strengthen the McDougall in preparation
for it’s re-opening and ask the management team at the Christchurch Art Gallery to prepare for
Council a ten year plan forecasting their display and storage requirements going forward. They
have never been asked to do this before. It is vital this is now done.

This whole 20 year saga involving the dishonouring of the largest gifi ever given to the city
and the total neglect of this beautiful heritage building has become an ugly chapter in the city’s
history and any responsible and honourable Council would end it immediately.

[t is not too late for you to save the McDougall, You still have the opportunity to honour the
gift, withdraw from the October 2020 lease with the Museum and proceed, as soon as possible,
with the strengthening work so it can be opened to the public. It really doesn’t need to be base
isolated unless the Council wishes to do so. It can then once again become a museum of art.
This is the most appropriate future for this beautiful neo classical heritage building and it is the
only use that complies with all of the Council’s obligations as well as to its donor, Robert
McDougall. I believe the majority of Christchurch people wish it to be used for the city’s
historical collection.

On behalf of my grandfather and my family and all the city’s art lovers, | ask you to do this
immediately.

Y ours sincerely,

Tim seay |
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Our Draft Annual Plan 2022/23

Submitter Details

Submission Date:  18/04/2022
First name: Timothy  Last name: Seay

Your role in the organisation and the number of
people your organisation represents:

Would you like to speak to the Council about your submission?

& Yes

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

363

If yes, please provide a daytime phone number above so we can arrange a speaking time with you. Hearings will be held in May (specific dates

are to be confirmed).

Attached Documents
File

Save the McDougall _Open letter to Councillors April 2022
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