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What is important to us?

Our Strategic Framework is a big picture view of what
the Council is aiming to achieve for our community

Our focus this Council term
2022-2025

Strategic Priorities Reduce emissions as a Council and as a city,
@ and invest in adaptation and resilience, leading

a city-wide response to climate change while
protecting our indigenous biodiversity, water bodies
and tree canopy.

Be an inclusive and equitable city which puts
people at the centre of developing our city and
district, prioritising wellbeing, accessibility and

connection.
B Manage ratepayers’ money wisely, delivering quality
o Champion Otautahi-Christchurch and collaborate core services to the whole community and addressing
to build our role as a leading New Zealand city. the issues that are important to our residents.
Build trust and confidence in the Council through Actively balance the needs of today’s residents
meaningful partnerships and communication, with the needs of future generations, with the aim
listening to and working with residents. of leaving no one behind.

Adopted by the Council on 5 April 2023

Our goals for this Long Term Plan
2024-2034

Draft Community Outcomes

. Collaborative and confident @ A cultural powerhouse

:& Our residents have the opportunity to actively Our diverse communities are suppo rtedto .
. . . 0 understand and protect their heritage, pursue their
participate in community and city life, have a strong

. X . arts, cultural and sporting interests, and contribute
sense of belonging and identity, and feel safe. to making our city a creative, cultural and events

Green and liveable ‘powerhouse’
Our neighbourhoods and communities are accessible
and well connected, supporting our goals to reduce
emissions, build climate resilience and protect

and regenerate the environment, especially our
biodiversity, water bodies and tree canopy.

Thriving and prosperous

Our city is a great place for people, business and
investment where we can all grow our potential,

where enterprises are innovative and smart, and where

together we raise productivity and reduce emissions.
Ta be adopted by the Council as part of the Long Term Plan 2024-2034

Our intergenerational vision

A place of opportunity for all.

Open to new ideas, hew people,
new investment and new ways
of doing things - a place where
anything is possible.

Ngai Tahu has rangatiratanga over its takiwa - the Council is

committed to partnering with Ngai Tahu to achieve meaningful
outcomes that benefit the whole community
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1.

2'

Apologies Nga Whakapaha

Apologies will be recorded at the meeting.

Election of a Chairperson Te Whakatu Poumua
At the start of the meeting, a Chairperson will be elected.

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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4. Future of Lichfield Street Carpark
Reference Te Tohutoro: 26/206721

Responsible Officer(s) Te

Pou Matua: Bruce Rendall, Head of Facilities and Property

Accountable ELT Anne Columbus, General Manager Corporate Services/Chief People
Member Pouwhakarae:  Officer

1. Purpose and Origin of the Report Te Putake Pirongo

1.1 The purpose of this report is to provide background information to the hearings panel
considering the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark. This includes background
information about the carpark and consultation on its future, a summary of submissions
and preliminary analysis of the themes raised in the submissions

1.2 Onthe4 June 2025 the Council instructed staff to obtain the views of stakeholders and
the public on the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark Building. In response staff
undertook a consultation process in November and December 2025. This report
originated from the earlier Council decision.

1.3 Asthe submitters are still to be heard, the report does not contain recommendations on
the substantive matters before the panel. These will be provided following consideration
of the matters raised in the hearings.

2. Officer Recommendations Nga Tutohu
That the Hearings Panel:

1. Receives the information in the Future of Lichfield Street Carpark Report.

2. Notes that the decision in this report is assessed as medium significance based on the
Christchurch City Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy.

3. Notes that substantive recommendations will follow once staff have heard the matters raised
by submitters.

3. Executive Summary Te Whakarapopoto Matua

3.1 Thisreport provides the Hearings Panel with essential background and analysis to inform
a decision regarding the future of the Council-owned Lichfield Street Carpark.

3.2 Rebuiltin 2016-2017 to support the central city’s post-earthquake recovery, the facility
currently generates a $1.5 million annual operating surplus but delivers only a 3% return
on capital. Because the building is not classified as a strategic asset, this return falls
below the expectations set by Council investment policies. Consequently, the Council is
evaluating three potential pathways: retaining the asset under a new model to improve
financial performance, maintaining the status quo, or selling the carpark to "recycle"
capital into higher-priority infrastructure or debt reduction.

3.3 Public consultation conducted in late 2025 drew 1,244 submissions, revealing a strong
preference for continued Council ownership. Approximately 74% of submitters support
retaining the carpark while changing the operating model, whereas 16% favour a sale.

3.4 Theanalysis identifies a significant tension between the community’s expectation for
low-cost parking and pressures for improved financial performance. Following the
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scheduled hearings, staff will provide further information for the Panel to develop
recommendations whether the Council should retain, modify, or divest the asset to best
align with city-wide objectives

4, Community Impacts and Views
4,1 Consultation started on 10 November and ran until 7 December 2025.

4.2 Project details including links to the Korero mai | Let’s Talk webpage were advertised via:

e Anemail sent to key stakeholders, including local businesses, tenants and the
Central City Business Association.

e  Posts on the council Facebook page which reached over 96,000 people on 10
November and 18,000 people on 1 December.

e Anewsline story published on 10 November.

e Alinkto the consultation at the conclusion of the Life in Christchurch Transport
Survey, which was in field at approximately the same time.

e Signs at the pay stations and lifts of Lichfield Carpark.

e  Flyers were distributed by students conducting the residents’ survey in the car park
during the period that the consultation was open.

4.3  The Korero mai | Let’s Talk page had 2,799 views throughout the consultation period.

4.4  Staff met with Ballantynes on 4 December to discuss the consultation.

Summary of Submissions Nga Tapaetanga

4.5 Submissions were made by five organisations/businesses and 1240 individuals. All
submissions are available on our Korero mai webpage.

4.6  Submitters were asked to provide feedback on two options for the future of Lichfield
Carpark:

Option 1: Retain and change: Council retains ownership of the carpark but changes the
operating model to improve financial performance.

Option 2: Sell: Council would sell the asset and reallocate the funds to invest in other
infrastructure or community assets, or pay down debt.

4.7 Atotal of 1,122 submitters indicated a preference, while 123 did not. Of those who stated
a preference, 925 submitters (74%) preferred that the Council retain the carpark and
change the operating model, while 197 submitters (16%) preferred that the Council sell
the carpark and reallocate the funds elsewhere.
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Which option do you prefer? gﬁm‘:{e‘i % of Submitters
Not Stated 123 10%
Retain the carpark and change the operating model 925 74%
Sell the carpark 197 16%
4.8 Afull analysis of submissions is available in Attachment A.

5. Background/Context Te Horopaki

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

The Lichfield Street Carpark Building is a Council-owned facility at 33 Lichfield Street that
was rebuilt in 2016-2017 following demolition of the original 1960s structure damaged in
the Canterbury earthquakes. The replacement building was developed to support the
central city rebuild by providing short-stay off-street parking for shoppers and visitors,
particularly within the core retail area. The facility continues to operate on this basis and
includes several ground-floor commercial tenancies.

During the 2024/25 Annual Plan process the Council requested a report on options for the
future of the carpark. This report, which was considered by the Council in June 2025,
raised issues including whether the carpark remains the best use of Council capital,
whether it aligns with current policy, and whether continued ownership is justified given
the maturity of the central city rebuild and the availability of privately owned parking
nearby (see Attachment 3).

The report found that the carpark is performing its original role and supports access to
central city retail, hospitality, and entertainment activities. Average peak occupancy has
increased over recent years but remains below the 85 per cent target set in the Central
City Parking Policy. Similar parking options are widely available in the surrounding area,
largely provided by the private sector.

From a financial perspective, the building generates an operating surplus but only
delivers a return of around 3 per cent on the capital invested. This level of return is below
what Council policy expects for non-strategic, income-earning assets. While the asset has
a high book value and may appreciate over time, it is underperforming compared with
alternative uses of Council capital and is exposed to future risks such as rising
maintenance costs and changing transport patterns.

The policy assessment concluded that off-street parking buildings are not considered
strategic assets. Council policy is largely neutral on ownership, provided parking
objectives are met efficiently. The report noted that Council’s role in directly owning
parking facilities has reduced over time and that private operators now meet most
central city parking demand.

Several options for the future of the facility were identified. These included retaining the
carpark with changes to the operating model to improve financial performance, recycling
the capital through sale of the land and building, or first seeking further information by
consulting the community and stakeholders (At the time of the earlier report, Council had
not undertaken consultation on the future of this specific facility).

Item No.: 4
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5.7 The preferred option adopted by Council was to “learn more” by undertaking
consultation. Council resolved in June 2025 to seek the views of stakeholders and the
wider public before making any final decision on ownership or operation.

5.8 The following related memos/information were circulated to the meeting members:

Date Subject
Nil

5.9 Thefollowing related information session/workshops have taken place for the members
of the meeting:

Date \ Subject
Nil

Options Considered Nga Kowhiringa Whaiwhakaaro

5.10 The following reasonably practicable options were considered and are assessed in this
report:

5.10.1Retain the carpark and make changes to improve financial performance.
5.10.2 Retain the carpark with no changes.
5.10.3 Dispose of the carpark and recycle capital into other council uses.

5.11 No preferred option has been identified as this time. The hearings may reveal further
community views, so it is premature to identify a preferred option.

Options Descriptions Nga Kowhiringa
5.12 Option 1 - Retain the carpark and make changes to improve financial performance.

5.12.10ption Description: Under this option, the Council would retain ownership of the
facility but implement a new operating model designed to achieve a commercial return
on the asset. Potential changes could include outsourcing management to a
professional carpark operator, leasing the entire building to a third party, or changing
fees, parking mix and delivery arrangements to optimize revenue and reduce costs. This
approach seeks to balance the Council’s role as a service provider with its policy
requirement to act as a prudent manager of non-strategic assets.

5.12.20ption Advantages

e Maintains the perception that Council has an ability to influence central city
parking supply and market pricing. Pricing is currently towards the lower end of
central city carpark building prices but is not the lowest (for a 2-hour representative
session)

e  Aligns with the preference of 74% of submitters who supported retaining the asset
under a revised model.

e  Ensuresthat parking profits are reinvested locally for community benefit.

e  Preserves an asset that may see increased demand as major facilities open.
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5.12.30ption Disadvantages

e  Council continues to carry the commercial and downside risk associated with a
fluctuating parking market and future demand uncertainty.

e Ashift toward a more commercial operating model may create a tension between
the goal of improving financial performance revenue and the community’s desire
for low parking rates.

5.12.4Considerations to option post consultation:

e  Pricing Sensitivity: Submissions indicate that the impact on parking charges is the
single most important factor for those supporting retention (72%). There is an
assumption among submitters that prices can remain low even while the Council
seeks to improve financial returns — this is unlikely to be possible.

e Operational Trade-offs: Changes intended to improve financial performance could
include raising fees, offering more longer-term car parking and/or reducing costs.
Any changes must be carefully managed to ensure they do not have unintentional
impacts.

5.13 Option 2 - Retain the carpark with no changes (Status Quo).

5.13.1 Option Description: This option involves maintaining the current status quo, where
the facility is owned by the Council and managed internally by the Transport Unit
primarily for casual, short-stay use. The existing pricing structure and operational
approach would remain in place. This serves as a baseline for comparing alternative
strategies and acknowledges the facility's current role in supporting the central city
retail precinct.

5.13.20ption Advantages
e  Provides continuity and certainty for existing users, local businesses, and tenants.

e Avoids the potential disruption and administrative costs associated with changing
management models or divesting the asset.

e  Maintains existing Council control over the facility.
5.13.30ption Disadvantages

e  Failsto address the current financial underperformance (3% return), which is
inconsistent with Council’s policy for non-strategic assets.

e Does not respond to the opportunity to release capital for higher-priority Council
projects or debt reduction.

5.13.4Considerations to option post consultation:

e Strategic Alignment: While the carpark has met its initial objective of supporting
the post-earthquake rebuild, it is not formally classified as a strategic asset.
Continuing with no changes may be seen as a passive approach to asset
management that ignores the competitive nature of the central city parking
market, and Christchurch’s evolving needs.

5.14 Option 3 - Dispose of the carpark and recycle capital into other Council uses.

5.14.10ption Description: Under this option, the Council would divest the carpark and
"recycle" the resulting capital into other core priorities, such as paying down debt or
funding higher-priority infrastructure projects. Responsibility for the operation and
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future of the building would transfer to a private purchaser. Existing ground-floor retail
tenancies would be protected under their current lease terms.

5.14.2 Option Advantages

e  Releases capital for reinvestment in activities that provide a higher social and / or
financial return to the city.

e Transfers the commercial risk and the burden of managing future market
uncertainty (such as mode shifts) to the private sector.

e Aligns with the Council's policy of being "agnostic" on ownership if the primary
objective of providing parking is being met by the private sector.

5.14.30ption Disadvantages
e Removes a Council lever for influencing central city parking competition.

e Directly contradicts the dominant public sentiment, with only 16% of submitters
supporting a sale.

e Lossof along-term revenue stream that currently provides a $1.5 million annual
operating surplus. This may be offset through better return from using the
proceeds to pay down debt or investing in higher priority infrastructure.

5.14.4Considerations to option post consultation:

e  Market Perception: Many submitters expressed strong concerns that a sale would
lead to "price gouging" and a monopoly-like environment for private operators
(noting that ownership of carpark buildings is not concentrated).

e  Speculative Demand: While supporters of retention treat future parking demand
growth as a certainty, counterfactual analysis suggests that demand is exposed to
significant risks from private investment, climate policy, remote work patterns, and
public transport investment. A private owner may be better equipped to manage
this inherent volatility.

Analysis Criteria Nga Paearu Wetekina

5.15 The following criteria have guided the analysis in this report. Criteria are based on
feedback from the community as well as Council’s statutory decision-making
requirements:

5.15.1 Impact on Parking Prices and Short-Term Parking Supply: This criterion considers
the extent to which the option may affect parking fees at the Lichfield Street Carpark,
and parking prices more broadly across the central city. It also assesses any
potential changes to the availability of short-term parking spaces, particularly those
used by visitors, shoppers, and people accessing services. The analysis examines
whether the option is likely to increase, reduce, or maintain current price levels and
short-stay capacity, and the implications of any change.

5.15.2 Demand: This criterion assesses how well the option responds to current and future
demand for parking. It considers changes in travel behaviour, and wider transport
trends such as increased use of public and active transport. The analysis considers
whether the option is resilient to future growth pressures and aligns with anticipated
demand over time.

5.15.3  Business Impacts: This criterion evaluates the potential effects of the option on
local businesses and overall economic activity in the city. Consideration is given to
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how changes in parking ownership, pricing, or short-term park availability may
influence customer access, foot traffic, and the attractiveness of the city for retail,
hospitality, and service-based businesses. Both positive and adverse impacts are
considered.

5.15.4  Accessibility: This criterion considers the impact of the option on accessibility to the
city, particularly for people with disabilities, reduced mobility, or other access needs.
The analysis assesses whether accessibility would be improved, maintained, or
potentially reduced, and identifies any risks associated with changes to parking
layout, pricing, or management that could affect equitable access.

5.15.5 Financial Implications: This criterion examines the financial consequences of the
option for the Council. It considers potential capital release, ongoing revenue
streams, operating costs, and the anticipated payback period where relevant. The
assessment also identifies financial risks, including exposure to market changes,
long-term revenue uncertainty, and implications for Council’s overall financial
position.

5.15.6  Policy Alignment: This criterion assesses whether the option is consistent with
existing Council policies, strategies, and plans. Where inconsistencies are identified,
the analysis considers the significance of those differences and whether adopting the
option would require changes to current policy settings or signal a shift in Council
direction.

5.15.7 Community Views and Preferences: This criterion considers known community
views, expectations, and preferences in relation to parking, access to the city, and
Council asset management. The analysis draws heavily on, but is not limited to,
submissions and the feedback obtained through this hearing.

5.16 The options analysis is attached as Attachment 2.

6. Financial Implications Nga Hiraunga Rauemi

Capex/Opex Nga Utu Whakahaere

Option 1 -Retain and Option 2 - Retain No Option 3 - Dispose
Change Option change

Cost to Implement This modelis likely to Nil This model will result in
involve gradually capital release that,
increasing fees, long depending on the
term lease of quantum and use of the
underutilised capacity revenue, may reduce
and reduction of some Council’s ongoing
costs (e.g. security). costs. A full financial
Overall, this will model has not yet
increase the surplus prepared currently.
generated from the
building, albeit a full The cost of
model has not been implementation will be
prepared at this time. minor and managed

through existing
The cost of budgets.
implementation will be
minor and managed

Item 4

[tem No.: 4 Page 11



Hearings Panel
20 February 2026

Christchurch
City Council -

through existing
budgets.

Maintenance/Ongoing
Costs

Security costs will be
reduced

No change

Operating and
financing costs will be
reduced, albeit this will
be offset by reduced
revenue

Funding Source

Existing budgets

Existing budgets

Existing budget

Funding Availability

No additional funding
is required

No additional funding
is required

No additional funding
is required

Impact on Rates

Potential minor
reduction in need for
future rates increases

Has no impact

Potential minor

reduction in need for
future rates increases
depending on the use

of revenue.

7. Considerations Nga Whai Whakaaro

7.1 Risks and Mitigations Nga Morearea me nga Whakamatautau Risk Assessment One
PagerRisk Management Policy. Option 1: Retain the carpark and make changes to
improve financial performance - This option retains Council ownership but aims to
improve the current return on investment through a more commercial operating model.

7.1.1 Risks

e Demand Volatility: Improving financial performance relies on consistent
occupancy. However, future demand is exposed to significant uncertainty from

7.1.2

climate change policies, private sector investment in carpark buildings, increased
public transport investment, shifting work patterns, and the impact of fee changes,
which could leave the Council holding an underperforming asset despite
management changes.

Operational Tension (Revenue vs. Accessibility): A shift toward a "service before
profit" model as requested by some submitters may conflict with the goal of
achieving a commercial return. Price increases aimed at boosting revenue could
deter short-stay shoppers, inadvertently driving retail activity toward suburban
malls with free parking. Similarly, long stay use of underutilised capacity could
reduce ability to deal with short term demand on peak occasions

Management Execution and Capability: Implementing a complex, commercially
agile operating model within a local government framework can be challenging.
There is a risk that the Council lacks the specialized expertise or agility of a private
parking operator, leading to sub-optimal revenue optimization or higher
operational overheads.

Suggested Mitigations

Professional Management Agreement: Outsource the daily operationto a
specialized third-party provider under a performance-based contract that
prioritizes both revenue targets and short-stay availability KPIs.

Item No.: 4
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7.2 Option 2: Retain the carpark with no changes (Status Quo) - This option maintains the
status quo of internal management and current pricing, primarily focusing on supporting
central city retail through affordable parking.

7.2.1

7.2.2

Risks

Financial Opportunity Cost and Underperformance: Retaining an asset that
provides only a 3% return is an inefficient use of ratepayer capital when compared
to the cost of Council debt or the potential social return of other capital projects.
Additionally, one of the directions of current reform is to encourage councils to use
more user pays funding, reducing the need for rate increases. Retainingthe
carpark without changes is inconsistent with this direction, benefiting users at the
expense of ratepayers.

Mitigation

Efficiency Benchmarking: Conduct annual benchmarking of operational costs
against private sector peers to ensure internal management remains as cost-
effective as possible.

7.3 Option 3: Dispose of the carpark and recycle capital into other Council uses - This
option involves the sale of the asset to the private sector, with the revenue reinvested
into higher-priority Council activities.

7.3.1

7.3.2

7.4

Risks

Loss of Pricing Influence: Divesting the Council's most significant parking asset
removes its ability to exert downward pressure on city-wide parking fees. A private
owner may prioritize high-margin long-term commuters over short-stay shoppers,
potentially leading to "price gouging" that harms the central city retail sector.

Public and Reputational Backlash: With 74% of submitters favouring retention, a
sale may be perceived as a "short-term cash grab" that ignores community
sentiment, potentially eroding public trust in Council’s long-term stewardship of
city infrastructure.

Mitigations

Protective Covenants: Include specific conditions in the Sale and Purchase
Agreement, such as a "short stay only" requirement for a set number of levels or a
cap on price increases for an initial transition period. This will almost certainly
impact on price.

Transparent Capital Recycling: Clearly identify the specific projects (e.g., debt
reduction or high-priority infrastructure) that the sale proceeds will fund,
demonstrating a direct benefit to ratepayers that outweighs the loss of the asset.

Independent Valuation and Competitive Process: Ensure a robust, open-market
sale process informed by current independent valuations to avoid the risk of
"underselling" a long-term revenue-generating asset.

Legal Considerations Nga Hiraunga a-Ture Statutory and/or delegated authority to
undertake proposals in the report:

7.4.1 The Council has the statutory authority to engage on the future of this facility, recycle

7.5

capital through the sale of the facility, or make changes to operating model.

Other Legal Implications:

Item No.: 4
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7.5.1 There are minor legal implications (e.g. related to rights associated with adjacent

7.6

buildings and laneways) that do not impact on the decision before the Panel.

Strategy and Policy Considerations Te Whai Kaupapa here Report Template
Guidance NotesThe required decision:

7.6.1 Aligns with the Christchurch City Council’s Strategic Framework.

7.6.2 isassessed as medium significance based on the Christchurch City Council’s

Significance and Engagement Policy. The level of significance was determined by
consideration of the level of interest in the decision, the financial impact, and the
limited ability to reverse decisions for some options.

7.6.3 is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies. <enter text>.

7.7

This report does not support the Council's Long Term Plan (2024 - 2034).

Policy Considerations

7.8

7.9

The Central City Recovery Plan (2014) included an aspiration to have car parking
buildings in the central city core. The plan indicates that parking “will be managed to
support and complement activities, land use and transport networks. The emphasis will
be on providing short term, on- and off-street parking close to the Core for shoppers and
business visitors.”

The Cost Share Agreement 2013 between the Crown and Council addressed the need to
replace the previous building (amongst others), funding delivery responsibility,
ownership and operating liability. Responsibility for ownership and future operations as
identified as “CCC / Private sector” suggesting that the Council was agnostic about
ownership.

7.10 The Central City Parking Policy 2021 has a goal of promoting 85 per cent occupancy of

parking spaces in the central city at peak times. This has been implemented as a target of
less than or equal to 85% occupancy at peak times.

7.10.1 Otherrelevant goalsin the Policy are to support greenhouse gas emissions reduction

targets and support high-amenity off-street parking that makes efficient use of
space.

7.10.2  One specific policy is relevant to the matter at hand. Policy 7 states that “[the

Council] will not generally provide additional off-street parking”. The supporting
text indicates that the Council does not wish to undermine the feasibility of
commercial car parking buildings, and that the Council can provide certainty to
investors by not providing further off street carparking.

7.11 The Investment Policy 2024 provides guidance on reviewing ownership of property. It

contains a list of reasons why the Council might invest including:

7.11.1  For strategic purposes consistent with our LTP;

7.11.2 Toreduce the current ratepayer burden;

7.11.3 The retention of vested land;

7.11.4 Holding short-term investments for working capital requirements and liquidity

Mmanagement;

7.11.5 Holdinginvestments that are necessary to carry out our operations consistent with

an Annual Plan, to implement strategic initiatives, or to support inter-generational
allocations;

Item No.: 4
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7.11.6  Holding assets (such as property) for commercial returns;

7.11.7  Providing ready cash in the event of a natural disaster, the use of which is intended
to bridge the gap between the disaster and the reinstatement of normal income
streams and assets;

7.11.8  Investing amounts allocated to accumulated surplus, Council created restricted
reserves and general reserves;

7.11.9 Investing proceeds from the sale of assets.

7.12 For property investments the Policy requires assessment of benefits beyond financial
returns, and comparison with other arrangements that could deliver similar results.

7.13 The Significance and Engagement Policy 2019 identifies strategic assets which are those
used to “achieve or promote outcomes that [The Council] believes are important to the
current or future well-being of the community”. Off-street carparking assets are not
listed as strategic assets.

7.14 Insummary, it appears that the Council’s policy position has been to support the rebuild
of the Central City, particularly through providing short-term off-street parking for
shoppers and visitors. The Council appears to be agnostic on ownership if the objectives
are being met efficiently. It does not see that the provision of off-street carparking
buildings is a strategic activity or priority.

Impact on Mana Whenua Nga Whai Take Mana Whenua

7.15 The decision does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land, a body of
water or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically
impact Mana Whenua, their culture, and traditions.

7.16 The decision does not impact a matter of interest to Mana Whenua and will not impact on
our agreed partnership priorities with Nga Papatipu Runanga.

7.17 The decision at hand, has no bearing on Council's relationship with Mana Whenua as the
land is not a site of significance, nor would the land be used in a manner which affects
existing environmental uses or raises new resource concerns.

Climate Change Impact Considerations Nga Whai Whakaaro ma te Ahuarangi

7.18 The proposals in this report are unlikely to contribute significantly to adaptation to the
impacts of climate change or emissions reductions.

7.19 If the Council elects to retain the Lichfield St Car Park building, the existing use will
continue and there will be no positive or negative impact on climate change. If the
Council elects to list the facility for sale, the current use will likely continue and there will
be no positive or negative impact on climate change.:

Other Information

7.20 Ownership and Operation of Central City Car park buildings: There was commentary in
submission about the ownership and operation of central city car parks. The following
information may be useful to decision makers:

[tem No.: 4 Page 15

Item 4



Hearings Panel Christchurch
20 February 2026 City Council &%
Car park Owner Operator
152-158 Hereford St 152 Hereford Limited (Tim Glasson & Warren | Wilsons
Building Bell)
33 Lichfield St CcC Ccc
Christchurch Art CccC Cccc
Gallery
East Frame Car park Lichfield Holdings Limited (Hunt Family) Wilsons
Innovation Carpark MP Innovation Limited Partnership Inpark
(cnr Madras St/
MacKersy Property, a New Zealand owned
Lichfield St) ( Y TopeTty, atiew "
property company)
The Crossing A B Investments Limited (Carter Family) Wilsons
The Terrace The Terrace Carpark Limited (Gough Family) [ Wilsons
The West End Ngai Tahu Wilsons
Tu Waka Waipapa Ngai Tahu Wilsons

8. Next Steps Nga Mahinga a-muri

8.1 Following the hearings, the panel will prepare a recommendation to the Council.
Attachments Nga Tapirihanga
No. Title Reference Page
28 | Lichfield Carpark Submissions Full Analysis January 2026 26/211999 17
28 | Attachment 2: Option Analysis 26/233044 41
_ Attachment 3: Council Lichfield St Carpark Building - Future 25/332460 43
Strategy 4 June 2025 Report

Signatories Nga Kaiwaitohu

Authors

Bruce Rendall - Head of Facilities & Property
Aimee Martin - Senior Research Analyst

Luke Rees-Thomas - Property Consultant
Krystle Anderson - Senior Engagement Advisor

Approved By

Bruce Rendall - Head of Facilities & Property
Brent Smith - General Manager City Infrastructure

Item No.: 4

Page 16

Item 4


BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_ExternalAttachments/BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_Attachment_50276_1.PDF
BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_ExternalAttachments/BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_Attachment_50276_2.PDF
BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_ExternalAttachments/BLHP_20260220_AGN_11548_AT_Attachment_50276_3.PDF

Hearings Panel
20 February 2026

Christchurch
City Council ==

Future of Lichfield Carpark

Summary of Submissions

January 2026

Christchurch
City Council s
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Key Messages

Feedback from submitters indicated a clear preference for retaining the Lichfield carpark in public
ownership rather than selling it. Of those who expressed a view, 74% supported retaining the
carpark with changes to its operating model, compared with 16% who supported a sale. This
majority view was consistent across all age groups and wards, although support for retaining the
carpark softened slightly with age.

Submitters who supported retaining the carpark commonly expressed concerns that a sale would
result in higher parking prices, reduced access, and increased market power for private parking
operators in the central city. Many viewed the carpark as an important tool for maintaining
competitive parking prices in the central city and valued the assurance that parking revenues were
reinvested locally rather than extracted as private profit.

A number of submitters also believed that parking demand would increase over time due to
central-city growth, higher-density residential development, and new major facilities. These
submitters considered the carpark to be a strategically valuable asset with increasing future
importance.

Submitters who supported selling the carpark generally placed less weight on future parking
demand. Instead, they emphasised the opportunity to release capital for reinvestment, particularly
to reduce debt or fund other council priorities such as infrastructure or transport improvements.
From this viewpoint, selling the carpark was seen as a way to better allocate limited capital to
higher-priority outcomes.

When considering the carpark’s future, submitters most commonly identified parking charges,
availability of short-term parking, future demand, impacts on local businesses, and accessibility
for people with disabilities as important factors for the Council to consider when making a
decision.

Financial implications for the Council and ratepayers were particularly important for those
supporting a sale, while those favouring retention placed greater weight on pricing impacts,
accessibility, and broader economic impacts for the central city.

Overall, the feedback reflected opposing views shaped by differing perspectives on whether the
carpark should be treated as a strategic asset, as well as differing priorities. Submitters presented a
range of views on how best to balance financial, accessibility, economic, and strategic
considerations.
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About the Consultation

Consultation started on 10 November and ran until 7 December 2025.

Project details including links to the Korero mai | Let’s Talk webpage were advertised via:

e Anemail sent to key stakeholders, including local businesses, tenants and the Central City
Business Association.

e Postson the council Facebook page which reached over 96,000 people on 10 November
and 18,000 people on 1 December.

e Anewsline story published on 10 November.

e Alink to the consultation was provided at the conclusion of the Life in Christchurch
Transport Survey, which was in field at approximately the same time.

e Signs at the pay stations and lifts of Lichfield Carpark.

e Fliers were distributed by students conducting the residents’ survey in the car park during
the period that the consultation was open.

The Korero mai| Let’s Talk page had 2,799 views throughout the consultation period.

Staff met with Ballantynes on 4 December to discuss the consultation.
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How to use this report

The purpose of this report is not to provide analysis on everything that submitters commented on, but
rather to provide a summary of key topics and issues identified by submitters and responses to the
specific questions we asked.

The analysis is based on the opinions of submitters, whether they are factually correct or not.
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Who did we hear from?

Number of submitters by community board

Community Board

Te Pataka o Rakaihautl Banks Peninsula
Waitai Coastal-Burwood-Linwood
Waipuna Halswell-Hornby-Riccarton
Waimaero Fendalton-Waimairi-Harewood
Waipapa Papanui-Innes-Central

Waihoro Spreydon-Cashmere-Heathcote

Number of submitters by ward

Ward
Banks Peninsula
Burwood
Cashmere
Central
Coastal
Fendalton
Halswell
Harewood
Heathcote
Hornby
Innes
Linwood
Papanui
Riccarton
Spreydon

Waimairi

Number of Submitters

37

201

178

230

221

329

Number of Submitters

37

69

132

78

63

60

118

60

107

38

95

69

48

74

90

58

% of Submitters

3%

16%

14%

18%

18%

26%

% of Submitters

3%

6%

11%

6%

5%

5%

9%

5%

9%

3%

8%

6%

4%

6%

%

5%

Item No.: 4

Page 21

Item 4

Attachment A



Hearings Panel
20 February 2026

Christchurch

City Council ==

Number of submitters from outside of Christchurch

Location

Selwyn
Waimakariri
Hurunui

Outside Canterbury

Uncategorised

Number of Submitters

27

21

Number of submissions from individuals and organisations

Submitter Type
Individuals

Organisations

Number of Submitters
1,239

6

% of Submitters

2.2%

1.7%

0.2%

0.1%

0.2%

% of Submitters

99.5%

0.5%
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Number of Submitters by Age

Age Number of Submitters % of Submitters
Not Stated 8 1%
Under 18 years 1 0.1%

18 - 24 years 32 3%

25 - 34 years 198 16%
35-49years 280 22%

50 - 64 years 297 24%

65 years and over 429 34%

Number of Submitters by Gender

Gender Number of Submitters % of Submitters
Not Stated 21 2%
Male 630 51%
Female 580 47%
Non-binary / another gender 14 1%

Number of Submitters by Ethnicity

Ethnicity Number of Submitters % of Submitters
NZ European 1,054 85%
Maori 65 5%
Pacific Peoples 11 1%
Asian 41 3%
Middle Eastern, Latin American & African 21 2%
Other European 82 7%
Other 89 7%
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Number of Submitters by Disability Status

Difficulty with seeing, hearing, walking
or climbing stairs, concentrating, self- Number of Submitters
care, or communicating*

Not Stated 46
No difficulty with any of these 896
Some difficulty with one or more of these 260
A lot of difficulty with one or more of these 38
Cannot do one or more of these at all 5

% of Submitters

4%
72%
21%

3%

0.4%

*This question is based on the Washington Group Short Set, a brief set of six questions used internationally to

identify functional difficulties associated with disability.
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Which option did submitters prefer?
Submitters were asked to provide feedback on two options for the future of Lichfield Carpark:

Option 1: Retain and change
Council retains ownership of the carpark but change the operating model to improve financial
performance.

Option 2: Sell
Council would sell the asset and reallocate the funds to invest in other infrastructure or community
assets, or pay down debt.

Atotal of 1,122 submitters indicated a preference, while 123 did not. Of those who stated a
preference, 925 submitters (74%) preferred that the Council retain the carpark and change the
operating model, while 197 submitters (16%) preferred that the Council sell the carpark and
reallocate the funds elsewhere.

Number of

. . o o .
Which option do you prefer? Submitters % of Submitters
Not Stated 123 10%
Retain the carpark and change the operating model 925 74%
Sell the carpark 197 16%

Age

Retaining the carpark was the majority preference across all age cohorts. Respondents aged 49
years and under had a clear preference for retaining the carpark, which gently softens with age,
and the inclination to sell becomes slightly more common in older cohorts.

Age Retain the carpark Sell the carpark
Under 18 years 100% 0%
18 - 24 years 86% 14%
25 -34years 94% 6%
35-49years 94% 6%
50 - 64 years 81% 19%
65 - 79 years 2% 28%
80 years and over 58% 42%
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Ward

Across all wards, retaining the carpark was the majority view. Submitters from the Spreydon (80%
retain), Coastal (84% retain), and Halswell (82% retain) wards tended to show a stronger
preference for retaining the carpark. In contrast, submitters from Fendalton (35% sell), Papanui
(25% sell), and Waimairi (22% sell) wards expressed comparatively higher support for selling,

though even in these wards most submitters still preferred to retain the carpark.

Ward

Banks Peninsula
Burwood
Cashmere
Central
Coastal
Fendalton
Halswell
Harewood
Heathcote
Hornby
Innes
Linwood
Papanui
Riccarton
Spreydon

Waimairi

Retain the carpark

76%

67%

80%

79%

84%

60%

82%

2%

67%

79%

68%

67%

69%

74%

80%

69%

Sell the carpark

22%

17%

14%

10%

10%

35%

10%

15%

20%

16%

21%

13%

25%

14%

8%

22%

Not Stated

3%

16%

5%

10%

6%

5%

8%

13%

13%

5%

11%

20%

6%

12%

12%

9%
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Why do you prefer this option?

Submitters were asked to provide feedback on their preferred option. Submitters provided a range
of feedback on both options, the key themes from which are summarised below.

Retain the carpark and change the operating model
Influence on the broader market

There was a significant level of concern from submitters who supported retaining the carpark
about the broader impacts on the central city cark parking market if Council decided to sell the
carpark. They expressed concern that selling the carpark would increase the cost of using the
facility, reducing central city accessibility for many current users of the carpark.

They also noted that the sale would remove an important market lever for the Council, limiting its
ability to encourage competitive parking rates in the central city. In their view, this could negatively
affect overall visitation. In some instances, submitters highlighted that the market in the central
city is already dominated by a limited number of operators and felt that limiting this any further
would be detrimental.

Submission Examples

“This car park is the only reason | still come into the city centre. The council needs to keep control and
influence over parking prices in the city centre. Other cities that have lost council own carparks have
seen increases in parking cost and the loss local visiting the city centre.”

“The car park is already making a profit and with some changes to the operating model this could be a
bigger profit which can then be invested in other infrastructure/assets. | would also like the council to
have influence over the parking prices in the city centre.”

“There is a proliferation of private carparks within the CBD and | would like council to retain a level of
control over central city parking (Id consider this building to offset reduced on street parking as a result
of greater pedestrianisation of the CBD). | would like to avoid the city’s carpark options being controlled
by one or two private entities, given how often this results in monopolies in NZ, to the detriment of the
consumer.”

“The council then retains control of how it is operated. Parking is going to be a continual issue in the city
in the coming years and its important that the council is positioned appropriately to provide solutions or
control of how we use the city.”

“With the assurance that the Lichfield Site will be preserved as a carpark, the new owners will be able to
gouge prices, because there isn't enough competition in the city (it's pretty much all Wilsons), there aren't
enough parking spaces (people will pay because they have no choice), and the public transport network
is not efficient, reliable, or accessible enough to be a realistic option for most. Private parking providers
are predatory, and have been for a long time, all across New Zealand.”

“Selling takes away the opportunity to manage pricing. Parking is a big issue on getting into the central
city for events (revitalising the central city). Expensive private parking discourages people going into the
central city. Keeping this allows the council to provide pricing pressure on other commercial operators, if
it wants to, and at specific times to keep the central city attractive place to travel, park and go to events)”
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Preference for public ownership and reinvestment of profit in the community

For many submitters, maintaining the availability of a publicly owned parking option was an
important priority. Generally, these submitters expressed a preference for their parking fees to be
reinvested into the community or used to support local infrastructure improvements, rather than
contributing to the profits of a private entity or overseas company.

These submitters also emphasised the importance of retaining the ability to choose a publicly
owned parking option. Several noted that if this choice were removed, they would be less inclined
to visit the central city and may instead take their business elsewhere.

Submission Examples

“The carpark is making money. The fact that the profit is lower than other council assets is irrelevant. It is
a social service and any money it makes is better in the hands of the council ... and can be used for the
betterment of the city.”

“I like having an alternative to ... parking companies. | enjoy paying for parking in the Lichfield building
as it feeling like putting money directly back into the city.”

“The private car park owners are absolutely terrible and not concerned at all with the interests of
Christchurch residents. | deliberately choose to use the Lichfield car parking building any time I'm parking
int he central city specifically because it is CCC owned.”

“I have few alternatives for parking that are not owned or run by ..., whose practices | do not want to
support. If there is no parking | can use that is not funding ..., | will absolutely be put off from going into
the central city.”

“Selling is a one off injection and then it’s gone. | want the council to earn the money not a private
company - and it’s also a really great location for a car park for older adults ( my 91 yr old mum), | would
hate to see it redeveloped into something else. If there was a clear option for investing the money in
something with a better return then maybe | would favour but the council is not offering a better
investment or return option, and the risk is it is just lost into operating costs. Central city land will always
be valuable.”

“Itis already making a surplus of 1.5million, with every day that passes, the CBD is filling up, more people
are living and visiting town, and with the new stadium coming online, it is clear demand will grow,
making it more profitable. Selling it to fund community projects will not provide a return on investment, it
is very short sighted to sell. This also provides competition to the parking, | prefer to use CCC car parks
from any foreign owned car parks (Wilsons) and | know the money is going back into council.”

“I prefer that the money from the carpark goes to local spending (i.e. supports the council) instead of
offshore investors such as ...., who already nearly have a monopoly on our parking buildings.”

“Current non council parking enforcement companies are hiking prices due to lack of competition. I'd
rather not go into town than parkin a .... building.”

Item No.: 4

Page 28

Item 4

Attachment A



Hearings Panel
20 February 2026

Christchurch
City Council ==

Future growth in parking demand and long term value

Submitters provided a range of feedback on the options in the context of the future needs, uses,
and potential gains for the city. Across these submissions there was a strong and consistent
agreement that the Lichfield Street Carpark is likely to provide future value to Christchurch,
economically, socially, and strategically.

In a number of cases submitters consider that parking demand in the central city is likely to
increase, driven by the opening of the One New Zealand Stadium, continued population growth,
and the ongoing development of high-density housing that often doesn’t include car parking.
Several also questioned the timing of this decision, noting that a number of major civic and anchor
projects are about to come online. They suggested that the Council should first assess how these
developments will collectively affect demand for the carpark before proceeding. Other submitters
noted that selling the carpark might offer a short-term financial boost for the Council but argued
that retaining it could deliver greater long-term benefits if parking demand does in fact increase.

Submission Examples

“Given the scope and number of proposed new developments, it seems very short sighted to consider
selling it. Even if, at some future date, the need for parking lessens, it would remain a valuable asset for
the council”

“It is profitable and could be made more profitable. With the One Stadium and Parakiore opening soon,
Court Theatre opened this year and more restaurants, bars and hotels opening in the central city I think it
is too soon to consider selling this asset. The rate of use could increase significantly.”

“This is a city asset which is a long term revenue generator at a time when the CBD is infilling and
populating, feeding more demand for this asset. We only use CCC parking as it provides money to our
communities and not overpriced outside competition. With the development of the stadium and city
events, council owned assets can only benefit our city. The sale will only provide short term gains where
long term ownership provides a greater asset, ability to provide a competitive parking market and
continue to provide ongoing local employment and funding for the city.”

“$1.5 million is still a significant amount of money to be added to the Councils financial position.
Depending on who you sell to, it would give them a stranglehold. With the stadium opening soon this
carpark will get even more use and make more money.”

“Itis simple, once you sell an asset, any return you get from that asset is gone forever, but every year that
asset will actually improve in overall value and while council owns public parking it allows it to have a
certain level of control over how much private car parks with in the city charge. Also, with the opening of
the New Stadium in the very near future it is a no brainer that this carpark will be utilised by many who
attend an event at the stadium meaning guaranteed income.”

“Retaining profit making assets is beneficial, there is never going to be enough money in the future to buy
back large assets like this. There is a lack of different parking providers in Christchurch and selling it will
no doubt have it go to .... who run the majority of car parks which is not a New Zealand company, so
money goes straight off shore. There will be even further demand for car parks with the stadium being
built, therefore more profit from the carpark.”
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Strategic Value

Many submitters described the carpark not just as a financial asset, but as a strategic one. They
emphasised its value as a policy tool that allows the Council to support affordable, inclusive, and
equitable parking in the central city. In their view, retaining the carpark gives the Council influence
over access to the CBD, parking prices, protection against monopolies, and offers broader support
for the city’s economy.

Many submitters who supported retaining the carpark noted an expectation within the community
that the Council should be able to counterbalance private pricing power and maintain a certain
level of accessible parking supply. Some also suggested that they see this as closely connected to
the Council’s wider strategic objectives for the central city.

Submission Examples

“Rather than compare ROE with broad commercial entity returns. CCC could also contemplate its public
benefit.”

“Whilst the return is low it is still a positive investment. The influence you have on parking is valuable - it
brings people into the city & keeps it affordable to park. Bringing people in was the original reason for
building it, please don't lose sight of that. Over-priced & unaffordable parking is a reality if sold privately -
this will have an impact on the surrounding businesses & Riverside market. It will also be surely
significantly used to capacity more when the stadium is completed - | would much prefer that money go
to Council than some overseas investment company just trying to make a profit. Whilst it is still producing
an OK return, please retain it to keep the access to the city within reach for many people struggling with a
tonne of other financial pressures currently. | don’t think the time is right to sell now. Please retain it &
keep our city humming with people.”

“The ground floor mobility parking allows me to easily access the city centre shops when there are no
other mobility parks available to get my wheelchair out. I'm concerned that if it was sold the parking
would become significantly more expensive and prevent me from accessing the city centre.”

“While I support moves to promote active and public transport over driving to the city centre, some
people - especially those with disabilities - don't have a choice. They need access to affordable parking,
and leaving them at the mercy of profit-driven private parking companies is unfair and will effectively
prevent them from accessing and enjoying the city centre.”

“Key CBD car park that is already quite expensive. Presumably a likely buyer would be ... and charges
even higher. The article states 3% return isn't high enough, however what responsibility does the council
have to help bring people into the city and support retail? As someone with somewhat limited mobility
this car park is ideal and | use it frequently.”

“I think the council should retain the ownership of such a large, well placed parking building to ensure
there will always be reasonably priced parking in the central city, especially with the stadium about to
open. | think prices at this carpark are about right and it is a strategic asset that is making a return
(profit) for the council.”

“If the Council is striving to regenerate the city centre, then car park(s) ownership is a tool that can be
used to assist in achieving such a strategy.. If in private hands, more difficult to involve parking into any
such strategy.”
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Sell the carpark
Other Priorities

For most of the submitters who supported selling the carpark, the primary driver was the
opportunity to invest any revenue from the sale in other priorities, ranging from investment in
specific projects or programmes, to generally reducing debt and keeping rates down.

Many saw the sale as a straightforward way to reduce the amount of debt on the Council’s books,
and by extension relieve rates pressure. In some instances, these submitters indicated that in their
view any proceeds from a sale should be strictly ringfenced to reducing debt. Others thought that
the carparks should be sold to redirect capital to what they view as more essential services,
including road and footpath maintenance, active transport infrastructure, flood mitigation, or
infrastructure with a perceived higher societal value such as parks. Some submitters noted that
they would only support a sale if there was a clear guarantee that the carpark would continue to
operate as a carpark in the future.

Submission Examples

“Council doesn't need to be in the carparking business - better to sell the asset and use the money to
retire debt and/or on keeping essential infrastructure fit-for-purpose and the future.”

“Use funds to develop walking cycling infrastructure and places to securely park bicycles as in
Belgium and Holland.”

“Get the debt down. If the public transport system was improved there wouldn't be a need for this
carpark.”

“Selling allows money to be free up to spend on mass public transport such as light rail. the less
people driving into the city and parking the better. a parking lot isn't a very useful asset.”

“Sell and use the money to build a new car park multi-level building between The Court Theatre and
Lady Isaac Theatre. More parking is urgently needed in that area.”

“It would free up capital to do other overdue capital projects such as the restoration of the regional
council buildings or further development of the former red zone Avon River corridor, which incidentally
has been done really well to date.”

“If the Council needs to reduce debt this seems and ideal mechanism. | would still remain a carpark,
but the Council will have the funds to reinvest.”

“Rate increases in Christchurch have been excessively high and are prohibitive for older property
owners. Therefore any initiative to free up capital should be considered by the Council so as to
minimise the future burden on ratepayers”

“Free up Capital BUT must still be used as a carpark by any future owner”

“I think the money could be used to help reduce debt and hopefully have a positive impact on rate
rises.”
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Core Business

Many submitters who supported the sale felt that providing car parking is not a core
function/business of the Council. These submitters commonly argued that operating a carpark is a
commercial activity best left to private providers, and that the Council should not be competing
with the private sector.

Some also believed the Council has a responsibility to protect ratepayers and the city from
subsidising an asset that delivers poor returns. Others preferred that the Council focus its efforts
on broader transport policy and encouraging mode shift, rather than running carparking buildings.

Submission Examples

“Council should not be involved in Commercial activities. Private Businesses do Commercial ventures
better.”

“I don't believe the council are business managers, let an existing successful company manage it, and
council MUST invest the money wisely”

“Council can use the funds for other purposes. | don't think commercial style carparking is the council’s
responsibility. Street parking yes, mass building parking no.”

“Ratepayers shouldn't be subsidising parking.”

“The asset is no making a good return so the value is better used elsewhere. A carpark building is not an
essential service and can be provided by private owners in a competitive environment. It's not a library or
pool etc where a private operator can not make a profit.”

“Its not a core function of the City Council. With the City Council nearly taking away every on street
parking option in recent years the City Council should be working with ECAN to ensure we have a world
class bus system to lower the need for carpark buildings.”

“If we try and reduce having cars in the central city it will become a white elephant so sell it and use the
money for better things.”

“Itis not an essential asset for council to own and can be owned externally without losing its usefulness
as a central city car parking building.”

“As you've outlined, it doesn't make enough of a return for Council to retain it and it really isn't core
Council business to run a car park. I'm not keen for my rates to go towards it. It makes more sense to sell
it to someone who can put in the time and effort to get a better return.”

“Why do you need to own a car park? Is that councils core business?”

“There are at least two commercial operators in Christchurch so there is competition to keep the prices
down. Supplying car parking is not a core Council business especially when there are commercial
alternatives.”

“The Council's core business is not car parking; it should be in the hands of private sector specialists who
run this type of business.”
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Personal Values

In some instances, submitters had value-based reasons for supporting the sale of the carpark,
expressing worldviews about the role of Council, the role of cars in daily life, and what a future city
should look like. In general, these submitters feel that Christchurch should become a less
car-dependent, more future-focused, climate-conscious city, and that public resources, including
money and land, should reflect this direction.

Submission Examples

“By owning a carpark building, and having rates cheaper than the market price, ratepayers are
effectively subsiding people who choose to drive into town. This goes against the Council's declaration of
a climate emergency and is particularly egregious given it is opposite the bus exchange. | believe the city
council should retain ownership of STRATEGIC assets, such as the airport, Lyttelton Port, and Enable. Car
parking is not a strategic asset, and the council should sell all its carpark land, and let the market set the
parking rate. All public streets in the central city should also be paid parking, and the price should be set
ata price that maintains 80% or so occupancy, so that parking is available when required. There should
also be more provision of disabled parking for those that need to drive.”

“I bike, so don’t feel the need for CCC to be providing car parking buildings.”

“..There is an abundance of parking options in the central city. The council does not need to own a
parking building to ensure there is sufficient parking available for workers and shoppers/ visitors to the
central city. The council should focus on policy responses to reducing traffic congestion in the central city
through incentivizing the use alternative methods of accessing the central city other than single occupant
vehicles. With the emergence of new forms of transport such as autonomous vehicles in the coming 20
years or so the council should not own a facility that supports a continuation of single occupant vehicle

»

use.

“We (ratepayers) should not be in the game of subsidising car parking. If anything, the council should be
encouraging people to leave their cars at home and use alternative (active or public) transport.”

“Selling allows money to be free up to spend on mass public transport such as light rail. the less people
driving into the city and parking the better. A parking lot isn't a very useful asset.”

“Money now to pay for more important things. Parking costs might go up but that might force people to
rethink how they travel - | doubt it would mean people don’t come to the CBD at all.”

“It's a move away from car-centric. | do realize that keeping it might be regarded as a win win by some.”

“Should parking costs rise forces people way up other options such as bus/ taxi as being more financial
viable.”
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Other ideas or options for the Council to consider

Pricing Structure

In many instances submitters suggested that they would prefer the Council retain the carpark and
review the pricing structure to make it more financially viable. Several submitters suggested that
small, staged increases in parking fees would be appropriate and acceptable if this ensured the
asset remained in public ownership. In many instances, submitters also restated their preference
for revenue to stay with the Council, where it can benefit the wider community, rather than be
taken as profit by a private commercial entity. In some cases, submitters noted they would be open
to surge pricing, particularly during major events at venues such as One New Zealand Stadium.

Other submitters noted that they would like the option of long-term leasing to be made available,
similar to what’s offered in other commercially run carparks across the central city. They
commonly highlighted that this would be a win-win for Council, providing guaranteed, consistent
revenue and occupancy.

In a number of instances submitters pitched for discounted rates for defined groups, including
Christchurch residents, seniors, central city workers, and EV drivers. Examples included senior
concessions, ratepayer discounts, staff/shift-worker rates and early bird rates, and EV-specific
pricing. Submitters argued that discounted rates for these groups would make parking fairer and
more accessible for those who rely on it most. These concessions were framed as a way to support
locals, reduce barriers to CBD access, and maintain affordability, while still allowing the carpark to
function sustainably.

Submission Examples

“Yeah, just raise the price to what a commercial operator would raise it to anyway. If we sell it, they’ll
just up the price. So why not ask us to bring beers and a plate of food to this metaphorical bbg, instead
of just beers, and grumbling that we don’t have enough food.”

“My suggestion would be that it’s not currently losing money so that’s a good thing, however if it does
need to make more money for you to keep it, | wouldn’t be against price increases if it meant that the
carpark remained in public ownership.”

“Review parking fees and consider charging a slight premium for during times of large concerts,
sporting events that are to be held at the stadium”

“Perhaps like private operators give an incentive for early bird users, this will incentivise more use for
those working in the CBD”

“You could look to do a 'first hour free' or slightly reduce the weekend hourly rate, acknowledging that
this may not necessarily help with the 'making of money, however, | frequently use a carpark in town
in the weekends which offers one hour free.”

“A parking subscription model could be worth investigating. This would allow for ticketless access for
high frequency users adding both convenience and a value add which can be monetised.”
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Leasing

In some instances, submitters suggested that instead of selling the carpark, Council could explore
leasing the operation of the building to a third party. This option would allow Council to retain the
building and valuable central-city land, while handing over the day-to-day management to a
commercial operator.

These submitters see leasing as a middle-ground option. It maintains public ownership, avoids the

risks of selling to a private monopoly/duopoly, and can reduce operating costs while still
generating income. Most supported operational leasing or medium-term building leases and
expressed opposition to long or irreversible leases.

Leasing individual car parks or floors, especially for businesses, workers, or partners like Te Whatu
Ora, was also commonly raised. In general, leasing was viewed as a safer, more flexible alternative
to outright sale, provided CCC retains control over pricing, maintenance standards, and long-term
strategic use.

Submission Examples

“I prefer that Christchurch City Council owned and ran the car park, but the only other option for me
would be to continue to own it and offer it for lease on medium term lease. Not a 99 year lease that is
as good as selling it.”

Council could derisk/reduced associated administration by leasing the car park to an operator (similar
to Ngai Tahu owned car parks) and incorporate some parameters around charging in the terms. This
would be far preferable to sale.”

“Leasing to companies to encourage business in the central city. Release of these car parks (including
leased) for outside business hour parking, to help with events at new stadium and providing
additional parks and revenue.”

“Lease car parks to nearby businesses? The top floors are usually free to park on- so could lease some
ofthose parks to increase revenue.”

“Offering reserved parks on the top floors. Relocate EV charging parks to higher floors and charge
more for this service. Introduce early bird parking, but again limit to higher floors.”

“Do a Joint Venture with a Carpark Management services on a renewable contract basis, say 3 years.
Be certain that the Council acts in the best interest of those who live here/use this facility - retain the
land and the building at all costs.”

“How about partial selling (building) or just the building lease out for long term, that way council will
still own that property for an regular income.”
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Alternative Activities

Some submitters suggested transforming underused parts of the carpark into markets, arts and
cultural venues, community support spaces, mobility hubs, and even housing, while still retaining
flexibility for parking and city events.

Itis the view of these submitters that there are opportunities to activate unused floors with
markets, nighttime events, street art showcases, live performances, pop up food stalls, or
recreational uses like roller skating, all aimed at drawing more people into the central city and
creating vibrancy during off-peak parking times. Others suggested social or community functions,
such as hosting support services, a drop-in centre, or low-cost housing options, alongside
transport-related additions like bike hubs or car-share bases. Overall, the sentiment was that the
carpark could become a multi-purpose urban space that supports culture, community, mobility,
and economic activity more broadly, not solely vehicle storage.

Submission Examples

“Are there particular times it’s not used as much? Maybe close a floor for a night market or activities
that benefit the community and would also generate income.”

“Run a night market on the top floor once a week for street food. Use the top floor for gigs, dance
parties, fun events or other income generating activities.”

I think having some innovation in there would help, have a noodle market or something of the sorts.
Allow businesses to lease a block of parks for their employees at a discounted rate. Co cider converting
the fist floor to more business or even just lease the building out to a company at a 5% profit while
retaining the control

“Could be a base for car share operation for inner city residents. That is like a rental company that
means inner-city residents do not need to own a car but can access one when required.”

“A Car park. Overnight parking for apartments?”

“Future conversion to office, commercial, residential or other use - either the building or the site. This is
a key parcel of central city land which will have strategic and development value to the city as part of
a car-free future.”

“As above! Keep it. Maybe convert the top floor into an apartment scenario.”

“Integrate bike storage, EV charging, car-share bays and last-mile shuttle stops (close to the bus
exchange).”

“Possibly convert the existing building into a Social Superhub - providing all the variety of help &
resources to improve food poverty, homelessness, mental health & resilience, emergency housing etc.
What is needed is a powerful community action group to deliver better social outcomes for deprived
people.”
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Factors for the Council to consider in decision making

Submitters were asked to provide feedback on the factors they believe are important for the
Council to consider when deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark. They were presented

with a range of predefined factors and were also able to suggest additional considerations not

included in the list. To minimise order bias, the response options were randomised so that each

submitter viewed them in a different order.

Which of the following do you think are the most important factors
for Council to consider when making a decision on the future of
Lichfield Street Carpark?

The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
The availability of short-term parking in the central city

Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends

Potential impacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will
reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)

Impact on accessibility for people with disabilities or mobility
challenges

Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue
from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)

Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport,
reducing emissions, or sustainability goals)

Other

Number of
Submitters

768

661

655

646

512

495

236

179

Note: Response options for this question were shown in a random order for each submitter.

% of
Submitters

62%

53%

53%

52%

41%

40%

19%

14%

The insights gathered from this question help build a deeper understanding of the priorities,

concerns, and values that underpin submitters’ views on the carpark’s future.

Among submitters who support retaining the carpark, the top four factors they believe the Council
should consider are the impact on parking charges (72%), future demand for parking (59%), the

availability of parking in the central city (58%), and the potential impacts on local businesses and

economic activity (58%).

For submitters who support selling the carpark, the top four factors they identified are financial
implications for the Council and ratepayers (83%), the availability of short-term parking in the

central city (31%), environmental considerations (27%), and the potential impacts on local

businesses and economic activity (27%).

Responses from submitters who support selling the carpark suggest two main groups: those

motivated primarily by financial reasons and those driven by value-based considerations. Only

27% of submitters who selected financial implications as a key factor also identified environmental

considerations as important. Conversely, among those who prioritised environmental impacts, just
21% considered the effect on parking charges to be important, and only 25% thought the

availability of parking should be a key consideration.
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Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for
Council to consider when making a decision on the future of Lichfield
Street Carpark?

The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city

The availability of short-term parking in the central city

Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends

Potential impacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will
reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)

Impact on accessibility for people with disabilities or mobility challenges

Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from
sale vs. ongoing operating costs)

Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport,
reducing emissions, or sustainability goals)

Other

Total Stated

Retain the Carpark

Number of

Submitters

655

531

539

529

419

290

161

139

916

% of Submitters

2%

58%

59%

58%

46%

32%

18%

15%

Sell the Carpark
;\luul:“n:)i:tre(:i % of Submitters
37 19%
59 31%
49 26%
51 27%
44 23%
159 83%
52 27%
20 10%

192
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Other Important Factors

Atotal of 159 submitters identified additional factors they believe the Council should consider
when deciding the future of the Lichfield Carpark. Of these, 87% came from respondents who
supported retaining the carpark. The additional factors raised were broadly aligned with the key
themes already expressed in comments supporting their preferred option.

The three main themes emerging from these additional factors are summarised below.
Retaining public ownership and local accountability

Submitters emphasised the importance they place on having access to a publicly owned carpark,
noting that they value a model in which any profits are returned to the Council and reinvested in
public services. They expressed a preference for continued Council oversight of the carpark to
ensure that revenue supports local infrastructure and services.

Accessibility

Submitters emphasised that when public or accessible transport does not meet their needs (due to
factors such as distance, multiple transfers, long travel times, or irregular operating hours) it is
important that the Council continues to provide parking to support their access to the central city.
They also stressed the need for mobility-friendly carparks, noting that these facilities are essential
for enabling people with mobility challenges to fully participate in central city activities.

For some submitters, affordability was the priority. They were concerned that selling the carpark
would lead to higher prices and reduce their access to the central city.

Taking a long term view

Submitters urged the Council to take a long term view, with a focus on protecting income
generating assets, and avoiding one off “sugar hits” to bring rates down in the short term. In some
cases, these submitters expressed a concern that a decision to sell the carpark may lead to larger
rates increases in the future as the Council would have sold an income generating asset. Some
expressed a concern that once it is gone, it is gone. And buying back the land or similar asset is
likely to be more expensive in the future.
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Is there anything else that you would like to tell us about the future of the
Lichfield Street Carpark?

Submitters who provided feedback here generally used it as a space to reiterate their preferred
option and why.

The vast majority (84%) of this feedback was from submitters reiterating a clear desire for the
Council to retain the Lichfield Street Car Park, and overall, there was a strong sentiment to retain
the council-owned asset, as it is seen as a vital and strategic resource for the central city.

Submitters reiterated their appreciation of the carpark's convenient location, reasonable pricing,
and contribution to the local economy and betterment of the city. They expressed concerns that
selling the asset to a private operator would lead to higher parking fees and reduced accessibility,
which could negatively impact businesses and visitors to the central city.

Submission Examples

“Keep it. There are better things for the council to worry about. Keep it. The benefit to the life of the
inner city is far more important than financial costs.”

“To sell a profitable business that provides the local community with affordable parking and
encourages city business would be inane and shortsighted.”

“Councillors are in power for a relatively short time and are always keen to make a lasting mark.
Retaining the car park requires long term vision. The city population will continue to grow and will
need this infrastructure to be retained to provide service before profit and to put profits back into the
local economy not send them overseas.”

“It provides a safe and reliable service for workers in the vicinity that are unable to use alternative
transport options. Ifit is substantially changed, including increased parking costs, it will have a
detrimental impact on those of us who have no other option. My work, alongside 400 colleagues,
involves looking after the safety and welfare of all members of our community - this facility helps to
look after our safety and welfare when doing so.”

“Selling this carpark would provide a short term cash boost but it doesn't make sense when we are
just about to open the stadium and create a huge demand for parking”

“Please don’t sell it. Financial gain now from a sale will only help in the immediate term. Maintaining a
range of income streams will only help the council in the long run. Plus why have someone else hike up
the rates and get all the benefits when you could do the same and at least we could get some extra
infrastructure from it.”

“Revenue from a sale should only be used to either pay down council debt or to enhance the central
city experience for residents and visitors (only if there is a compelling reason to fund from this source
rather than debt).”

“Money should be used to repay debt.”
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Attachment 2: Option Analysis

Criteria

Option 1: Retain and change

Option 2: Retain, No Change

Option 3: Dispose and
Recycle Capital

Impact on Parking Prices and
Short-Term Parking Supply:

Likely involves gradual fee
increases and leasing
underutilised capacity. Tension
exists between revenue goals
and low parking prices.

Maintains existing pricing
structure and focus on casual,
short-stay parking.

Reduces perception of
Council's ability to influence
city-wide pricing. Perception of
risk of "price gouging" by
private operators. Despite
perceptions, there is diverse
ownership in the current
market and it is unlikely that

there will be significant change.

Demand

Council remains exposed to
risks like further private sector
investment, climate policy and
mode shifts. Unlikely to be a
significant change.

A "passive" approach that may
ignore evolving transport trends
and competitive market needs.
Unlikely to be a significant
change.

Transfers the commercial risk
and demand volatility to the
private sector. Unlikely to be a
significant change.

Business impacts

Higher prices could drive some
shoppers to suburban malls
with free parking. Unlikely to be
a significant change.

Provides continuity and
certainty for local businesses
and existing tenants. Unlikely to
be a significant change.

The existing market is
dominated by owners with
retail, commercial and
hospitality interests in the
Central City. They are unlikely
to make significant operational
changes that would impact on
those interests.

Item No.: 4

Page 41

Item 4

Attachment B



Hearings Panel Christchurch
20 February 2026 City Council &~
Criteria Option 1: Retain and change Option 2: Retain, No Change Option 3: Dispose and

Recycle Capital

Accessibility

There are 26 mobility spacesin
the car park. The resource
consent requires a minimum of
18. Any reconfiguration to
change the numbers is likely to
be very difficult. Itis very
unlikely that this would change

There are 26 mobility spaces in
the car park. The resource
consent requires a minimum of
18. Any reconfiguration to
change the numbers is likely to
be very difficult. Itis very
unlikely that this would change

There are 26 mobility spaces in
the car park. The resource
consent requires a minimum of
18. Any reconfiguration to
change the numbers is likely to
be very difficult. Itis unlikely to
very unlikely that the sale
would reduce disability parking
options.

Financial Implications

May increase operating surplus
but Council continues to carry
commercial downside risk.

Return is inefficient and
inconsistent with policy for
non-strategic assets.

Releases capital for higher-
return projects but loses $1.5M
annual operating surplus. The
loss of surplus may be offset by
reduced debt servicing costs
and/ or higher “returns” from
other investments depending
on Council’s future decision
making.

Policy Alignment

Aligns with acting as a prudent
manager of non-strategic,
income-earning assets.

Inconsistent with current
policy.

Aligns with policy of being
"agnostic" on ownership if
parking objectives are met.

Community Views and
Preferences

Strongly supported; 74% of
submitters preferred retention
with a revised model.

Favoured by those prioritizing
low parking rates over financial
returns.

Directly contradicts public
sentiment; only 16% of
submitters support a sale.
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10. Lichfield St Carpark Building - Future Strategy
Reference Te Tohutoro: 25/332460

Responsible Officer(s) Te
Pou Matua:

Bruce Rendall, Head of Facilities and Property

Accountable ELT

Member Pouwhakarae:

Brent Smith, General Manager City Infrastructure

1. Purpose and Origin of the Report Te Putake Purongo

1.1

1.2

13

The objective of this report is to present options for the future of the Council owned and
operated 33 Lichfield Street Carpark building (Lichfield Street Carpark).

The report originated from requests from the Mayor and Councillors during the 2024/25
Annual Plan process. In making the requests, Councillors raised questions about the asset's
current performance, the optimal use of capital, and the alignment of continued ownership
with the Council’s broader policies and strategies. When assessing the facility’s future, it is
also essential to consider economic and transport impacts and outcomes.

Staff have included details on the anticipated current market value of the facility and formal
processes required. The content of the valuation report is provided on a public excluded basis
to protect the Council’s negotiating position should, after consultation, it decides to sell the
property.

2. Officer Recommendations Nga Tutohu

That the Council:

1. Receives the information in the Lichfield St Carpark Building - Future Strategy Report.

2. Notes that the decision in this report is assessed as low significance based on the Christchurch
City Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy.

3. Instructs staff to undertake consultation to obtain the views of stakeholders and the public on
the future of the Lichfield St Carpark Building, which will inform a future report to the Council.

4. Resolves to release the Valuation Report included as Public Excluded Attachment A of this

report on the date the Land and/or Facility in question is transferred to a purchaser and that
transaction is settled, if this is the subsequent decision.

3. Executive Summary Te Whakarapopoto Matua

31

32

33

As a component of the Annual Plan decision process, elected members have requested
options for the future of the Council owned and operated Lichfield Street Carpark.

The Lichfield Street Carpark was built to support the rebuild of the Central City, particularly
through providing short-term off-street parking for shoppers and visitors. It has achieved this
objective.

While the car park is meeting its objectives, these can also be, and are being, met through
private sector provision. Lichfield Street Carpark is not a strategic asset and, based on its
policy, Council should be looking to achieve commercial returns from the facility.
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3.4  Financially the building is not returning a commercial return on the capital invested. Itis

35

3.6

3.7

3.8

currently generating a 3% return on investment. While this might be acceptable for a strategic
asset, it is underperforming compared to the cost and alternative uses of capital, and
inconsistent with the policy direction of generating a commercial return.

Given these factors, the ongoing investment in the Lichfield Street carparking building
appears to present some risk to ratepayer capital into the future. Given these circumstances
there is sufficient case to examine options for the future of the facility.

From examining the policy position the Council appears to be agnostic on ownership of the
facility, if the objectives are being met efficiently. Inits policy position, the Council does not
see that the provision of off-street carparking buildings as a strategic activity or priority.
Divesting the asset and recycling capital into higher priority activities.

Another option is for the Council to retain the carpark but change the operating model to
improve financial performance (i.e. improve revenue, reduce costs or both). Sub options
could be changing the inhouse operating model, lease the building or enter into a
management agreement with a carpark operator.

The key gap in the Council’s knowledge is the views and preferences of the community. Given
this gap, the recommended approach is to seek views of stakeholders and the community
before making a final decision about the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark.

Background/Context Te Horopaki

History and Status

4.1

4.2

4.3

44

The original Lichfield Street parking building was developed in 1960s. This facility sustained
significant damage from the 2011 Canterbury earthquake events, which resulted in demolition
of the complete structure. A new parking facility was designed and constructed in 2016/2017
on the same location, with the intent of replacing the prior offering and to support the
rejuvenated central city’s core retail precinct.

The replacement of the facility was a priority action arising from the Council / Canterbury
Earthquake Authority (CERA) Christchurch Central Parking Plan of 2015. The operating asset
holds a $50 million book value today.

The car park is currently operated solely on a casual basis which is used to assist with getting
people to visit the Central City (except for seven parks on the top floor which are associated
with the seven retail tenancies. In addition, four car parks are leased to Ballantynes providing
vehicle access to their adjoining building car park over two levels).

The facility contains several commercial tenancies, located on the ground floor of the
building. Each of these spaces is leased to an external party, scheduled as follows:

Tenant Location | Area

Black and White Retail 1 138m2
Cafe

Season Ace Retail 2 59m2

Pending vacancy | Retail3 | 67m2

Metro Mart Retail 4 120m2
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4.5

4.6
4.7

Bennetts Shoes Retail 5 79m2

Sushi Court Retail6 | 112m2
J Bings Retail7 | 151m2
TOTAL 726m2

In addition, there are 2 sets of cell towers on the site, one set on the northwestern corner and
the second on the southwestern corner.

If the Council elects to divest the facility, the above tenancies will continue and transfer to the
purchaser.

The facility is owned by the Council and managed internally by the Transport Unit. Unlike
other transport asset (e.g. the roading network and all public transport infrastructure owned
or operated by the Council), it is not a Council strategic asset.

The facility is presently maintaining an operating surplus of approx. $1.5 million per annum.

The land is zoned ‘City Centre Zone’ under the operating District Plan. The site does not
contain a specific designation.

Policy Considerations

4.8

4.9

4.10

411

4.12

4.13

The Central City Recovery Plan (2014) included an aspiration to have car parking buildings in
the central city core. The plan indicates that parking “will be managed to support and
complement activities, land use and transport networks. The emphasis will be on providing
short term, on- and off-street parking close to the Core for shoppers and business visitors.”

The Cost Share Agreement 2013 between the Crown and Council addressed the need to
replace the previous building (amongst others), funding delivery responsibility, ownership and
operating liability. Responsibility for ownership and future operations as identified as “CCC /
Private sector” suggesting that the Council was agnostic about ownership.

The Central City Parking Policy 2021 has a goal of promoting 85 per cent occupancy of parking
spaces in the central city at peak times. This has been implemented as a target of less than or
equal to 85% occupancy at peak times.

Other relevant goals in the Policy are to support greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets
and support high-amenity off-street parking that makes efficient use of space.

One specific policy is relevant to the matter at hand. Policy 7 states that “[the Council] will not
generally provide additional off-street parking”. The supporting text indicates that the
Council does not wish to undermine the feasibility of commercial car parking buildings, and
that the Council can provide certainty to investors by not providing further off street
carparking.

The Investment Policy 2024 provides guidance on reviewing ownership of property. It
contains a list of reasons why the Council might invest including:

4.13.1For strategic purposes consistent with our LTP;
4.13.2To reduce the current ratepayer burden;
4.13.3The retention of vested land;

4.13.4Holding short-term investments for working capital requirements and liquidity
management;
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4.13.5 Holding investments that are necessary to carry out our operations consistent with an
Annual Plan, to implement strategic initiatives, or to support inter-generational
allocations;

4.13.6Holding assets (such as property) for commercial returns;

4.13.7Providing ready cash in the event of a natural disaster, the use of which is intended to
bridge the gap between the disaster and the reinstatement of normal income streams
and assets;

4.13.8 Investing amounts allocated to accumulated surplus, Council created restricted
reserves and general reserves;

4.13.9Investing proceeds from the sale of assets.

4.14 For property investments the Policy requires assessment of benefits beyond financial returns,
and comparison with other arrangements that could deliver similar results.

4.15 The Significance and Engagement Policy 2019 identifies strategic assets which are those used
to “achieve or promote outcomes that [The Council] believes are important to the current or
future well-being of the community”. Off-street carparking assets are not listed as strategic
assets.

4.16 Insummary, it appears that the Council’s policy position has been to support the rebuild of
the Central City, particularly through providing short-term off-street parking for shoppers and
visitors. The Council appears to be agnostic on ownership if the objectives are being met
efficiently. It does not see that the provision of off-street carparking buildings is a strategic
activity or priority.

Current Performance

4.17 Council completed the construction of the current parking building in 2017. In line with policy
the building was intended to primarily serve short stay (largely up to 4 hours) public parking
needs in the central city for visitors, commerce, hospitality and retail, rather than a focus on

longer - stay commuter parking needs. The carpark management approach therefore aligns
with the Christchurch Central Parking Plan’s objectives.

4.18 The average peak occupancy of Lichfield Street Carpark is shown in the table below:

Year Average Peak Occupancy (the average
occupancy of the highest hour of the
day).

2022/23 66.19%

2023/24 70.57%

2024 to April 25 78.49%

4.19 Occupancy figures are slightly below the target in the Central City Parking Policy 2021 but may
reflect the high level of carparking availability in the Central City (see “Plethora of parking
keeps cars on road”, The Press 13 May 2025) and the impact of cost-of-living pressures, which
is only now starting to improve after pressures post Covid.

4.20 Overall performance against policy objectives is harder to assess as we do not collate statistics
on the average parking duration, so we do not know for sure if we are primarily meeting short
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4.21

4.22

4.23

424

4.25

stay visitor needs. There is an all-day rate so some of the car park users park will be for longer
periods, potentially supporting commuter rather than shopping use.

Financially the building is not returning a commercial return on the capital invested. It is
currently generating a 3% return on investment. While this might be acceptable for a strategic
asset, it is underperforming compared to the cost and alternative uses of capital, and
inconsistent with the policy direction of generating a commercial return.

While Council’s investment policy states that “generating a commercial return on strategic
investments is considered a secondary objective”, this is not a strategic asset or investment.
With the rebuilding of this part of the Central City now well progressed, the reason for holding
this asset is for commercial returns (see point 4.13.6). We therefore need to assess the
performance of the building against other arrangements that could deliver similar results.

The Council’s Parking map (accessible at https://ccc.govt.nz/transport/getting-
around/parking/carpark with an extract below) shows that there are significant number of
parking buildings and car parks in the vicinity of the Lichfield Street carpark. Most of these are
privately owned and allow for either short (hourly rates) or long stays (maximum daily rates).
Some have leased spaces that are not available for causal use. Hourly rates vary with some
below those applied at Lichfield and some above. These facilities have a variety of owners,
and there is evidence of increasing competition between operating companies (e.g. “‘It keeps
us honest’: Car parking competition grows in Christchurch”, The Press, 13 May 2025).

Parking map
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In terms of meeting its broader objectives, this level of supply suggests that there are other
providers that are providing facilities to meet the same needs that Council is aiming to
address.

While there is alternative provision, ownership does enable Council to have some influence
over central city short-medium stay parking supply and pricing. For instance, following the
height of the Covid pandemic when visitors were encouraged to begin return to the central
city when lockdowns were lifted, the facility enabled the Council to offer for a short period first
hour free parking to help incentivise people to return to the central city.
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4.26 The building operates on a 24/7 basis supporting central city hospitality and entertainment
offerings. Other carparks in the Central City now also do this. Lichfield Street also offers
secure, well-located cycle and motorcycle parking, along with a small number of electric
vehicle charging bays. Again, other facilities now offer these same benefits.

4.27 Council’s remaining off-street parking in the central city is limited to the Art Gallery (108
spaces), the Botanic Gardens (305 spaces) and a temporary carpark under development in the
Performing Arts Precinct (58 spaces). These parks are primarily intended to support the
relevant facility, although the Art Gallery carpark does have a broader casual public parking
role. At the time of writing, the operating model for the Performing Arts Precinct is under
consultation with stakeholders from adjacent facilities.

4.28 The balance of short and long stay parking around the retail core isimportant. Long stay use
is primarily meeting demands from the workforce, which has not been the primary objective
of this building. However, short stay parking for customers is essential for supporting travel
choice into the central city for retail, hospitality and a wide array of other commercial
activities. During its re-establishment since 2016, there has been sensitivity around the
balance of short and long stay use, with operators using pricing to ensure sufficient space is
available to meet the needs of customers. In 2019 Council increased its all-day parking
charges by 50% ($10 to $15) following calls by businesses at the western end of Cashel Mall
that shoppers were struggling to find spaces. Such pressure on pricing would likely increase
as the current supply of temporary parking diminishes, unless it is accompanied by
fundamental shifts in the current mode choices of central city visitors from the dominant
private car to public transport and cycling.

4.29 Animportant consideration in any decision about the future of the Lichfield Street carpark
must be the way in which the balance of parking is managed to favour customers in this highly
convenient location. Engagement with other parking building owners and parking facility
operators, along with central city retail and hospitality operators would be useful to
understand how this matter might be collectively considered if the building were to be
divested by Council. If retained by Council, it is likely that the operation of Lichfield Street
would continue to be sensitive to the needs of the business community in sustaining flows of
customers.

Analysis

4.30 From the policy analysis, while the car park is meeting its objectives, these can also be, and
are being, met through private sector provision. The facility is not a strategic asset, so the
Council should be looking to achieve commercial returns from it. Currently, it is not providing
a commercial return on capital.

4.31 Looking to the future the facility is likely to generate steady income through fees, albeit the
return is lower than desirable. The asset may appreciate in value over time, potentially
making the land more valuable in the long term, however, capital growth is generally not a
major focus for Council.

4.32 It will continue to support local businesses and accessibility to the Central City, although this
can and will occur irrespective of operator and/or owner.

4.33 Over the foreseeable future, changing transport trends may reduce demand for car parking
with more people using public transport, cycling, walking, autonomous vehicles, and
ridesharing. This creates risk for operators. The Council is less able to respond to this risk
given the multiple calls on its capital and the relatively low strategic importance of this asset.
Other owners or operators may be better able to respond to changing trends.
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4.34 The maintenance costs of the facility will rise in the future, further reducing financial returns.
While not formally benchmarked, operating costs are likely to be greater than for other
facilities due to the economies of scale associated with operations and its standalone nature
resulting inefficient operations (e.g. security guards).

4.35 Retention of the facility has an opportunity cost. Leaving capital in an underperforming asset
can be detrimental to Council’s broader objectives, particularly when the other policy
outcomes associated with this facility have been met either directly or through private sector
carparks.

4.36 Given these factors, the ongoing investment in the Lichfield Street carparking building
appears to present some risk to ratepayer capital into the future. Given these circumstances
there is sufficient case to examine options for the future of the facility.

Other Matters

4.37 The following related memos/information were circulated to the meeting members: (Attach
any circulated documents if possible. Do not provide links to TRIM.)

DHEY] Subject
Nil Nil
4.38 The following related information session/workshops have taken place for the members of the
meeting:
Date \ Subject
Nil Nil

Options Considered Nga Kowhiringa Whaiwhakaaro

4.39 The Council must “seek to identify all reasonably practicable options for the achievement of
the objective of a decision” (Section 77 (1) (a) of the Local Government Act 2002). The
objective in this report is to determine the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark.

4.40 The following reasonably practicable options were considered and are assessed in this report:

4.40.1Learn more: The key gap in the Council’s knowledge now is the views and preferences
of the community. An option is for the Council to seek these views and preferences
before determining which option best achieves the objective above.

4.40.2Retain and change: The Council could retain the carpark but change the operating
model to improve financial performance (i.e. improve revenue, reduce costs or both).
Sub options could be changing the inhouse operating model, lease the building or enter
into a management agreement with a carpark operator.

4.40.3Recycling: The Council could release the capital invested in this asset and reallocate
this to invest in infrastructure or community assets through either avoiding new
borrowing or repaying existing debt. Known as capital recycling, this is the concept of
redirecting existing capital from lower-performing uses to higher-impact projects.

4.41 The following options were considered but ruled out:

4.41.1Do nothing different - Having identified that there are issues associated with the
performance and the risk to ratepayer capital, there is a clear case for exploring the
facilities future operation and ownership. Having recognised a performance problem
(and the opportunity presented by either improving financial performance or recycling
capital) “doing nothing different” is no longer a reasonably practicable alternative.
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Options Descriptions Nga Kowhiringa
4,42 Preferred Option: Learn More

4.42.10ption Description: The key gap in the Council’s knowledge now is the views and
preferences of the community. An option is for Council to seek these views and
preferences before deterring which option best achieves the objective above.

4.42.2 Option Advantages

e  Allows for the Council to share information about the problem, opportunities and
options with stakeholders and the public.

e Allows for feedback from stakeholder and the public, which can be factored into
advice on the future decisions.

4.42.30ption Disadvantages
e Delays a decision while information sharing and consultation occurs.
4.43 Option 2: Retain and Change.

4.43.10ption Description: The Council could retain the carpark but change the operating
model to improve financial performance (i.e. improve revenue, reduce costs or both).
Sub options could be changing the inhouse operating model, lease the building or enter
into a management agreement with a carpark operator.

4.43.20ption Advantages
e  Retains ownership of an existing asset leading to capital growth.
e Potential improved financial performance.

4.43.30ption Disadvantages

e There an opportunity costs as capital may be better used to address higher
priorities.

e Improving financial performance may require raising fees, changing fee structures,
or reducing costs such as security, cleaning or control room support (with potential
reputational risks orimpacts on usage).

e Thereis existing evidence that the public reputation of some potential alternative
operators could be better.

e The Council has not previously undertaken targeted consultation on the future of
the Lichfield Street Carpark.

4.44 Option 3: Recycling

4.44.10ption Description: The Council could release the capital invested in this asset and
reallocate this to invest in infrastructure or community assets through either avoiding
new borrowing or repaying existing debt. Known as capital recycling, this is the concept
of redirecting existing capital from lower-performing uses to higher-impact projects.

4.44.2 Option Advantages
e  Freesup capital for more important purposes.

e  Reduces risks associated with holding an asset that faces future demand
challenges.

4.44.30ption Disadvantages

e  Reduction in the Council’s direct influence on parking fees.
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e Thereis a potential impact on the Council’s parking operations staff.

Analysis Criteria Nga Paearu Wetekina

4.45

4.46

4.47

4.48

4.49

Focusing on the objective of this report, which is to determine the future of the Lichfield Street
Carpark, as well as Council’s decision-making duties, the first question driving analysis is:

e Isthere sufficient understanding of the views and preferences of the community to
make a final decision?

The Council has not previously undertaken targeted consultation on the future of the Lichfield
Street Carpark.

Other carparking consultation relates to different matters and has limited ability to inform the
decision in this case. Forinstance, consultation feedback on a carpark proposal at 129
Gloucester Street included community interest in mode shift and opposition to new facilities
based on climate change reasons. Itis unclear how those concerns would relate to a decision
about the future of an existing facility.

Overall, there is not sufficient understanding of the views and preferences of the community
to make a final decision.

Consultation is an efficient and effective way of obtaining more information about the views
and preferences of the community. This leads to a preference for the Learn More option.

5. Financial Implications Nga Hiraunga Rauemi

Capex/Opex Nga Utu Whakahaere

Cost to Implement

Option 2 - Retain and
Change
Further investigation is
needed depending on

Recommended Option
Learn More
<$10,000 for

consultation related

Option 3 - Recycling

<$50,000 for sales
costs, including

costs specific changes marketing, valuation,
legal costs etc
Maintenance/Ongoing Nil TBD Nil
Costs
Funding Source Operating budgets TBD Cost of sale subtracted

from capital revenue

Funding Availability

Available TBD NA

Impact on Rates

Nil - existing budgets TBD Small positive due to a
reduction in future
increases. Dependson

net capital revenue and

specific use of funds.

5.1

52

In October 2023, the Council received a valuation report (PX Attachment A). The report sum
includes both the land and facility structure and has been calculated by considering both
Income Capitalisation and Discounted Cashflow methodologies. This approach is appropriate
given the unique primary use as a public 'pay as you go' car park and status as an income
earning asset. The current view is that the sums in the report are unlikely to have shifted
substantially since the assessment date in 2023.

As is evidenced in the valuation report, sales of public parking buildings, by their nature, are
not transacted on the open market in high numbers which provides minimal evidence for
market value comparisons. Despite this, in consideration of the location, present market
uptake and future usage expectations, it is anticipated that there would be potential buyers
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for the asset. Interested parties may include local, national or international entities with
similar or competing interests.

5.3 Ifthe Council ultimately elects to divest the car parking facility and land, it may consider
registering an encumbrance on the land titles, to require the facility to only be utilised for
public car parking into the future. Despite this use being the obvious continuation due to
prohibitive redevelopment requirements, registering this restrictive encumbrance may affect
the value and staff would need to take advice on this aspect. It is unlikely that this
encumbrance would be an effective tool to control parking charges applied by the purchaser.

5.4 Based on the valuation and a 5% Council cost of capital rate, a Net Present Value (NPV)
analysis was done using different payback periods (10/20/30/50 years). Assuming the sale
proceeds are used to reduce Council debt there is a positive NPV under all scenarios if the land
and buildings are sold together. If the building only is sold the positive NPV turns to negative
around the 25-year mark. Therefore, from a Council perspective the recommendation is that it
is financially preferable to sell both Lichfield St land and buildings.

Considerations Nga Whai Whakaaro

Risks and Mitigations Nga Morearea me nga Whakamatautau

6.1 There are no significant risks associated with the recommended option.

6.2 There may be reputational risk if the Council proceeds straight to one of the other options.

Legal Considerations Nga Hiraunga a-Ture
6.3  Statutory and/or delegated authority to undertake proposals in the report:

6.3.1 The Council has the statutory authority to engage on the future of this facility, recycle
capital through the sale of the facility, or make changes to operating model.

6.4  Other Legal Implications:

6.4.1 There are minor legal implications (e.g. related to rights associated with adjacent
buildings and laneways) that do not impact on the decision before the Council.

Strategy and Policy Considerations Te Whai Kaupapa here
6.5 Therequired decisions:

6.5.1 Align with the Christchurch City Council’s Strategic Framework.

6.5.2 Is assessed as low significance based on the Christchurch City Council’s Significance and
Engagement Policy. The level of significance was determined based on the number of
people affected, the level of impact on stakeholders and possible benefits.

6.5.3 is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies.
6.6  Thisreport does not support the Council's Long Term Plan (2024 - 2034).

6.6.1 The future of the Lichfield Street Carpark is not listed as an action in the LTP; however,
the Council can decide on its future.

Community Impacts and Views Nga Mariu a-Hapori

6.7 Havingregard to the Council’s Significance and Engagement policy and the assessed level of
significance, consultation is recommended. This will involve informing targeted stakeholders,
such as retailers in the vicinity, as well as the public. Given that the decision is of low
significance, the consultation is likely to be limited to four weeks.
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6.8 The decision affects the following wards/Community Board areas:
6.8.1 Waipapa Papanui-Innes-Central.

6.9 The Community Board’s view has not been sought on this occasion, as the report focusses on
an asset with city-wide significance.

Impact on Mana Whenua Nga Whai Take Mana Whenua

6.10 The decision does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land, a body of
water or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact
Mana Whenua, their culture, and traditions.

6.11 The decision does not impact a matter of interest to Mana Whenua and will not impact on our
agreed partnership priorities with Nga Papatipu Riinanga.

6.12 The decision at hand, has no bearing on Council’s relationship with Mana Whenua as the land
is not a site of significance, nor would the land be used in a manner which affects existing
environmental uses or raises new resource concerns.

Climate Change Impact Considerations Nga Whai Whakaaro ma te Ahuarangi
6.15 The proposals in this report are unlikely to contribute significantly to adaptation to the
impacts of climate change or emissions reductions.

6.16 If the Council elects to retain the Lichfield St Car Park building, the existing use will continue
and there will be no positive or negative impact on climate change. If the Council elects to list
the facility for sale, the current use will likely continue and there will be no positive or negative
impact on climate change.

Next Steps Nga Mahinga a-muri

7.1 If supported, the next steps will be to proceed to a consultation process.

Attachments Nga Tapirihanga

No.

Title Reference Page

A

Valuation Report - October 2023 (Additional Documents - 25/414666
Circulated Separately) - CONFIDENTIAL

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

Document Name - Location / File Link

Not applicable
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Signatories Nga Kaiwaitohu

Authors

Luke Rees-Thomas - Property Consultant

Nick Dean - Finance Business Partner

Stephen Wright - Manager Operations (Transport)
Clive Morris - Team Leader Parking Operations and Appeals
Bruce Moher - Acting Head of Finance

Jane Cameron - Team Leader Transport

Will Wijnveld - Senior Legal Counsel

Tessa Zant - Manager Engagement

Bruce Rendall - Head of Facilities & Property

John Meeker - Principal Advisor Urban Regeneration
Tim Cheesebrough - Senior Transport Planner

Approved By

Bruce Rendall - Head of Facilities & Property
Lynette Ellis - Head of Transport & Waste Management
Brent Smith - General Manager City Infrastructure
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5. Volumes of Submissions
Reference Te Tohutoro: 26/238308

Responsible Officer(s) Te

Pou Matua:

Accountable ELT

Member Pouwhakarae: Services

Ruth Close, Democratic Services Advisor

Helen White, General Counsel / Director of Legal & Democratic

1. Purpose Te Putake Purongo

11

1.2

1.3

14

The purpose of this report is to provide the Future of Lichfield Carpark Hearing Panel with:

1.1.1 Allsubmissions received on the Future of Lichfield Carpark.

1.1.2 Aschedule of submitters who wish to speak to their submission during the hearings.

Attachment A contains a schedule of submitters who will speak to their submission during

the hearings and a copy of their submission.

Attachment B contains a table of submitters who do not wish to be heard (including those
submitters who originally wished to be heard but no longer wish to be heard). Also included

(in corresponding order) is a table with their submissions.

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

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

consideration” (section 82(1) (e).

Attachments Nga Tapirihanga

No. Title Reference Page
ALT | Submitters to be heard - Future of Lichfield Street Carpark 26/295239 56
Hearings Panel
B4 T | submitters who do not wish to be heard - Future of Lichfield 26/295272 58
Street Hearings Panel
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Future of Lichfield Carpark Hearings Panel
Friday 20 February 2026
Time Name Submission ID
9.30am Apologies
Election of chair
9.35am Staff presentation
10.00am Break 10.00 - 10.15am
10.20am Richard Hansen 36
10.25am Jessica Maclean 31
10.30am Toni Minson 21
10.35am Antony Gough 5
10.40am Buffer
10.45am Jonathan Ballantyne 63
10.50am Adele Geradts 60
10.55am Doug Ollivier 57
11.00am Simon Ironside 22
11.05am Staff take questions from Hearings Panel
11.10am
11.30am
11.35am
11.40am
11.45am Lunch break 11.45 - 12.15pm
12.15pm Margaret Stewart 2
12.20pm Thomas Healey 37
12.25pm Consideration and deliberations commence
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Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the
- - Your role in the Which option - : ) ; ) o Which of do you think ) factors you believe are most important for the Council to . ’ ;
Submission ID Name Organisation o Address PHON | why do you prefer this option? Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark? : g _ X ther pecify = i L vt Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
organisation doyou prefer? factors for Council to consider when making a decision? consider when deciding the future of the Lichfield Street
Carpark?
It P tralcityis affordable. Keeping this asset in council
hands retains control of market pricingfor parkingin the centralcity. Christchurchis one me of the last
pricing for parking . The impact it will have on parking charges in the central
retante | Cies nNewZealand that actually tail sector i s central city and i's great for tourism Sy porental o .
d k. Itwillonly b tant andvitalas t I'm placingthis asset !
” Aichard Hansen carparkand Ian” commerce aike. W"e;':lyn E:Zemmm Important and vitalas time goes by. .Im placing this asset | . o i icing When the Stadium has an event on put 20% on the evening rate. Again, be careful ot to punish people. | (e.g. will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot Public consultation it's important. Thank you for the o
change the n pri or give them reasons to not go to the rugby, but a lttle upward pressure would be tolerated. traffic?),Impact peopl opportunity
o shop and be part of the city community. We don't want that. We can't put barrers up to people
operating model Y for population
choosing It is partof agreater strategy cityvibrant. e
dead andisn't untilthe Cathedral d. Thisis decades o P
away (f ever).. We don'twant the Cashel Mallto suffer the same fate. It ain't broken 5o don't mess with .
What the people want- that any d
thata diverse range of views are sought, rather than just those
Retainthe |1am not wholly 0pposed to selling the carpark, but I would want a clear indication of what the funds were o o
carparkand to be spenton- met tage. Ifwe Leasingi than CCC running & v Financialimplications Pl e & P justthe two. What will benefitour children and their
£ Jessica Maclean ’ ) car-park. |only found out about this survey as a friend
changethe | retain the car-park, there would always b : sgone,its | council) for the council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing childrenthe most?
PN et ety recommended the CCC transport one to me. I'm curious
perating gone- perating about what other efforts have been made to seek the views of
different communities?
ists atatime hen he G Dueto poor public transport system
Retainthe | populating, feeding more demand for this asset. We only use CCC parking as it provides money to our The impactitwill have on parking charges in the central city,The poor P port ey
ity owned asset NZand our profit. Ipt d inthe city those here bus P v treacy
carparkand d P of the stadium and city hortterm parkingin Loty
2 Toni Minson uncil city, they must also provide locations for times take too long, will continue to-|own great quantities of parking, willreduce competitionand | s above
changethe |events, benefitour city. The sale will term gains where for Other
residents o park and access these resources. drive, sellinga which
longterm asset, ability to provide a competitive parking market and (Please specity)
will ot change peoples habits
continue to provide ongoing local employment and fundingfor the city.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The
availabilityof short term parkingin the central city Potential
Itis not an essential asset for council Amixof dto be on the upper levels with a barier arm needed to localb tivity (.. wil
5 Antony Gough Sellthe Carpark Money should be used to repay debt.
acentralcity car parking building. ensure permanents park n their llocated areas. reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Financial
implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from
sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
uic
car "
afordabte paring options orour customers ana tat. car
paring options forour customers and stat.
(General Poston:
’ (General poston:
1 18
actuiy
centevialty. Thisatso
is
The impactit will have on parking charges in the central city, The
o h hort term parking in ,Potential cty- " "
63 Jonathan Ballantyne | J.Ballatyne & Company Limited Managing Director 43 Lichfield St, Christchurch, 8011 contealciy. . ts on local b tivity (e.g., will o
reduced traffic?) Future centt iy
ke demand for b otner
car carpark buidings inthe ciy.
[Adationat Consiceratons:
[Adational Consderatons: 1 Socury »
1 Secury » essential o encourage people ovisi he centalcity
isessentiato encourage people ovistthecental iy
selng outignt carparic
park i
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The
availability of short term parkingin the central city Potential
s onlocal b vty (e.., il
Retain the debt, butit income they reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?)Impact Allofthe ab important; we want
camarcand[gonrate ot o | TGPl L0l o T P ComntonCet it ot newstacn -t sichwrost (L SRR SO S L P LT buse, et o mate e iy accesi o people it
60 Adele Gerads P generate. Keep significantly large public events, while not an everyday thing, must tohost in tor peop! g peop
changethe | ofvsit need. Th werwih [T e on, challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth andforp Overall,
operating model | minimal costs. Profitsfrom this car park can be reinvested in the community or used to pay down debt. P this carparkis in a good location to generate income:
3 or
sustainabiliy goals) Financial implications for the council and
’ revenue from sale vs.
Irealise the responses are about car parks inthis. But that the real question is capital expenditure.
The equation s not simply. Get money, buld things.
The i 'd be hiring all my powertools, 'd be selling clothes as
Abig part of my sense of belongingin a city s always a sense of ownership, and engagementin the city. The impactitwill have on L S00n as they are a bit old, and I'd sell the house to free up money to invest elsewhere.
Retain the availabilityof short term parkingin the central city Potential
Vean, just raise the price to what a commercial operator would raise it to anyway. Ifwe selli, they Wljust up the price. Sowhy v parking v extracted from the economy due to
carparkand atthat carpark pay g0es BACK to the city. And t s onlocal b tivity (.. wil Feelfree to increase our rates to etain higher ownership of | But nowif that works, evenif it does on paper.
57 Doug Ollivier notask plate ot food bba, instead of ust beers, and grumbling that we don't have which willcreate an
changethe | doesn't get extracted. reduced traffic?), Future . or adjust pricing levels.
enough food. economic drag, and have significant
operating model demand for oo mpeets Younever get the newvalue for it
Its like bringing a box of beers to a bba It contributes to the group, and myselfin one go. trends,Other (Please specify) © : The assets we have are there for need, so selling them doesn't achieve anything. The new owner needs to geta return, So we're now.
cither needing to buy it again, pay the premium, or stop usingit
This creat problem, with.
The future cost than just keeping i, sewh
Council tokeepLi ble. The cost of iving isan issue formany | The impactitwill have on parking charges in the central city,The
cewnte | putforward, L modern, wellbuilt, popularand | peop! that willincrease shortterm parkingin the central city,Potential
o a'vka"d high profile Council asset that for money. I have been using it for the last 5 orso | other operator The an gl place, and this trend will only ts on local b tivity (e.g., will
2 Simonronside e |vearsona dait tall1 ely i favour of keepingitin Council the stadium  affordable parkingis a P reduced retail traffic?) mpact Please don'tsellit!
e | WTETSHI. hort that the city and onaccessibility for people with disabilties or mobility
perating andtime again. a There tousthatthat | can see. It surely isn't losing money andisa | challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth
ey strategic Council asset. Keep it please. and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,The
8 by the people of runas a service and not a vast profits availabilityof short term parkingin the central city Potential
Retain the f the people of Christchurch. Stop seling cts onlocal tivity(e.g., will Stop trying o sell publicly owned assets. Once they are gone || use itall the time when | amin town. $4.20 an hour tas asevice for the
) Morgaret Stowart carparkand tstothe d Asarate payer| reduced 2)dmpact and don'twan togoup  |locats make vast amounts of money. Life would be a much nicer place if all this greedy interest in making loads of
© changethe  |expect to get mymoney. If nstr needto onaccessibilty for people with disabilties or mobility because that will : money at ded. . The family silver can be used to provide a
parktheir s way income from the car park goes backto the counciland can be spent challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth income i all the publicly owned assets are sold seice
somewhere else nthe city. Financial forthe counciland
' revenue from sale vs.
Retain the Selling offthe carparkis only good for the shorttermin the.
carparkand | With the stadium the need for car bringin transport longterm the money made by the carpark willbe greater ths is
a7 Thomas Healey Keep our asset's
changethe | helpthe councilinthe longterm trends ey asset especially with the increase of housing proposed
operating model for the area with limited parking.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and_[Simply, the council should be in a for 2 themost [Don't change it and recognise that the subsidy on parking s a net benefit. The council, and by Those with accessibilty issues are often the most impacted by changes like
1 Ethan Gullery P ourcit tonoincome. Selling the parking and having no say over fees lets the most [extension the carpark, is not a business, the externalities are the most important bit impact peop this, and the ones with the most imited fund. Please don' leave their future ity
model Vulnerable be at the mercy of entiies like Wilsons, who will push the fees as high as they can. engagement up to a purely profitseeking entity.
[The Impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralciy,Potential impacts on
Fftain the carpark.and on stadium use days do a promotion fo parking spaces offering free first hoursor cheaper houry | (8. wilreduced 1aNd e i of long term and short term parking rates willassist in|Providing parking is an obligation the council must provide for s rate payers so |15  strategic location to
3 Roy Ah Kuoi change the operating | With The Kaha due to open ‘UL placed to take advantage of the use of the stadium Vsdoap P P P v raffic?),Impact on peopl mobility 8 P ‘g parking| & v pay 4 P ¥
rates it b the city the return on investment year on year
model Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
wends,oth
I think the councilhas a duty to provide safe, reliable parking options to people in the ity. | am more than happy to pay
for know y s going towar 1, and many others, deplore the idea of giving The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short
money to orderto enjs Itonly makes the carpark. ProfitIS term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
Retain the carpark and | think it is important or the city to maintain assets and invest in s infrastructure
being made. A carpark n a cityis a stable, low risk asset so one would naturally expect returns on the lower side. To sell activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
4 Dillon Brown change the operating No and growth. L townis
this i the aim of more profit peop . other than to give our money to demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
model a stap n the face to ratepayers.
totheir than back into the city and it residents. A implications forthe counciland ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongoing
commercial building s held for appreciation and returns. It not an inclusive approach to only look at the annual profit operating costs)
when It alow cost, it tokeepit.
s above, I think improving affordability and lowering the barier to access willin general atract
he inner . Additionally, ifyou're struggling to fll these
Ithink b be useful - | tend to park either behind Turanga or at
The current state of the CBD (as someone whoworks in the inner city) i dire. | understand the desire to push peopleto[The C firston Litchfield before the
use public lling itvery first L . Its aright mare to find another park f Litchfield happened to be ful, as the | miss pre-EQ town. | miss the variety of stores, the ltle laneways, the vibrancy,
improving said public ransport instead pushes people away &, which then in turn impacts b d  |visibiltyis itchfield Stand it bouta crash a lotof the nner the colour. Right now, | think other than Oxford Tce bars and Riverside, most of
financial gains of both private and council-owned enterprises. 1 also believe that asset-sales for a quick buck only ke this - please! seethe raffc! the businesses i town are all also found at malls where you gt free parlin
& o P 4 y P ) The impact itwitt in the central city,The availabilty of short yougetfreeparking |,y o1, guys are just doing your best to get by and we need income to fund
provide short term fixes as that money will run out and there's only so many assets you can sell before you end up empty [volume data more accessible (1ve seen it on billboards, could it be added to the website or (which Id actually be very curious to know if there s data on this, or potential
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic d building, but . people don't see
handed. Personally, | avoid the CBD like the plague unless | have to g0 in for work, as the effort it takes tofind parking | something? So you can check before you £0 nto town?) might help improve ts usage. Other options: for a customer survey in future to dentify what reason people primarily go nto ‘
7 Kristyn Williams change the operating activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on councilincome as positive for them so people will act up whenit's mentioned. Also,
o [and the cost of said parking s not worth it for the quaity of inpart he tack of -ifthe carpark isn't being used, why not use it for an inner cty i . town for). We need the variety of which can't P o !
foot businesses so only chain fford to sunvive. the CBD startswith | nightmarket or weekend flea markets?  think you'l find that selling an asset - especially o Wilson's - forpeop! ! rents drop or oot traffic ncreases, which cant improve ift's impossible to park ¢ peop!
parking given population growth and transport trends. robably object to selling entirely based on the fact Wilsons are most ikely o buy.
transport. As an aside, | think looking at online retailers such as Temu and Shien is wise: we are all broke and cheap  |will cause aloss in consumer P away. | understand $15.an hour - see small goinand outin months
prices will attract more crowds than expensive ones - .e. lowering the cost of parking (notjust at this carpark) will |under the pump and need money, but | think that the current political environment has bred a lotof because they can't survive (especially the BNZ centre) and it depressing as
peop in either ust as much or more money. Putting prices |resentment and distrust for government both local and central. People do not care about financial hell Town feels dark and quiet far too often.
up just makes people avoid it gain of ‘tsee it as money going heir ity they see it as
lining pockets. you need to spend money money, so
ik , but y
improve asset growth n the long run.
(Correct meif | am wrong but once was at a talk by Raj Manii on asset sales, and he sald that the councils mandated
auty is o provide the best value it can to atepayers. That is some kind of written policy/driving force behind the
councils operational mtivation.
Ifthis building s both generating a profitalreay, AND, money stays here and sn't sent offshore by Wilson's, AND,
e fairrates for parking, isn't that the best be getting? Sure
make a short term buck, sure that offsets some interest we are paying, but | doub that will be more advantageous
that.rhe whole package of value we are getting by having a degree of circular economy keeping revenue here,
reasonable parking fees, and a say i keepingthe parking rate market fairly priced.
t 1fyou sell this against the will of many, do not sell o Wilsons or any of their
parkand fitable asset, only o add yet another way to leak money via an overseas affiated ownership ust send profits overseas. affilates. Not . keepit
' lease an EV powered park long term in a CBD building near, other may too, they don'texist as far |The impactitwill have on parking charges in the centra ciy,Future demand for
8 Jalanda McLean change the operating _[entity, with no say in keeping rates reasonable and for only a shortterm gain? . e o,
a wOmer |We have to start being smarter and taking circular economic ust don't sellit. The stadium is opening soon.
sily, don'tsellit Youhave to, i car park leases. benefits into the ratepayer value equation.
| myself am about to move from South New Brighton to the CBD, and I have to sell my EV and get an ICE because |
cannot find a long term lease EV powered carparking spot inthe cty.
Don't give away our already poor hold on parking against Wilsons o any other overseas Investor who just extracts more
[and more from our economy, and then has the gall o increase the charges.
Don't doit. Whoever votes for this won't et my vote ever again. Parking and Wilson's s a sore spot or people of Chch
o matter which end of the spectrum you fal politcally.
"Fees are liely to remain competitive” - there's no guarantee there. Also, you'l likely sellit o the same owners of the
other private car parks, and since they l have a monopoly, they can set the prices given the limited parkingin town
especially with the upcoming completion of the new stadium. t toselland you're asaprotocol
peclally 'peoming compl . ¥ la The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Potential impacts on
. you's but the outcome, considersell ! syndicate instead
Retain the carpark and local businesses and economic activt (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
cash flow. Ifa cash flow s worth buying, i's also worth keeping. of some overseas irm that already has a monopoly in the area - Wilson Carparking have rorted You have a typo on this page in “anyting”. I you need a proof reader, Im available.
s Gavin Sheppard change the operating |* orea. pitality foot traffc?), for poputation growth and Read previous sections | typed out "
e Freeing up funds to invest n other y ~doesthi car parkingat a premium price with e e o rovenue insofar as the Lichfield boxes that Ive typed out.
things away from the east side of Cheh? O investing in things that most of Chch don'twant or care about, ke the [0 aternatives, :
from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
original cathedral, or another cardboard cathedral monstrosity o a balls up? Hell, it you consider selling and want to put in a good word to the banks for me, Il buy t.
(Councils too fast to sellthings off to generate immediate cash, and | feel they don't appreciate the dificulty many
people face with the longterm impacts of doingso.
Ride-share hub for ity and . By
INZ Health. Naming rights to be sold with a shared ownership model.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and § pact itwl 3 Austerity have to b but divesting of
" dehard Tyson e meoperatng ™ t with be converted to amix/match model where parking It misteading to also cite a 3 as there tobe term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth " o lityourave model, consider a short-term lease to a private operator
lable for city for matches and events a different levy could be charged. model. and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (€.g., with an open book requirement to assess the continued worth.
model further excesses inthe coming years.
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
This also keeps the pricing of parking lower in the CBD, fthis s sold then Wilson's willno doubt
ifnot another agenc
I the rental forthe b - Central ity b hould be supporting th K
Retain the carpark and nerease the rentat for the businesses. Gentral City businesses shovld be supporting the car park as |y 1, eyt have on parking charges inthe centralcit,The avaitabily of short
is an assett that Itis making a surplus. It maints trol parking it their business. Increase the long term cost as they are the ones who should be using
1 Alison Murray change the operating term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or is never the answer esp it
costs. Most of the other build dinferior fee astheyare the city by
model mobility challenges
car.
Shortterm parking in Potential
parking Keeping revenue within the city.
Could its that's t |b d economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and Just increase the price to cover operating costs. Council should ot be selling | Dot sell assets for short term capital, especially if your current plan for those.
12 Craig Whitnall Not allowing revenue to flow offshore.
certain times. pitality foot traffic?), for pop growthand assets ke this. fundsis to be used to pay off debt - how transformative ©
Other (Please specify)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
13 Melissa Steeman P i o town selling this could really harm businesses surrounding i not available activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The council council control. P d of parking are strategic
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
considerations for the central city, and council tlows for council nf " Service provision to support economic, social and cultural
Retain the carpark and Future conversion to offce, commercial, residential or other use - ether the building or the ste. This |local businesses and economic actvity (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect retail and
intervention to be retained for , social and cultural benefit of Itis council's role to provide outcomes in the central city - not a purely commercial
14 Andrew Turner change the operating s a key parcel of central city and which alueto p Impact peop mobility Council support for central city vibrancy.
transport and P willfocus toa greater has D focuses on proft at the expy
model ofa car-free future, challenges, Financial th Land )
the ability to focus on a broader range of tthe samet to other outcomes.
sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please speciy)
prove p . provision.
shortterm parkingin for parking
15 Rick Buckley transport trends, Financial the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Long term lable for cheh cf the have
16 Anna Taylor e Y | The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
approved have parking
Future demands are always going to ncrease, rleasing this
assetis giving away future income, Vou should ban more Wison parks and make them more council owned parks.
Hold ontoit, you il see another Auckiand onyour
17 Andrew Hague other With the current shortfallstuation you must have some t !
parking dramatically increases the charges
foresight to see that keeping the asset and making it profitable.[Even if council charged the same atleast the money would remain in country
longtermis the correct thing to do b
" o Greemoes Seltne Carparc |0 TeESUIn another frastruciure project Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
ongoing
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Keepitasitis.
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Itis important that our ity offers affordable parking in the CBD sothat residents, ratepayers and Keep itin council hands I'm sure the 100% increase in my rates this year willhelp.
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on | do not want more Australian business having a monopoly of our commercial ;
19 Rob Robertson visitors to our city get access to the amenities there. et . oten [The services | get in Merivale Lane haven't changed so a good parking area in town
Otherwise n P the forpeopre with o . could be my benefit for the increase.
city we had in 2010. ransp
(.. encouragin or
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
P from raising prices for in King. Slowing growth of cty. b Use it as an oppe in the central city. Discounted rates for weekend slots parking v P
20 Dylan Wiliams P activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
pricing out the car parks. when its emptier
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Seling e °" | Long term parking only and restrictparking n the city o short time so workers are
[Retain the building and have it as long term only and build car parkd outside the four aves with free encouraging, , reducing Wilson's legal obligation to only do gterm pi ¥ s
2 Keith McDonald encouraged to use public transport or employers provide off Street parking for their
public transport within the city emissions, or sustainabilty goals) hings thatncrease th retun o shareholdersatthe expense of consumers.  [* > 1% L0 18P
Local government can run things just as well without profit a the main motive public.
shortterm parkingin Potential
fetain the carpark.and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and
2 Brian Pankhurst perating |C: ¢ their profit. No vies, parking
e op pitality Impact peopl mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and for transport trends,Financial
25 Nigel Wing change the operating It a council asset and part o the cies infurstucre the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
model
short term parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and Impact peopl mobility
2 William Kingston change the operating ~[Council control of central city asset It is important to have sustainable car parking challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model trendt & transpor, reducing
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and Short term parking in Impact for
27 Barbara scott change the operating _[Keep the money in council peopl
model population growith and transport trends
et the carpark ang. | OV are hat s @ councilof aarger than reglnal iy, 1 would expect the council {0 operatecar paring [The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availability of short
> facilties. | would have no objection to a regular review of car parking fees. The offset would be tht the frst hour should term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
2 Peter Clothier change the operating no (Great internal lft services eepit
b be ree. That car parkis so wellpositioned for access and | feel that a third party operator would defy the thought of y y for population growth and transport
maintaining a ealistic fee structurt rends
Short term parking in Potential on
businesses and economic activity (e.&., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and Heconomicactuy (e & parking —
29 Brian Sullivan change the operating  [Keep assets. pRaTY peor Y |Add more charging stations.
e Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trenas £ ransport, reducing
emissions, or goals)
Two reasons, i order of prominence:
1. Some of private parking organizations are nefarious, to put nicely. Pricing competition aside, reported behaviour of
fines, and other pr lace. The council and
other p o The impact itwil inthe central city.The availabilty of short
[government lack the egal tools to combat this behaviour and probably never will And in my experience, councils do not
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic | * Long term revenue
Retain the carpark and_|engage in similar behaviour. Competition isthe only ool.If the only parking option was private, d likely avoid the CBD 01d men plant trees whose shade they know they shall never sitin. i honestly
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?) Future | * Gouging protection with the new stadium opening
30 Aaron Cooper perating i favour of other b locat None. Increasing the price to get better return sounds reasonable. wish we had more council parking n the near future. And
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial g d honest
model 2. I specificaly seek council parking. In part because of the above, but I also conscious that money | am paying for once its gone,it's never coming back
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
parking goes back to the infrastructure around me. Not the case if my money goes o private company. This is a long
operating costs),Other (Please specify)
thatlthink many ity of overlooking time and time again. Skimp out or make a quick
buck now at the cost of ptions. For Lichfeld, t important vith the ne: opening. That
carparkis prime and preferred by many. CCC should igns now tha
lonce again an international sport and concert venue for the first the n almost 15 years.
Its not a core function of the City Council. With the City Council nearly taking away every on street parking option in
recent years the City g with ECAN 1d class bus system to lower the & encouraging public reducin
32 Marco Dut Sellthe Carpark  [need for carpark buildings. The funds raised from the sale need to go on deb reduction. We hear so much about what |Nojustsellt. emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
city we will eave for The worst leave them with a city crippl debtand t . revenue from sale s,
interest payments.
A chance Otautahi is anels. Power
Retain the carpark and P Reduced parking improves retail and hospitality performance,
the building and sell the remainder back to the gri, % investmentin . encouraging public transport, reducing
33 Danny Rood P ouncil, for hence the success of Oxford Terrace + Riverside, Cashel Mall, [The city s for people, not cars
the medium and longterm. Remove the carparks at 23 Lichfield Stwhile we're atit, makinga more [emissions, or sustainabiliy goals),Other (Please specify)
model and New Regent Strests
ibrant people focused area that links Riverside and Cashel Mall
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potentialimpacts on
3 Alistair Slee perating |Ive seen aWilson' cityis not one | will bothervisiting Free 2 hours ke the malls locat b d economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and 'm not coming nto the city if Wilson's is the only option.
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Retainthe carparkand |, oy ing an and Maintand I enjoy paying for parking in the Lichfield
35 Bryant Bignell change the operating g loypayigfor parking short term parking i
o buildingas it feeling Uike putting money directly back nto the city.
Take 2 long term view of the trajectory ofcity growth, and the kind o
Potential (e.g, will reduced [Reduced parking will *not* negatively impact local business. e Jectory of city @ People will always whinge about parking. But at the end of the day, transportation
Retain the carpark and The space would be more valuable as commercial, residentia, or some mix of the two. This might development that would best serve that. Does parking really scale with the kind
retail and hospitalty foot traffic?) (e:g. |Moreover, it would positvely impact local business, as well as by car just doesn't scale with city growth in the long term. Why invest in a solution
3 van Ignatov change the operating _[Prefer long term growth for public asset overthe *possibility* o shortterm financial optimisation. developed the pr butthe benefit of rowth the city willsee i the next 20-30 years? How much does the city
ransport, or goals)Other ety inances, were the lot given over for commercial and/or that doesn't scale, when the city could be investing in something that will be:
model from the resulting productiviy. collect n tax on commercial o residential space in the Central City of the same
(Please specify) residential development. productive for decades to come?
footprint?
Potential (e.g. willreduced
(Get rid ofthe security team. I've asked 3 times for help. Once | was mocked the second I was refused
Retain the carpark and parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on accessibilty for people
information for the council spokesperson the third they refused to address vandalism to someone's inthe city aplace of ownership
39 Judith Matthews change the operating It a Itprovides a great ges. population
car.| itwas leaving the number speak o rather than outside.
model [growth and transport trends,Financial imlications for the council and ratepayers
the people or leave a note on the damaged car. So why have them there
(.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specity)
Yes sell it and provide parking forthe Gourt Theatre the Theatre royal and the Piano. Financial Tor the council and ra evenue from sale vs.
40 Gordon Macadam
Patrons of these places are not as pice sensitve. ongoing
@ |We needa local carpark near 3 oes out for thi , wih at
‘e need alocatcarp: Y one hoes out for thr evening, where you spend time [Why not a shuttle bus at night to take you close to home late at night, of course a small fee should  |The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of short
a Sandy porter perating justtrying . Busing s an option but they finish at set times and some only operate hourly. No haven't had time to think about the impact.
apply. term parkingn the central city
model Itis part of our community and rates,
Twould need T advice. When [ have
o put together information, it i ignored. nd 1 donot get
d [Retain assets - feis money. amnot y invests the money thatitdoes['* P %8 © & ge; clean water;
questions or concerns. have done and isthe
a2 Robina Dobbie change the operating _[get. Debt building and creating an ongoing drain on ratepayers is wrong n my eyes. Stop spending and ook after what Other (Please specify) Time to listen tothe people, not just make it look like that and the  [Wilyoulisten?
definition ofinsanity, so why wold | waste more of my time. When you start responding to my
model we already have. There is waste i the current operation and | believe you are paying for sub-standard consultants. same; rubbish collection, etc.
concerns, complaint: , then [willp input. At the moment, | am
focused on the absolute urgencies.
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,mpact on accessibiliy
a3 Robert Verrall Sellthe Carpark its non-core and dearer than the private carpark on Litchfield St no pact itwl parking charg ral iy, Imp: ity
for people with disabilties or mobilty challenges
Tbelieve ownership of the assets s vital Selling the assets 1s an easy option for decision makers who are unable fo
make viable business decisions.
One would in be the logical buyer as they are successful Ifthe parking building is to be sold to another parking company then it would be critcal for the
2 be for ployed by ity Councilto apply similar |councilto maintain t and make it viable, failing that f the carport was sold for further development
Retain the carpark and
practices and make the car parks viable. then it would make sense to sell but certainly not to be sold to a carpark operator.
4 Kevin Southen change the operating | think | have covered most n earlier comments
A The suggestion of being demolished for feelwould h onthe
inmy opinion f we ratepayers are paying people to run these parks at a oss the the management of the councilneed |existing businesses with in the central city.
to have their own positions scrutinized and re assessed.
[Why would a company such as the major competitor want to buy if
s not about lchfelld, [can't ospitalwh
Retain the carpark and short term parking in Impact v
their was only frontof it of parking
5 Kevin Pearson change the operating le with disabil
available in the hole area for the sze of i, t should have been multi evel why
modet population growth and transport trends
wasnit it cost? The view?
6 John Kelly Sellthe Carpark__|It's a move away from car-centic. o realize that keeping it might be regarded as awin win by some Parking for the new fleet of driverless minibues
Potential (e willreduced
. e ngoneral, el publ - parking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffic?) Environmental considerations (e.
a7 Bruce Harding Sellthe Carpark No-1 am not an economist. Quit f some constraints or sale are not met. transport, o ) Financial ot to el No.
unqualified totalistc policy.
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Other (Please specify)
shortterm parkingin Potential
| prefer the fact that one can talk directly with the cce staffif any problems arise. | like the present parking
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
8 Philippa Mary Graham supenvisor. | do not think that a p o ywill be the only cac mapity [P Balantmestiscof insobvercy Where willtht money go i the carpark s sold? s the CCC decision
hospitaliy mp: peop
consderation
hallenges, Other (Please specify)
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organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
assets term, but fre gone and you've lost key
Potential impacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced
ntrol the future. Also, we pay rates, so don't the denizens o oo .
of Christchurch sortof own it anyway.  think you should see i other cost cutting can be found. E.1 {7217 18 0 nosplatyi o
a9 Sarah Lovelady work in Aidenfield and go past the road works many times a week. Its taking an age to get done and | ["°" & p I
can see why, with people just standing around all the time and many on their phones. It's good to port ’ goals).
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
butit's tothe rate payer when costs blow out because of
operating costs)
Alot of peopl
The capital ownership of the property s retained by the Council(and hence me, the ratepayer) allowing benefits to be
P I ofthe property Y ( payer) 8! [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central cty, Potential impacts on
derived from capital gains and allows the Council to retain some controller the parking fees charged as opposed to
Retain the carpark and local b d (e.g. wil fhect retailand
50 Wiliam Graham change the operating | 2P0 off by a ekiand- None | can traffic?), and None the come to mind currentl Nothing current
md: '8 [the asset which they had/have no interest in investing n building the asset in the first place. Additionally, itis an assetin fer curren NSRS e g b e ¥ '8 4
the central CBD which has a higher degree of therefore should toa level that [rom et ve, angoing operating coste e
reflects this. Under p ip1do not think contract clauses in place, - ongoing operaing
Retainthe carparkand . cc.1g operate this car parkin  fair way. | do not trust the lies of Wilson parking to o the same, Ths s a service Fair parking thatis not controlled by dodgy companies like
51 Daniet Nilsson change the operating > s " parking ) The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Other (Please specify) parking Y dodey comp
o tothe community and  trust CCC to do the best job. Witson parking.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability o short The most important factor s accelerating planning and development of an
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic tothe north
[Allof the above need to be considered and congratulations on
be owned by the councilon behalf of rate payers. However, activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on [Ashourton to the south. This will educe the need for ged my mind. Sellthe building ible and put the money
Retain the carpark and the qualityof your questions, they are excellent, Referring
abetter uburbs for people with g for generally within the inner ciy - think stadium, town halletc, system!
52 Michael Allan P No, it P again to Vienna, when we travelled to Amsterdam and -
e and Rangora in particutar, Having ved in Vienna for a coupte of months, my wite and | know hovwwella good public wansport o eing |12ttt Cistcutcis populaton ' ol between 4100503 |Andefre changermymind gain, CONGRATULATIONS ann xclet
transport works. (.., encouraging public transpor, reducing emissions, or sustainability oo 420,000 compared to Vienna's 2.03 million. but start Ttwon't You putalot of thought into is product
oals) Financial ) 5. be built and . butthink of your
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify) what sort of future will you be leaving them?
[The opening of Te Kaha stadium is g0ing to have @ on [ Why et perator fleece the C ity Councilrat and
petan necarprcang portem ar forpard e e e, poos r oo vom s ard [ ero etactmrs dotenhatwtat o ors e s
shortterm parkingin 1 or parkin ransport available in Christchurch, people are going o drive to events an ind here in the real world, despite what we'd all ke - more people using an
53 Mark Ameil change the operating |Because a 30,000 seater the road Operate i ike a commercial operator parking P8 |eyira revenue opportunities for Christchurch ratepayers > people are going P peopte using
e iven poputation growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify) [games. Why would you want to sel payers of regular public ransport system ke they do overseas, unfortunately
c - revenue through dynamic [our public t ibish (not justin people are
forced to use their cars.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
54 Dianne Downward Sellthe carpark ONLY if the money is used to pay off debt. transport trends, Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Our private car ~Tfeel ke having a publicly owned
P gaputicy The impact itwill in the central city,The availability of short
d pressure on paid Please keep it on the books. | genuinelyfeel that while a sale would provide a short
No other deas. Keep it on the books. Someti taboutbeing [term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
55 Douglas Smith change the operating term influx offunds, itwould be a net loss for the city as a whole when we consider
profitable. and transport rends,Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public
model a lal tha this mode of transport by offering ree and secure parking what the alternative would be.
transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty goals)
option
Not owned megabucks. s publicly owned for the
benefitof the residents. I's the only carpark I the CBD fuse, and greatly appreciate how convenient It for access to
earp greatty app! Publicly owned infrastructure ke this, even i it oy makes slim profits, keeps
Retain the carpark and  [the CED. It eallys a factor n bringing e into the CBD to enjoy i, and be a patron of the local businesses. | would
No, keeping it and bringing n a small increase in gicaland ption. Ifully  [Potential ity (e.g., will reduced expenses down for locals, keeps money in the city, and in NZ nstead of
56 Reuben Horsley change the operating _[resent losing this assets o the likes of wilsons, f those guys!! 1y tip: reduce itbecame awilsons ot.
e supportths. parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) shipping it out to singapore or the likes, and really helps the local businesses in
the coo. thinkfor the good of it andforemost
This option at east makes a profit for the council, and if its making profits, then in the longterm that means more © goodof
money for other public amenities. Selling t would be incredibly short sighted and a huge waste.
Eliminate the EV charging facilty and ban electric cars, as it is only a matter of
Ltime before an EV catches fire in the Lichfield Carpark, with disastrous
consequences for al the cars and people i the bulding at the time, plus the
retail businesses in the vicinity, including Ballantynes. The ensuing fire would
likely tead p infemo.
Thermal runaway happens within seconts and EV battery fires take many hours
. nich Please refer tomy
tothe CC . see below
several devastating fires in Korean apartments, vith the resuit of EVs being
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability o short banned in apartment buildings there, and one rest home in Auckland has.
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic already banned further electric cars fo residents in view of the isk. This s the
se SusanThorpe perating[0CCis ap t i put profits nto paying down debr. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Financial start of atrend. Several shipping companies have also banned the transport of
model the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing £V after several ships have been burned out at sea, with the result that
operating costs) insurers refuse to cover them The CCC would do well to MAKE BANNING EVS IN
THE BUILDING A PRIORITY, OTHERWISE FACE LIABILITY AND
[ASTRONOMICALLY EXPENSIVE LITIGATION FOR NEGLIGENCE. [gnorance will
CCC, as EV battery
understood globally. Itwouild also be prudent for CCC to address ts insurance
ref EV car battery thermal runaway, and to take appropriate action to prevent a
catastrophe. Which would be better? To offend a few electric car owners, or
make global headlines by destroying a sgnificant part of Christchurchs iconic
central retail area?
(cec Christchurch Future Transport/ Susan Thorpe.pef
. encouraging publi ,reducing
| would strongly advocate that a sale to Wilsons is blocked of not an option. It ould be sold as units
| agree that use the funds for Ifyouwantto drive to city emissions, or sustainability goals),Financial implications for the council and Make sure itis sold to NZ commercial interests only and is
59 Kevin Taylor Sellthe Carpark ke in Sydney or Melbourne or other cities so that tandoviner
centre you pay whatever the costis to park as part of your transport choice. t revenue from sale vs. Other (Please managed by NZ or local commercial operators.
Can have parking included in developments and apartments.
specify)
| have adisabilty that affects my mobility. | work fulltime in the BNZ centre and this s the only all day parking thatis
e a disabllity 'y mobillty. | work full tme | 3 st Y all day parking that Affordable Inner city parking s crucial for people like me with disabilities who
Retain the carpark and | practical, that will help me continue to work in t takingint thatmy The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,lmpact on accessibility ~ |Allof above, but evidently the most bus, walk from further away, etc). As someone who
61 Rebecca Herman perating |able bodied toaparking ot 2 blocks away thats less than halfthe price), butit's by far the best  [None that immediately come to mind, but Il get in touch ifthat changes P parking i . v . W e1c):
) for peop and other people this. |pays rates and contributes to my council, I would hope my council would
model option | can reasonably use and it cheaper than the closer alternatives (which might only have one disabled parking
balance the need for profits with serving the community
bay). Selling the car park woul »my finaces, my abiltyto work, ife.
T The Tharthel Ty as T
move from the aliftdirectyy d oth
shops. This is important in bad weather. The Board is aware that the Councils still
committed to the development of the central city and considers that this carpark s
essential for this objective.
thatif the building s to be sold jould be needed to
be putin place ensuring that a new owner could not develop for adifferent commercial
purpose.
3.The the Lichfield ta profitand that
could tsfinancial The Board considers
that the benefis of tsretention in C
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
residents, also need to be taken into account.
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
4. The Board considers that as development of the Central Cityis not yet complete, with the
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and |One New Zealand at Te Kaha Stadium and Parakiore tillnot operational tis premature to
Waipuna Halswell Hornby for people with ! for
&2 Marie Pollisco Chairperson lins@ consider the need for centralcity atthis time.
Riccarton Community Board transport
madel 5. The Board considers that retention of the parking building pending completion of Council
(. encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
developments in the centralcity willallow the Council to consider its merits when central ey Fmc b
ity parking requirements are clearer. goats). the adl
vs. ongoing operating costs)
2.7. The Board is aware that residents are concerned about the levelof rates but considers if the
revenue from a sale of the carpark was applied to it
minimal impact dependant on the market value.
7. The Board notes that saff advice is that, assuming the sale proceeds are usedto reduce
[Council debt, the positive Net Present Value f the building s only sold turns o negative
mark. however, that the sale of the building but
retention of the land it p ptions, uses
[and opportunities for rates reduction.
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organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
h Lshould consid ther modes of transport, and I hink
| believe that keeping the Lichfield St car parkwilallow Councilto retain future control over car parking n the central @ councll should consider encouraging other modes of transport, and | thin
that actuallyretaining ownership of car parks i cenral to that. By keeping
parkand [ciy. If C tomake parking it does not need to consult  new pr The council also usin parking, makingit a ltle bit more
encouraging ,reducing private business out of car parking, councilis empowered to make decisions
6 Connor McKinnon change the operating _[would have interest this car park, p gin ouncil policies that | convenient to bike in the central city. There could me keeping
emissions, or sustainabilty goals) that beneit the city rather than whatis best forprofit. Some car parking will
model i to encourage other modes of transport in the centralcity. Additionally,drivers benefit from owned car fefor ‘twant to carry them around
ys be required in and Council should
i breach notices, wh 1 tabl
control of i,
Retain the carpark and
P [The impact it will have on parking charges n the central cty,Financial implications for
65 Peter Megarry perating o retain overp city
the councit and rat fevenue from sale vs.
model
We can already see around Lichfield and other cities that pensiv. Ifthe city isno
longerthere to offer I think; allagree prices to make (Carparks don't ook important, but ' one of those smallthings that have a
more money. huge impact. When | go the the cinema, | prefer o drive alitle bit more to goto
One tast thing, | noticed there s quitea lot of avalable places in that car park so
Ifthe Gity C tract people to the CBD, it it  cinema that offers free carpark for example.
bus shuttles between bus isan maye i subscription system people toal Kin
them and challenge private companies. e enjoy the Hoyts n the CBD, but we never go there because we have to pay
Retain the carpark and dea to develop this carpark, especially ifyou manage to have all include tickets: carpark + shuttle + Lichfield,itwillimprove the profitabiliy too.
In addition, the stadium s almos finished. There is not much space around it for parking. Once the stadium s Potential (e.8. willreduced the carpark. People will make different decisions and I'm worred that
6 Amandine Frezouls change the operating reduction for the event for example. A lot of people work from home part of the week, if you propose a reduced price for
operational, | think it would be a good Idea to run bus shuttles between the bus interchange and the stadium during parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) have a huge impact on
model Most different g, early birds, etc. avider people who need a day parking twice a week for example, it will be a big success.
events. The Lichfield car parkis ideally located next to the bus interchange, so peop! park their cars there and the CBD businesses and economy.
range of prces, it willimprove the profitabiltyof the carpark. Vou can also propose a reduction for weekend and eveningif people park there
then use the shuttle. Private companies make a ot of money with carparks, you should be able to
during the weekfor at least one day.
improve the the Lichfeld car park. tweak a tte bit the system to improve the attractiveness of this carpark and
i conclusion, | would prefer the City Council o keep the car park and eventually review the operating system, make more money too.
reassessing the situation one of two years after the stadium starts operating
- Short term parking in Potential on
| prefer to benefit the city, not to booster the profts of Wilson carparking (and it associated businesses and economic activity (e.&., will reduced parking affect retail and
&7 Atison McConnel change the operating. | © & B parkie Ve parking
operations). pitality foot raffic?), Impact peop! mobility
model
challenges
Retain the carpark and
shortterm parkingin ] for parking
68 Gurjeet Bains change the operating _[Have options to park near city center others are very expensive
given population growth and transport trends
modet
This is a rare chance for us to sll off a non-citcal piece of infrastructure and rectaim a substantial amount of funds Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revente from sale vs.
69 Bryce Gravatt Sellthe Carpark
that can be used to pay down debt, or fund future infrastructure projects. Either way, rate payers will benefit. ongoing operating costs)
s a commuter, th of d parks n the central cty that aren't priced s
uter; ! 3 b The impact it will inthe central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and  [a real valuable asset to me. notb its term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth Remember that you are not a business - you are trying o provide assets for the
7 Tony Watson perating  [parking for not profit. Other ust keep it as it s. It is providing return without much effort, leave it lone. o " P Pop v youare g o
and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., ratepayer not maximize return.
model - they are tying to charge the maximum the market will bear. In fact, | would have sill said retain the carparkif it was
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
only breaking even.
Retain the carparkand 1. o renty very expensive to st pop into town to get something but i i's sold and they put the price up ridiculously potential will reduced
7 Amanda Reed change the operating currently very exp Justpop & d yputthe price up v b Town s dying why killit
o won't be isiting town parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
72 Oliver Barker change the operating (I would prefer any money paid for parking in ratherthan a No term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?)
Retai the carparkand The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
> Operating model should not be changed, the return it is gtting s sufficient, the benefitto ratepayers |term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
73 Tegan Nicholson perating _[Provides an easy and of car parking n the central ity
o s not just financial activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
While off-street parking may not be considered a core purpose of the counc, | imagine getting
people nto town i. As s supporting the mobility of children and older people. Of al the parking
options, this one has been by far the most useful in achieving this for me.
Ifan altered financial model s necessary, then | would suggest raising rates for businesses within the
Car park's asthey are benefi fbuilding.
s aparent, the car park has been invaluable in bringing my child nto the Riverside Marke, o see the eels, and other
Retain the carpark and P P dngemy I there is a council families, children, and the mobility- [This presumably won't raise revenue, but dedicating some pillar or wall space for
the area. If parking reliable or . Iwould travel into town far ess, impact peop oth o be specific, | beleve people with mobilty challenges
7 Daniel Coliins change the operating ° Challenged, then perhaps that fund could contribute some too. They're allimportant more or less. art would be a nice touch, makingthe parking buildingless an asset and more an
e as | need insurance against my child's disappointment and | have a very tight budget. It has also been useful n bringing (Please specify) include young children and families. eronce
my mobilty-impaired father into the area. .
Perhaps the parking system can be changed so that a portion of the parks can be reserved online
with an extra fee. This recognises the benefitofrelabily,for which people may be willng o pay. The
system would tself come at cost, so  can'timagine i tis would be economically viable.
The pilars and wall areas could be used for advertising. If the asset needs to be managed to make a
profit, then there should be no obiection to using it for advertising. Again, ths helps shiftthe burden
from tax-payers into businesses that benefit from the asset.
impact Futre
Retain the carpark and P peop P
75 James foote change the operating [ do not believe in selling public assets demand for i Pressure government for unding for MRT and 3 waters. Do not sl
4. encouraging public transport, o
model
Retain the carpark and_|$1.5 millon is il significant amount of money to be added to the Councils financial position. The impact it willhave on parking charges in the central cityThe availabilty of short
7 Olivia Webster change the operating _[Depending on who you el to, it would give them a stranglehold. term parking in the central ity Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
model i this carpark will get even more use and make more money. (.. revenue from sale vs.
po— e [ P, o heimasct il ave o parkingchares mlhe“cm:’tlalcﬂlly,Pi(enu:llrv:pz::t?unu
ecause let's face it buyiti eyl put the prices e |What about CCC working with a community org like gap filer to run it so tha . will reduced parking affect retail an
7 Leonie Partridge change the operating P v Viiputiepricesup " slleesp lee parking
e ost pronibitive for many. like Wilson parking don'tget their hands on it pialiy Impact peop! mobiliy
challenges
The impact twil in the central ity Th of short
7 Hope Elstone Justkeep tasis
term parkng n the central city
The impact it wil T he central ity The avallabiity of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Fetain the carparkand. | . carpare for customers. the look for limited parkiny activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?), Future
7 Rafael Garcia change the operating |15 **P . parking Ve parhe o i
e space on the street. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
the counciland nue from sale vs. ongoing
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
How orjust forlong term, that way council will
80 Jagmohan singh Sellthe Carpark pefully g debt paid oft notincrease n rates. parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),Financial implications for the council
still own that property for an regutar incorme
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operatin costs)
Short term parking in Tmpact Tor
peop g
81 Christine Hickey Sellthe Carpark  |We need more money for ongoing infrastructure costs transport, y ) Financial
the council and rats evenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
o oy Thomas term parkingin the central cty,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic Keep the carpark. Raise the parking charges, use the capital gains to borrow
v activity (e.g., will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future against.
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
— B R e
83 Janelle Miller change the operating ome clyterente: greatpricep e . perkine ¢
e use this building that helps bring people to the ciy. population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
8. revenue from sale s,
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retan e carparkand v busnesss andcconomi ety wil e prkingafoct oo nd
84 Louis Kirby perating wilsonsh 1 parks and pover. no e & parking -
odot pitality ) for population g
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Retain the carpark and parking lallmp!
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
8 Janice Sandwith change the operating_|Because i i's sold parking fees would be too expensive . .
A for peop! g
transport
(e.g.,encouraging publictransport, reducing emissions, or sustainabily goals)
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- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " Zhs _y - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation e Address Why do you prefer this option? L . N N L Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when |~
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The mpact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
local b o .8 wil tretailand
86 Blair (e.g. wi
p traffic?), for "
ransport trend:
The impact twill n the central ity Th ofshort
Itis conveniently located, and the councilis considered a fairer operator than Wilson. However, I hink it would help if term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
parkand linformation about HOW It diffcult for us to know whether activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
making a profit,not a loss. Let us know what your operating
87 Beverley Nelson P Councit better option. No for people with disabilt Y for Wilson is 2 GOOD thing Keep i, please
model would entil.
madel Chiistchurch city was attract ity in the days when most parking building: d transport trends,Financial forthe
owned Atthe moment, Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other
[The impact t will ave on parking charges in the central ity,Porential impacts on
Retain the carpark and locat b 1 economic actity (e.g. wil flect retailand
P | prefer it as | believe the council should retain a partin the C rather (o8 wi .
88 Matthew Hooker change the operating for d
[Whenever | visit the CBO | aways park here as | know it helps the city
madel transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue
from sale s.
Retain the carpark and short term parking in Potential
89 Julie Malzard D hands where money to the city & not overseas investor Keep asis businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and [The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
% Catherine double change the operating Keepit, I'd keepthe cost as tis also Locat b " (e.g.wil frect etailand Please keepit
model hospitaliy foot trafic?)
| believe the Council should take a ong term view of ter assets,in context of
other projects. For example, it seems very short sighted that Christchurch City
shortterm parking n potential c selling Lichfield C One NZ Stadiumis near
| believe Lichfield benelitf delike other b d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and ”
Retain the carpark and completion and we don't know how the parking capacity or revenue will be
| would rather the income be used to benefitthe city and offset rates rather than going to a private company like Wilson [get benefitsfor short term stays e.g. 2 hours for $4 orfirst hour ree. The C: d |nospitatity Impact mobility
o1 Kiran Skelton change the operating : aftected when this opens. At the very least, wait untilthis is opento make a
Parking. Hereford Street car parking tmin these challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model decision on asset sales. Furthermore, I think that the pricing model for the car
benefts trends Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
park needs to change, regardless. | think that this shouldve changed a wile
vs. ongoing operating costs) ’
0, and that the car park's low performance is a consequence of lack of aility
to compete in the parking market.
Potental ity (e.g.,wil reduced
Retain the carpark and arking afect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Environmental considerations (.. Vou can'tjust continu to increase prices and expect to make a bigger prof.
P g itonce, and the compared tihe crossing, it [1have found that the fees are higher than other commercial car parks. Lower the fees, more people  [*21 "6 pliatty ) e& ! o » fsgerp
92 Sandra Leys change the operating wansport, y goals) Financial Think outside of the square and encourage fullutlsation to maximise the profit
, the parking profi. il park there and a profitwill stil be madie
model the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing tothe council and the benefit to the consumer.
Shortterm parking in Potential
petainthe carparkand businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
hospitaliy Impact peop mobilty
03 Ben Lever perating ! think the council offassets No No
e challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends,Financial dratepayers (e.€.
vs.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
o Lauren Woolgar perating [there are too many p  more and | feel this car park should remain f it s still proftable activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on s disabled person  feel its important to keep the car park
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The mpact il T the central oty The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carparkand {4 catner parkin councit cityovera activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Future
o SarahJudd hange the operating P beingused to further the city mpany tha yieg. parking pialty .
o pockets the profits and does not reinvest n the community demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
the counciland rat from salevs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
| don't want another Wilson's carpark. Having the Council with the power o influence car park pricingis beneficial. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
% Jeremy Kaye change the operating
e However, itisvital th Council achieve a full commercial return on the building the council and rat fevenue from sale vs.
[The Impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
Retain the carpark and Localb d (e.g.wil tretailand
Perhaps ke private operators give an incentive for early bird users, this willincentivise more use for
97 Antony Cart perating itk p checkwith their d individuals traffic?), for d
those working n the CBD
model ransport trends,Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g. revenue.
from sale vs
The impact twillhave on parking charges in the central cityThe availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and § P parkdng chargs v fy No, nothing else - but like all council feedback, | am sure that evenif the.
Just have the parking building cover allt’s costs with the price of parking, thereis no need toallow  [term parking n the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
o8 Steve Amstad change the operating _[Once itis sold ts sold- and would cost a ot more to replace. the building, “thisiswhy [No
the lies of Wilsons Parking to get the building and just charge more and more. and Financial the council P
madel people dort bother voting n local body efections.
revenu .
[The impact itwil h fing ch the central city,Porential impact:
cetam e corparans  impact twill have on parking charges in the central ity Potential Impacts on
(Council owneds better for rate payers it the hike costs. ocal (e.g.wil flect retailand
% Kim Henry change the operating luse toften
e We must keep people coming to the central city. pitality for "
wansport rends
d The impact twill The central city,The avallabilty of short
. o il TT———, ook vt v 550 armonttorXamountot s | PR g e conl T - e o st ol e
P 8 the OPEIANE | aintain ther carparks parking. Cheaper rate than paying on the day, but provides the CGC steady income parking v paring given poputation into the cityif they cannot find a park or afford to park.
model and transport trends
Potential . wil educed
fetain the carpark and arking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffic?), e domand o prng e
101 Thomas Blain change the operating _|Sell assets is stupid is prime land, retain it and change the operating model I not there already. Add Free bike parking lik parking pitality 7 parking g
o population growth and transport trends, Environmental considerations (e.g..
wansport, goals)
Retain the carparkang.|PATMEIntheciyis Ifind the park believe a The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
10 acy OMalle e oo [business takingtover may see sgnificant prcing increases. This building s a ey actor in my decison to vist ity term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
y Y @ md: ¢ it makes it easy and affordable, but | would witha increase and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
would likely go elsewhere in the suburbs. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact twil the central city,The availabilty of short Its sate and . the rich not luse th
m treCDB. ney feo lusotscarparcans s | et mpastso ocal bscssesandcconomi IS ———
103 Tina Dudiey packed everytime | use i, Its convient. Tax fees for service paring v P P yweek Ipay > Leave it alone. It anit broke dont fxit.
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future better than 1 . am going d parkif
Canttake a bus into the CED at ight. Leave the garage alone.
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends thing dont get better.
The mpact il T the central oty Potential impacts on
netai the corparand |20 tbelieve the public ever benefis from privsation of pubic assets. The da that t wil crve up competion and e PR o
> lower rates s always given and never true. Nothing private is ever cheaper th lookat pools, gyms, First hour free i cost be raised there to & Ifyou've already decided you're goingto sell it anyway at least don' sellt to
104 Skye Churchill change the operating " pitality Impact peop mobility .
B public transport. The only people that will benefit from the sale of the carpark il be the monopoly thatis Wilson's, and, |use the space.If ot done already, pacesfor centra e forpe Wilson's. There HAS to be competition or we all ose.
just like Parks Towing, they will do what they want when there is no competition. Salevsg ! a
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
105 Josie Reid perating preferto supporta l owned asset than the ikes of Wilson's, even fthe price increases term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?)
(Councilwouldn't be able to keep the parking fees ‘competitive’ once Ithas new,
owners. A 2nd mortgage is needed for medium length parking at Wilson's stes
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central cty,The availability of short e oo o S
term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic - ?
Rangiora are growing rapidly which all feed traffc nto Cheh, realistic options
106 Sean Conyers Retain the car park activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
o need providingif Council want Cheh to be a vibrant city again. Short sghted
forpeopte with ! vitue soap boxing s kiling . raising
parting given population growth and transport trends.
owners land in town as well Get ths city humming
again
Retain th Kand
etain the carparkan The role income from publicly owned assets plays in keeping [No sales of ANY Council owned assets should be considered. Red Bus was one
107 Rebecca Shaw change the operating |1 am opposed to any sale of publicly owned assets - be they local government owned or central government owned. Other (Please specify)
rates manageable. asset sale too many.
model
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
§ ) P parking chiarg 1y, ity First hour free is nice, it has happened in the past. The number one moan about
d |wison's clearlyis peopl, lets face it they straight ater the EQ. | no longer will ever parkn a erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Whenever I have used the Litchfield car park | am near the top (as t i almast full)so presumed it the city s the parking, don'ttake it away from us. You are doing a great job with
108 Kay stewart change the operating _|Wilson car park outof principal. Try dealing with them over an overcharge, t's impossible to win even though you are activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on [Give the chch people what they want - a council car park, (Council built and councilrun, let's keep it that way
profitable the city, don't spoil it now, keep the bulding run by the council. On an another
model right, and they are so ruge. for people with ! for
matter 'm still annoyed you charge for the gardens, so many empty parks now.
parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify)
Key clements.
Profiton balance providingnet revenue
proviaing The impact itwill in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and_ |Wider impactit gves the council some abilty to balance market for accessibiliy to central christchurch. le some e " PR o
109 David Galletl perating |element of rker access. Fewer comy rators in market 9 |Availability of day parking for workers in nearby businesses.
v orker P P nospitalty foot traffic?) Future demand for parking given population growth and Yy of dayparking 4
model especialy th ! increase risk
transport trends, Other (Please specify)
Retaining the carpart ption in my opinion. The land tio Christchurch. It's sill The carpark could be used as amarket o carboot location, split in hard or these days with the top
profitable, increase the parking fees by 50¢ an hour. This willincrease revenue above the 3% mark. Possibly have floors for vendors or carboot sellers vith public parking on the lower foors: The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on Stop selling assets. Increase there usage though other forms.
Retain the carpark and ot o P o Keep this asset. The better question is, how is CCC going to control their over
110 Philip change the operating peopletop (6. spend on almost ever project. Please learn to spend money responsibly and don't
e This would increase revenue and make more people aware of this location. p raffic?). for population growth and (Once you sellthem, they are gone. | good chunk of money now is good but long e, o
Selingis a bad idea, 50 millon i nice but the way CCC spend money at the moment it will be gone i a flash and transport trends term it wil e g with the asset P
chances are we will have nothing much to show for it, And we would have lost a prime location.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
1 Katarina Johnson change the operating |t important to retain competitive parking pricing n the central city erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)
petainthe carparkand ::’e impact itwill have on :avklng charges inthe central clly,\mpzt':::)n:’;c:ss::::‘ty
112 Christine Piper change the operating ~[Don't selloff allthe assets. Look at the long term. Once the stadium is open the car park will be busy Upgrade the entrance and exit ways peop! ! pardngg
e population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
8. revenue from sale s,
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
113 TerryLeach Sellthe Carpark Reduce the rates burden. Rat incomes.
ongoing
Retain the carpark and The impact twill T the central oty The avaitabilty of short
114 Hannah Maswell change the operating _[Worried that itwould be sold to the Wilson's parking company. term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibilty for people with disabilites or
modet mobiliy challenges
| aways though it would have been great n the rebuild to have the trams run through a carpark and i
you had a ticket you could jump on for a short ide. Not really doable now but put that dea out there.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
d |white tisn't as high ted, it sil s profitabl. | prefer always to park at a Gty Council Parkif  can. I prefer money ” paring charg » v
[Atso ifyou make it obvious that you are a Council carpark vs Wilson Conglomerate, thenwe know  [term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
115 Phil ODonnell change the operating _[to stay here instead of those Wilson pirates. | understand the wanting o free up money, but this is long term game vs [Make sure we are thinking long term, not short term
money goes back to the communty. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?] Future
model short term indulgence. Live within our means
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Ps. | am always impressed when ringing the council Quick,friendly, and obs get done. Keep up good
work
The impact twil in the central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and
term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
116 Helen Chisholm change the operating _[Stil $1.5m revenue for the ity, even iftis below “commercial rates” Ifyousoldit yerwill the prices
' for population growth and transport
model
trends
Jou say the car park currently uns a surplus of 1.5 million, but your question
Itis already making a surplus of 1.5millon, with passes, the CBD is fillng up, ving and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
above (Finaincial implications ...) implies ts oosing money from ongoing
Retain the carpark and. |visiting town, and with the new stadium coming online, tis clear demand will grow, making it more profitable. Selling it term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Justkeep it it does not make sense to sell an asset that is currently making a profit, with projected operational costs?that's a loaded and misleading questions because taking
117 Aaron Minson change the operating projects will not provid oninvestment,itsvert shrtsghted tosel, This aso provides |1 ™ 1*6 & activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on s e el
model competiton to the parking, | prefer to use CCC car parks from any foreign owned car parks (Wilsons) and I knowthe ~(£°°"""""7 for people with ' for e . '
money is going back into council, parking given population growth and transport trends. money? L making
Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging public transport, reducing
| don't agree that the Council should parking, especially in . $60M would significantly emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
118 Andrew Kelly Sellthe Carpark Partial asset sale. Look to retain majority ownership, if control over the asset is important. fic assets. Ths money could sig y upgrade other
assist worth-whil or help p ouncil debt! revenue from sale vs. Other (Please
transport made infrastructure
specity)
d [Atthough the asset itover allvalue it s still bringing $1.5 million back into the CouncilIfsold the lfthe top floor to ption to have CBD pop u shortterm parkingin ) for parkin
g v itisstil bringing § . ! ! P papup parking parking Selling assets is a short term fix and does not have longterm benefits to rate
119 Amanda Fiddes change the operating _[potential $50 Million will be swallowed into the Council budgets and be gone in ayear. The year on year return is more |concerts and event activity. Currently Cathedral Square gets fenced offfor Concerts for up to 2500 transport trends, Financial the council o Great central city parking!
model beneficialto the City,raise the price and keep the asset. pax, itwould through what the capacity migf and ratepayers (e.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) P
[The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city Future demand for
Retain the carpark and ) parking chare . [With the stadium opening and more things happening
Private car park pockets and o council parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
120 Arianathorpe change the operating reducing parking building options with reasonable parking
nas profit it oes towards better things for the city Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other
model won'tbe beneficial
| parkin the Lichfield Street Car Park almost every single day, as | work across the foad in the Justice Precinct. | do shft
workwhich s 6 days on, 4 days off the City C my days off (always parking
at the Lichfield St Car Park)
Myselt and f I inthis parking buiding, despite it ot always being the
cheapest option. We do this because we know that athough we are spending sightly more, the money is going to the
(council which willbenefitus in the long run.
! ® There is aprivately owned carpark beside the Lichfeld Street Car Park, between the parking building
and Riverside Market which has a big price display that is visible from the street. I find lts of people
Ifthis is s0ld to.a private company, they get o control the
who turn into ti Kasit they may not know that The impact it will in the central city,The availabilty o short
d [Havingsuch he Centre City ake the money pricing structure.
parking a few more metres down the road. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
121 Rebecca O'Neill P an asset to Christchurch. | o I carparks inthe Centre City I impace “oonemie[there areaready a wid amount ofpriateparinglots in
maodel and do not believe it is a good idea to sell off such a good asset and almost force the public to park in spaces that are vies, nospRaty o Christchurch which charge exorbitant amounts to park for
| believe itwould be a great dea 1 hour ate for the Car Parkis lower
ot understand The C: is just down the road, to and smalltimeframes, and this money i sent straight oversea
than the 1 hour ate for park beside t, and
the chance of finding a park i it is much more stim.
togoin there instead.
Ifthe Lichfield Street Car Parkwas no longer council owned, [ would spend much less time in
[Although the figures given show that this asset could be sold for d i
per year, keeping tstill puts $1.5milion towards the councilfor years into the future whils till owning the $50millon
. As stated asset as it gives people the freedom to find safe,
sy parking where the price is controlled by an organisation that has the public’s best interest at heart.
petainthe carprkand The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on
The council needs to keep its assets and also influence the price of parking. Ifyou want huge pressure on free transport_[Keepingthe car park and n cost, orif . theygoon ocal & will reduced parking affect retail and
122 Peterlamieson change the operating " price orparking. 1y eep " Pe . Y Ve lee
into the citylet parking go up in price. transport option. raffic?) impact on mobily
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
123 Israel Beltran Sellthe Carpark The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
[The impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and mcalb:smessesand ecc:emwciclww\g(e wmreﬁuced‘yarkm a"ect‘:elallanﬁ
124 Clare Steel change the operating || think it's important for the council to have some control on parking prices in the CBD omeaey & parking: o ifyou do sellit, please don't sell it to Wilsons Parking
modet pitality peop y
chaltenges
Retain the carpark and [The impact il have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Wilson's are taking over and the price we pay for car parking through them is ridiculous. Council havingthe abilty to
125 Michelle Clarke change the operating : term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
have some control over Wilson's o
d [selingto ould parking rates in the central city as there is only one company who owns most [The impact it will have on parking charges In the central city,Impact on accessibilty
126 Maria James change the operating [of that it nota strong |Promoting t s a coc carparkis important. | will atways parkover ones_ [for peopl ges Financial the
model financial decision for the council council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and The impact itwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
127 Maree Choat D for ratepayers term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?)
Retain the carpark and Shortterm parking in Impact Tor
The assetis currently making a surplus. As Christchurch continues to grow, and the CBD gets busie, his return should
128 Phillp Boeyen change the operating peop F Council owned car parks keep the market competitive
improve. We, the ratepayers, own this asset Uthem
population grovith and
| thinkitis important for the council to maintain a presence i the city parking portfolio. Other commercial parking
d v o dealwith, and have no interest in the community good. The Lichfield Street carpark The impact twil inthe central city,The availability of short
People are going to payto parkin the central ity in my view it
120 Andrew Brown D n d 10 use. A$1.5m (or 3%) return s still useful for council in my opinion, [No term parkingin the central city Future for s better that the totheci
model [and at least with the current model parkin fees spent a Lichfield Street carpark come back to te city. If it was a and transport trends, Other (Please specify) P -
Wilson parking building where would those profits be going?
[ Think 's Important forthe councl o ensure that private
The impact twil in the central cit i tamonopoly in the CED. There are plenty of
130 ZachA My Learned Friend Director my leamed friend.co.nz 2. encouraging publi o o Wilson's). | prefer o parkin council
sustainabilty goals),Other (Please specify) to
the co
et e carmareand [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
> While CCC can try to Increase profitabilty, they absolutely should NOT sell assets that are local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and fatse choice re: financial implications - it should read ‘short term revenue from
131 Matt Parkes change the operating ~[We should not sel profitable assets Keep it, improve t, continue to profit from itin the long term
modut [generating profit nospitality foot trafic?) Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., term revenue
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and. [thisis a public asset, councilis my preference to oversee and retain a valued asset. Council would be more reliable and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic c, not this resource
as long as CCC retains | ternative use should s an iconic car park building that willserve CCC, residents and visitors for many
132 Kelly casey P set realistic ch dtop pthat would use th tothe activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on and not to be contracted/leased to another organization to administer e.g.
that be required years to come.
madel detriment of users. for people with Y for (witson Parking).
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” P The impact on businesses whose staff use these car parks
local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
18 Asheigh Dickso change the operating _|Because s a council o , includi parking No onomic oy |1 ackof safewalkble car parin o cental ity eatres
hospitaliy mp: peop
model and bars that people can use
challenges, Other (Please specify) peopl
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parkin in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and  [The sale of assets is always a short term benefit for those in the council to balance books butin the long run willhurtthe | y(eg parking praity Hmp: )
: | don' have enough information on the current state of the car park and i's earns for people with Y for Literally all o those factors are important things to weigh up. It would be Don't el the car park. Raise prices slightly over the long term in ine with inflation
134 Phillp Williamson change the operating rate payer. Id be happy as a rate payer to p forits use than sellt bend th
o o Cost to have form any suggestions other than don't sel the thing. transport irresponsible to discount any of them and tender
vover: (4., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
oals) Financial ) 5.
vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil The central ciy,The avallabilty of short.
Retain the carpark and [The number of Wilson Parking facilities is already ridiculous. They will use the increased asset cost as a reason to raise | Leasing to companies to encourage business in the central city. Release of these car parks (including || P2 " in the central ofshor
. " term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic Vou should parks
135 George Rodley P . while “provid to provide a higher level of service”. It will further allow them to. [ieased) for outside business hour parking, to help with events at new stadium and providing Monopolistic nature of the competition.
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Other considering selling the whole facilty.
model monopolise parking n the central city. additional parks and revenue.
Retain the carpark and
136 Troy George change the operating
modet
[The impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P paking charg v v
1 ike knowing | am paying for parkingin a o goback rather than line a . term parking n the central city,Impact peop
137 Elise pounsford change the operating Its important to have good quality carpark thatis easy to access. Better P
e bilonalres pocket. y challenges, for population growth and transport
trenas
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors - "
- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " Zhs _y - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation o Address [Why do you prefer this option? Pwor y N N o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | °
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[Removing the car park the CBD which
anyway, that it will impact the ability to get readily available parking. Plus, with the
stadium going in, this s only a short walk away, there aren't a ot o public transport
tions for th t
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibility options forthese events anyway.
138 Krystal Mildenhall. N/a for peop 3 . for parking given
Ty parking g [Not only that, this s one of the bigger carparks around the courthouse, so to.
population growth and transport trends
removeit, ving parking from those who to
park there
[Removing could also limit the amount of oot traffc to other businesses such as
[Riverside which is a major tourism boost
Impact peopl Future
parkand |Retainingpr under tocal narter for With the stadium near
demand for d transport trend:
139 Erin Stewart perating t "
, encouraging publi or
model profitable. sighted and will not provide a long term benefit
goals)
|As above,  think improving affordability and lowering the barrier to access willin general attract
theinner . Ithink better useful -
until you're right next to i, there s lttle indication that it is a packing lot. On the off time | head into
town, parking either behind Turanga or at The Crossing because (The Crossing especially as it works
out P onL Litchfield carpark.The visibility is
g onto Litchiield St and it mak tacrash (a ot of the
inner like this - please! see the traffi
The current state of the CBD is dire. | understand removing might help improve s usage. Other options would
carparking (or selling to Witson's who make itvery ddonot firstimproving said public i parkisn't being used, why not use it fo an inner city
h ! , which thenin tsh d financial gains of both  [nightmarket or weekend flea markets?  think you'l find that sell t- lly to Wilson's -
T L 0 et A T T 8 BTt it st cssoun
Retainthe carpariand P01 ° 41 €000 v o e panes e oo Dot LK ot e et pliontotonmont o b a0t ot |/e1™ PAMKINE I the central ity Potenial impacs on local businesses and economic PRICE GOUGING Please don't sell to Wilson's. They don't care about the car lots they have, and their
140 Sage Scott change the operating qualtty of part b " pump v I activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on MAKING MORE BUSINESSES CLOSE DUE TO LACK OF TRAFFIC prices are some of the highest in CBD and a large reason no one goes in if they don't
afford to survive. | transport. As an aside, | [resentment and distrust for government both local and central. Peopl care
model ° for people with : for LOCATION have to
think looking at T we are all broke and cheap prices willatiract more [ gain of see it as money going: their ciy, they see it as
parking given population growth and transport trends.
crowds than expensive ones - i.e. lowering the cost of parkin (not just at lining pockets. you need to spend money money, so
people parking there, and therefore bring n either just as much or more money. Putting prices up just mak I ble would look . but y
avoid i improve asset growth in the long run.
Parking validation - make the big corps in town pay for subsiding parking if people visit their shops.
From a public transport user,ifyou do not drive and are differently abled the central ity is not at all
accessible. | carpool in with f togett ke riverside.
park think ground L Ican't count the
amount of times I've tripped due to the uneven pavement entering or leaving the building. Its such a
[wellpositioned spot that its a shame that ts fallen into disrepair
Retain the carparkang. |19 MaNY aSsets are being sold of for a quick fixinstead of retaining for thefuture. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central ciy,Potential impacts on
> No doubt it will be sold to an y carparkingin the city, local b d (e.g. will reduced and
141 Corina Jordan change the operating No
o inflating car park Ip hospitalty foot traffic?) Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.&.,
parkin council owned parks to keep the money that | spend on parking n the christchurch city council. revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
> Thisisthe fair car park n town. One that Christchurch cee Retain it as a council controlled park and keep the Manage tinterallyand offer  [The impact itwill in the central city,Th of short tes hel centralcity. Falr hourly
142 Tristan Hook change the operating Thisis the only control over corporate greed
Y [ownership helps control the others monthy or weekly paring rates for the bulk saving to the community. term parkingin the central city,Other (Please specify) charges capped at $16 a day is good for all
[The impact ftwill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential Impacts on
local businesses and economic activity (e.g., willreduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and. [Stadium is almost built. Increase in patronage Easy accessto itis willlikely see AR i
143 Sal Dixon change the operating  [carpark in high demand. Will result in a return greater than 3% in future. PRaTY peow Y
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model selling is unlikely to will option:
trenas, Financiat Land ratepayers (e.
vs.
Impact Fut
Retain the carpark and mpact peopl sor mobliyc Future
144 James Watts change the operating [What happened to the promise not to sell asset's?? mandior "
encouraging publi or
model
goals)
encouraging publi . reducing
145 PHILIP ODONNELL Sellthe Carpark  [To stop rates increases FOR YEARS WITH THE EXTRA MONEY!!! emissions, or goals),Financial forthe council and sellit
revenue from sale vs.
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic.
Retain the carpark and tivity (e.., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Impact
i The carpark activates a lot of activiies inthe ciy. Retaining control of the parkingin this location would seem to be activiy (e.8, wil reduced parking affect retal and hospifalityfoot traffic?) Impact on
146 Marcus Clyne change the operating for people with
important to the way in which the city operates.
model encouraging , reducing or
| Financial for the council £
revenue from sate vs.
There are too many car parking areas that are run by Wilson Parking/Parking Enforcement Servives already in
a [christehurch. Th 1 as myself who boycott this organisation as their bullying tactics are The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on outthe 1he Council ; oot Lom Jama
147 Tina Bailey change the operating |unacceptable. Ifthe Council was to sell to this organisation, it would mean that | am unlikely to vsit the city centre. As it [Bring back the 1 hour fre parking local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retailand | Less people will come to the city centre. P Y
without lstening to feedback from residents. female and do not “identify” as anything.
model is, the parking fees are almost unaffordabe for those on Welike to support hospitalty foot raffic?) Other (Please specify)
ity but costs of going out are becoming unaffordable.
encouraging . reducing
w King. If anything, th it c king. Perhaps the building could b dinto someth
148 Ross Mackintosh Sellthe Carpark | parking fanything, the ¢ carparking. Perhaps the bullding could be repurposedinto someting | ricsions, or goals),Financial forthe council and
people to leave their cars at home and more useful Social housing?7?
revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and shortterm parking in 1 for parking
149 George Stiwell change the operating |\ thinkitis important for the council to control some of the parking n the CBD. transport trends, Financial the council
model and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short g over an asset that it returns, toa
|At some point as residents it would be nice to know we were
Retain the carpark and | fused hat it stays a car park. As parking s prioity term parkingn the central it,Potentialimpacts onlocal businesses and economic | S P21 89 FR0RS HEE S e e B MO HEHEE apopulation under
150 Tamsin Harrington fits in N land. It the hospital for b d considerita g itwill keep prices |activity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Impact on ¥ ' obi © pressure. Business s under EXTREME pressure . We don't need another foreign
model competitive one hopes ith : for astheir only moti
P P o peop beyond just maximum commercial profit i v
transport trends,Other parking n our city
Itis currently a buttis under needsto
s it the number of lable for
people to use with the isit
Retain the carparkand  |fthe council removes the Wilson and Mainland emply post quake zens short term parking in needing to parkin the city ie businesses have moved to the suburbs? One Just be rational in your decision way up the pros and cons for the ratepayer not just
151 Peter Watts perating touse the rate payer funded CCC Parking Bullings, better the proceeds go back o the parking orparking toP: ! - Vuptnep! pavernotl
[gven population growth and transport trends would have thought with building their would o [to reduce Council debt.
model CCC e the rate payer than line b seem lik form
by the top floors, the knee
somethingis not itonce ts sold the
d chargingis controlled by faceless identit
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e &, revenue from sale vs
152 David Beaumont Sellthe Carpark  [ts a dead assett making litte if any money No P payers (e
[The impact itwill i the central oy, The avaitability of short
153 Lesley Clouston Sellthe Carpark  |not a stratregic asset term parkingin the central city,Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers
(e.2. revenue from sale vs.
Potential vty (o.8. will reduced
154 Jasmin Dunbar Sellthe Carpark  [Sellitfor 5omil Ifit only makes 1.5million a year, il take 40 odd years to make this ifwe keep it. But spend it wisely
retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
Seliing the carparkis likely to increase the duopoly of Wilson and Mainland parking, the buyer wil be looking for a far
Retain the carpark and ghe carp v pov paridng, the by e The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
nigher d sothe prices atLi possibly parking in general throughout the city
155 Graham Parker change the operating local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and
center, wilincrease. I eel thisis likely o reduce the number of people whovisit the city center, and encourage more to
model nospitality oot traffic?)
g0 to malls with free parkingin the suburbs instead.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
The council retain the asset. We use this carpark anytime we come to the city. | trust the council more than any
156 Rachel Bennett change the operating term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
carparking business
and
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
157 Braden Grundy change the operating |Keep councilnfluence on parkingin the CBD. parking given population growth and transport rends,Financial implications for the Council point o presence in the CBD Perfect parking location, should be kept for the council to make better use of
model council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and. [ would keep the operating model, 3% return is modest You Just before the ata PPE (private public partnership) for d transport
158 Scott Mckerrow P stafium Surely thr ttendance / foot traffic i forthe car park? Its a trena transpor, reducing Dont be like the central goverment. Think long term
model profitable and sustainable asset. Why sell, if anything 0ok to lower operational costs. tosel if captial is needed emissions, or sustainabilty goals)
Retain the carpark and
159 Nikita change the operating |To keep parking fees low, if another it They would jack lot. No The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
[The impact itwil T the central oty Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and pact itwl
locat b o (e.8. will reduced and
160 Melkelly change the operating | Other car parks in y anditis killingitin e it
model pitality peopl v
challenges
Financial for the counciland revenue from sale vs.
161 Neema patel Sellthe Carpark | Council can pay debt No
ongoing
- sapnpatt Selltne Carpark._|To paydebrotcouneit Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (€.8., revenue from sale vs.
ongoing
shortterm parking in Potential
Retain the carparkand o0 o1 forparking in town willonlyincrease as stadium and other central town prospects keep developing. Keeps city businesses and economic activit (e.g., willreduced parking affect retail and
163 Lydia Nuttall change the operating. " v pros " ? " yieL "
o councit stight foot in the door for central car parking management pitality oot traffc?), for population growth and
transport trends
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? ouhz . y ¢ o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to considerwhen  |1*
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
|like using this gbackto C |
Retan the carparkand.[parking because s indoor and monitored, and would ot want fo ase thisvaluabe esource it was made prate. encouraging public transport, reducing
164 Arthur McGregor change the operating emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
model 1 also feet that it another commercial operator can make changes to make the car park a good investment, then the revenue from sale s
(Council can also make similar changes.
Short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and (s parking
Keeps local resources n the hands of the p live here and their than private companies pitality Impact peopl mobility
165 Kathryn Murray change the operating
b who have their own nterests challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
rends,Financial Implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale
vs. ong
Lichfield St has the best mobility access for the Cashel Street/Lichfield St area,
to Hereford. The other
horrible to use with a isabilly.
et the carpark ang.|ECaMe the councilneeds t have moreifluence on the ees charged for parking round the CBD. s currrtly The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabilty of short here isn't enough mobility parking generally (Hereford St parks are gone - why
1o o Maria Gowih e oo seniicantytower cost than the privately owned parks nearby. Without CCC parks keeping car parking prices down,the | noney. _|feTM parkingin the entrat ity Potential mpacts on local businesses and economic were they removed for construction to happen rather than being relocated?) On
B "8 |CBD willose accessbily or lcer and disabled peopte, as we can' affrd th hgh prking fees and don' always have P ¥ |activity (e.¢., wil reduced parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on street mobility parks are often abused by uber and uber eats drivers, so good,
the tuxury of other ransport options for people with safe, low cost, 3 pop!
essential.
he virtual monopoly that Wilsons hold on carparking means that local money
that coutd be going nto our local stores s going offshore in parking fees.
Retain the carpark and The impactitwil T the central ity The avaitabiity of short This s my g0 1o carparkinthe ciy. 15 5o good with y chldren and love the
P P Vg P - lts so g Y Please don'tsell to Wilsons its heartbreaking to see how much they charge for
167 Joanna Taylor change the operating _[Make it a profitable or not-for-profit but break even asset fo the ciy. No term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or shops around . Im single parent with 3 teenagers and | choose that park for it
parks. And how the didn'tplay fai with other companies who tied to compete?
model mobiliy challenges
168 John Rayen short term parkingin
of the hands of ent-seeking organisations like Wilson's. The only reason the
e ks costwhat facilties. fthat The impact it will have on parkin charges in the central city,Impact on accessibiliy
169 William Page change the operating | P\ C2r parks a pact itwl parking charg ral iy, Imp: ility Keep it publically owned
Y Wisonscan andwil cherge what they e, certai thatworit eep the ree motorbike paring and the e EV for people with disabilties or mobilty challenges
Kesp it Rather see our money £0ing o @ ocal govt origination and supporting my than a private
170 jason offshore like Wilsons for dtransport trends Don't want it to come under Wilsons control witch are power hungry Keep it
|Where they get away with Bullying
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and pact itwl parking charg ralefty, allmp!
local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
71 susan fisk change the operating _|Wilsons would most likely take over, which would be much worse for Christcjirch notat present ot at present o
odot Y foot traffic?)Impact for peop! mobilty
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
In general I prefer possible. Evenif aloss I would prefer
Lo kespit, Furter tan i havingCouncll nflence o prkingis  malor b, Prvte nnerswould be impact peop! Futre
Retain the carpark and
traffic ity, whereas the Councils better placed to encourage demand for transport
172 Luke Longworth change the operating ! Honestly, a smal pice increase would be fine by me.
e low-emission options like public transport, walking, or cycling, Lastly, f you'll excuse me dropping:a notch in terms of encouraging public transport o
P just awful. They' quality and high-priced and | don sustainabilty goals)
want them here.
d[the butding h and goes toward: Tand Tihe city. rather The\mpzct\Iwmhzveunvavklngchavges in the central oty Impact on accessibilty
any council owned like car parks so money spent goes backinto the city
173 Tom change the operating _[than Wilsons which is a private business. 1 peop ' for parking given
rather than the pockets of extortionate businesses
model poptation routh an vansgor vends
As Christchurch has in Ballantynes the last inthe country, I hink The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short ortheessentil berul
d [the carparkis and until everything in G t any ofthe inner term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic v
estimated. Ifthere was another disaster for the city, then CCC could restrict use of
174 Richard Battrick change the operating _[isimpossible to knowits true value as an asset. Ifit bya comp: " for parking. We want peop our money and time there. A good deal sels itself [activty (e.g., will recuced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
the carpark t Land Local Government appr i for whatever
model would be taken away from Chiistchurch. and the central city has to have its own drawcard when parking for people with ! for o oo,
a mall, parking given population growth and transport trends s g
Short term parking in Potential
It runs perfecty. s easy to use, always ful (which ying but hey... ang it 3 d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
175 Ben odering pitality for it portant to the st d the place.
| wouldn't g0 to town nearly as much without this carpark transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue:
from sale s.
[The Council should not be distracted vith operations like this. T return i too low and a commercial operator will Financial for the council and Tevenue from sale vs.
176 Gameron Stuart Sellthe Carpark
provide the same benefitto the communtty. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Retainthe carpark and [The car park brings money into the CCC's pockets, which s  relief for taxpayers and could be used for various parking lallmp!
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
177 Alexander Ingwersen change the operating _[purposes. If it were sold, profitfrom it and fewer peopl ,as [60-120min free parking, so more people would come into the city centre. o - - E
model prices would certainly fise, which would benefit no one. Jorpeop
arking gven population growth and transporttrends, Financial mplcationsfor the
council and ratepayers (e.¢., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The Impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabilty of short
ncrease o 4-5% prft but il Keeping  ompetve o th b of e peopl ingin P parking charg v v
Moy don's more _|ferm parkingin the centrat ity Potential mpacts o local businesses and econormic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?) Future
178 Richard Les expensive other than for financial gain? Isn't making a profit enough for the council? With the profits v(es parking pratty ) Keeping t cheap. Keep it cheap and ft were o sell then don't sell o Wilson.
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
would you be really making any changes Le. potholes that need urgent attention that is forgotten for
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
years?
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Environmental considerations (e.g., encouragin
179 Daniel Parkinson paring v o8 ene
, reducing emissions, or Financial implication
forthe Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
ot the cormark ang.|ThE SSUINEOff 556t s only a short-term solation. A he Gty s Dt-out urther, and the current masses of Wisons'
15 James Hitchel o emwpmm carparks are developed, both the demand for parking at The Crossing as well as the value of the land, willincrease Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Other P private parking
e just the next 5 years. H owned optionisal I (Please specify) buying up competition.
Wison etc.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
P Makes more sense to keep the asset. Ifyou sell your t to Wilsons | will never use it again as | refuse to pay their parking
181 Sara Churchil changethe operating ||/ o Sorie 0 Keepitasitis - it makes a profit and s wellused. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on and followthe are please keep it
model parking for people with : for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will inthe central ity The availabilty of short
P Prefer the council of profitable pieces of Sellingis a short P The greater control private parking companies have over
182 Nicola Buisman change the operating term parkingin the central city, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
defined tong term benefis. Seling would be a short sighted decision parking in Christchurch city. This should be a public resource
model (e.g.,revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specily)
Retain the carpark and [The impact fwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The avaitabiity of short
183 Linda Roderique perating _|Because it retains abilty to city parking.its making money. Don't sell the cow? Justthe milk. | Higher fees when events are on atte kaha term parkin in the central ity Financial implications forthe council and ratepayers
model (.. revenue from sale vs.
The impact twill in the central ity Th of short
184 Paul Sheppard Sellthe Carpark || 2" 815 partofthe C ! o No term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or No No
PP P mclumng digitalnfrastructure s well understood paring AP peop
mobiliy challenges
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
Retain the carparkand | always use this carpark as funds stay within the council and local community. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic ring.And it needs —
185 lan Mcke D Itis profitabl P the area. |don'twant to'see it sold to the lies of Wilson's who don't  |Smallincrease infees possible. actiiy (e.g., il reduced parking affect etal and hosptalyfootafc?) Future. |1 o oo P2 A 4 t's a great central city Car park.
model care about Cheh demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please v v
specity)
Retain the carparkang |'*$ "e1er or the Councit ong term situation. - it encouraging public reducin
P over the years | think it's toincrease these prices, esp during No. prices. | work & Eine P
186 Tayla Huckleberry change the operating emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
Selling the carparkis a short term fix but utimately the council will miss out on the revenue from the carpark n the long. [People will pay the extra cost.
model t . revenue from sale vs.
run and it will result inincreases in other areas such as rates.
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
local businesses and economic actity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carparkand |
. Natevan Hout nange tngoperating.|1741Poftable and keeps an asetvwitin councthands, when myfamily and g0 o the CBD I prfer o parkina nsider that mwill and this wil draw plenty of use; 2i looking at charges for hospitality foot traffic?)Impact peop! mobity
o council carpark as | know that the profit goes back into the city not to an overseas company peaktimes?2? hall
or goals), forthe council and
t revenue from sale vs.
[The impact fwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availability of short
P parking charg v v Wilson's has a near parks n the cbd, we is the least you can do forresidents who work n the cb. It s
Monthly subscription based option for workers i the cbd. Offer at a lightly cheaper rate, but would ~term parking i the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabiltes or
188 Aaron Herriott outside of their monopoly. This needs to remain in councils ownership to help  [also already hellto use a vehicle In town which s pushing away Christchurch
encourage more users and a more steady revenue y challenges, for population growth and transport
combat that residents from the CDB
trends
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
et the carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
P Because itis keeping the asset and s still making a proft. Itwould be unusual for Councilto make commercial gains on activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
189 Pip Pearse change the operating
i many ofits council run assets. Do not ell for people with disabilt Y for
dtransport trends,Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
| believe that retaining ownership of this key assetis critical in having control overthe strategic direction of and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
g P v g @ P parking chare v v It affects everything listed above and selling the asset hands
the central city time and time again toapotential erm parking n the cental ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Controlof all of these decisions o the private sector. This
190 Sarah Bestey change the operating _|barrer o isiing the central city. over thi y the activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on [Absolutely do not sell
could have serious detrimental effects on citizens and
model y aries over time. This is an for people with o[ e
important lever that would be foolish o lose. parking gven population growth and ransport trends Other (Please specity)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and ) parking
. Just keep it afordable forlocals. Many don't go curbing  [b d economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
101 Jocelyn Partridge P It Dont want s
- for cycle ways. Central ity reading is an absolute mess. We deserve better. pitality foot traffc?), for a
mode! ransport trend:
Retain the carpark and
Never sell assets, the old idea that you sell assets and then use money elsewhere is short term thinking. keep the asset, |You could turn it into apartment blocks, or one floor at  time make it parking and small homes for g. encouraging public reducin
192 Rebecca Finch change the operating [Warm & affordable housing and access to amenities Keep our assets, evenf they arent currently making money,of enough money. [no
e ifyou can get a ltle more money In s current use, then do so, nomeless or low rent housing or similar. emissions, or sustainabiliy goals),Other (Please specify)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
d [parki fulinthe ciy. aswellas the g thelr car parks. I'd much term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
103 NeyssaMorse change the operating _[rather my carpark money going thanap P ‘tmean [ bus nto the city activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model either, instead | just avoid the city more. for people with g for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges In the central city,Impact on accessibilty
104 Fermando Cagua perating |Because of Keeping an influence inthe city parking. It part of the mobility strategy n the council | Operate it more efficiently to improve profitability for peopi (g
model transpor y goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Retain the carpark and parking
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
195 Victor Vergara change the operating s the best for everyone. | want to avoid Wilson's monopolio No at the moment o . No No atthe moment
for peopl 1
model
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
council and ratepayers (e.¢., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
local b d ity (e.g., will educed parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and |'m happy to pay for competitve parking but private sector models are driven by profit and their costs aren't a true. pitality Impact peop mobility
19 Kasuni thewarapperuma change the operating _reflection of the need, location or the quality o the product. Please keep this in house, this is one of the last well-run, challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
better placed public car parks n the city. Increase the price if you must. trendt & transport, reducing
emissions, or sustainability goals), Financial implications for the council and
t revenue from sale vs.
While aiming for a commercial return is both admirable and ideal, a Councils role is also to support access and growth.
The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potentialimpacts on
Retain the carpark and_|Some profitable return s better than none at all and while specific information hasnt been provided on where any freed o e et oo
197 Matthew Greenwood change the operating |up capital would be spent (other than jority vt (€8 o
model P returns. increase in fees hip its likely to for
transport rends
remain more affordable than other private operators.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
parkand. |untess tis prospect of ever thenkeept As the asset wilincrease In term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
198 AlexMann change the operating _|value and that'l look good on the bottom of position.  that will pay for other [No, | think the city is growing, and here is a potential to make money and have an appreciating asset. parking v P
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?), Future
model fantastic services.
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and
Ifthe ROI is not sufficient as mentioned you can look at pricing changes or changes to the mixof |activty (e.€. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?) Impact on
190 Katrina McDonald D 50, the city city asset
short and long term parking. for people with Y for
model
wansport
(.. encouragin or
The impact twillh {ing ch the central city,Impact bl
Retanthe carparkan e mpsccl s cnpring chargesin e cenl typact o sy
200 Tori Johnston change the operating | d prefer that the council have controlof costs and fees. pecpl ! parking g
e population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralciy,Potential impacts on
(Once sold it would be diffcult to reacquire this land. Also, this is the only parking building that includes bike parks and
201 Christopher Seay change the operating ocal (e.6. will reduced parking affect retailand |Indoor and secure bike parking availability in the central ciy.
publictoilets, which are wellused.
model hospitality 2),0ther (Pl ity)
The impact it will inthe central ity The availabilty of short
There needs o b thatfor ot 9 |t parking i e ental ey Petntol pacts on ocabusiesses and sconomic
202 Gordon Findlay Sellthe Carpark | The release of capital will be awelcome, albeit one-off, "sugar hit" for other infrastructure projects. make other uses possible. Reducing the number of parks in that area of the CBD would be death to parking v P
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[Selling alows money 1o be free up to spend on mass publi transport such as ght rall the less people drving nto the Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging publc transpor, reducin
203 Byron Pendleton Sellthe Carpark e " D105 P P ® peoplediving no ! e8 Eine P ®
city and parking the better. a ‘tavery useful asset. emissions, or goals)
Retain the carpark and
204 Rory Luxton change the operating forthe city. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Retainthe carparkand . ying money Potential g. willreduced
enti g,
205 Colleen Hughes change the operain [ALLTHE ABOVE
# o ® {1use3times aweek parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Other (Please specify)
Retain the carpark and
P! Current, pensive, CCC raise fees but be less than
206 Luke change the operating The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
private companies
model
| use this car park everyday goinginto work. Orif| go nto town on the weekend. Itis closest to the riverside and the |Everyday | go1n, there seems to be a staff member operatingin there. To make this more profitable
Retai the carparkand |7 thisend for the main away. Allthe other can you find a way to not need an attendant. That could be an upgrade to the ticketing system. Ifyou  |The impact it will have on parking charges in the centra cit,The avalabilty of short
207 - st onint by can be much more pricey espe are payingto park there allday. forget to bring your ticket back then you can get stuck at the gate trying to leave. I've had it before |term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
e where | have paid for  lostticket, tred to leave the building and it wouldn't et me out. | had to have [activty (e.g., will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future
The public transport of catching a bus into work s off-putting and requires a bigger walk for me. The bus system is busy _the attendant come over and show my proof of payment from my bank account and this held upa |demand for parking given population growth and transport trends.
ed after work you are al haring. | couldn'tthink of than doing that everyday.  ine of cars tying to leave.
if 1 have to pay for parking, I want my cash to goto thantt , especially
Retain the carpark and The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short
| do not want to pay a private company to park - Id much
208 Karen Scott perating _[We use this park almost gointo town, both to access the CBD, the markets, and the hospital. My e parkingin the cenral ity mpact on accessibiyfor people with disabiliiesor |07 HEIL1O P P 20T
model (daughter has 3-monthly hospital clinics and this s the best place to park - just a quick walk along the iver to get there. mobiliy challenges,Other (Please specify) v
Much more converient than any other hospital parking.
Retain the carpark and
200 Dana van den broek P Better . and | believe p rive prices up Notyet The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
[The impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
've always had the outlook that if Fm payingfor parking | want to pay it o the city.In the past, the city has been let down These are allvalid, but my main concern s the negative impact
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic the city been good at listening to the peaple, especially
by private parking companies, though high fees, lack of behaviour. The general —[Urban night markets / food markets are cultural hubs in other cities. Has hiring floors out for events / non-council and non-local parking facllties have had on our
210 Joshua Kelleher change the operating activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Financial around parking and
consensus s that they are not for the betterment of our city! I think the fact it i profitabl reason to city. | go o efforts not to park n private carparks, and know
model the counciland rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing 00d and bigger than economic benefit. Be audacious
eep it and adjusting the prices s afai point. thatis a shared sentiment
Other (Please specify)
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and socar parks will e neeced ot o term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
211 Jean Oliver change the operating P activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on
parkis always near fll especially on wet days.
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
for Transport rends,Financial
212 Darren Crothers the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
! P | think we need to keep it. Just change the operating model eg. Go in opposition to the crossing. We don'twant Wilson's
213 JittBanbury change the operating See above No
buying another car park. Ifyou have to sel sell to Mainland.
model
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and | Other parking options e.g. Wilson's, e their near monopoly rates. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic |Impact on families who have to manage several children and
214 Margaret McMahon perating [to g d Itwas $31 for parkingust to see a Court Theatre play. Hence we. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect etail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?)Impact on [the elderly who don't find busing practical. More parking and
model [donit goto town much anymore. for people with ! for  |easier ial
transporttrends, Other
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retainthe carpariand |15 STPIS. OneYoU selan asset, any return you ge rom that assetis gone forever, buteveryyear that asset will term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic — o
P y impr and blic parking it allows it to h: over |Keep the first 2 hrs free for , could also offer parking permits fora [activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),impact on Y fraction
215 Wayne Haviker change the operating the actual owners of every asset that s owned as they say by councilso f the
parks with in . Also with the op the in the very near future it |reasonable fee for a small number of parking spaces on just one specifc floor for people with ! for
model majoriy ofratepayers say no that should be the end of the discussion.
10 brainer that this carpark willbe utiised by many who attend an event at the stadium meaning garunteed income. parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications forthe
Council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
216 Jessica crowe change the operating short term parkingin
modet
Don't see howa would improve the asset . believe as the city
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
parkand (o improve over time, and s a very important asset as carparks y ot  economic acthity (o.6. wil recuced parking ffect rtal and
217 Samara Hodges perating |d d in density increasing the need for these spaces. lts important to consider the wider o o
model benefits of the city, while the h return the attraction of car users to e ovmend;m” ! d
anaffordable and parkingis critica fo the health of the centra city >
parkand [Ifeel that retaining s currentlya T0the GCC. Sellng t, the CCC
Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs.
218 Tim Bowman perating | would lose this and it likel buys it wil prices, making an option for shopping
ongoing operating costs)
madel less attractive.
Retain th iand
etain the carpark an [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
219 Louise Weatherall change the operating
" parking given population growth and transport trends.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors - "
L - Your role in the Which option do you - Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for . SIGAIEEE A ¢ Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation e Address Why do you prefer this option? L . N N L Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when |~
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L o Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and More inner ity A) Rollerskating rink. B) community learing centre " parking charg v Y
New Zealand controls what happens to the pricing of the carpark,if weratiy term parking in the central city,Impact on accessibiliy for people with disabilities or
220 Heather Yaxley change the operating Pricing
(opportunity. ! for population growth and transport
model
trends
Retain the carpark and Potential (e.g. will reduced Financial implications - butin the sense that it is better to
Keeping assets s better for the long:term future of the city.
221 Rachael Hemmer change the operating parking affect retail and hospitaliy foot taffic?),F for eep the asset, rather than giving in to the sh hit Please keep it
[Also,i's nice to have a city-owned parking option instead of Wilsons!
model population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify) of an asset sale.
The lowered floor isn't well utilzed, thee retail presence has never really worked, could an alternative
use be found for this. While bike parking is a good idea, they simply isn' the demand for the size that
: Inas been installed. You could reduce it in half and use the additional space for either more parking or |The impact itwil in the central city,The availability of short
d [itdoesnt ption says it making a p lling it will mean that the
retail. 1 would y the report says 3% roiisn'tgood  [term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilties or
222 Patrickwheeler perating other t P the council controlled competitor and reduce the s a good carpark and in a good location
enougn, but seriously the idea of tobike and use y : for population growth and transport
model councilimpact on the centra city.
public transport all the time isn't working. And fit continues the city il stagnate. If the council does [trends
Iwouldn'tstart; uld start cost
money.
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short Selling the park s a very short term solution.
ftain the carpark and term parkingin the central cit,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilties or
223 Morgan Patterson change the operating. parkne e 1y torpeop
model y ges, for population growth and transport \With the stadium parking will be in higher demand. Having more council owned
trends parking s vital to prevent p
[The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central cit,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and e e T e on Pkt ¢ o ‘g P
jocal b " (e.g.wi tretailan
224 Michael Hamiin change the operating
traffic?), for and
model pitality ) pop! i
Retain the carpark and
> The council should retain t s it will be a better decision. A commercial buyer will not pay much for it no where near its Financial forthe council and revenue from sale vs.
225 Rob Connell change the operating No
Y book value. So as a ate payer | will be better off with it in the council's hands. ongoing operating costs)
| believe that having a Council owned car parking building s needed so Council can have influence on parking fees in
Retain the carparkan_|I"CenaLly Particuary s many of the temporary”car parks on vacant and are closing, asbuldings gt rebult, so The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potential impacts on
demand willincrease and private ops see an opportunit local will fect retail and
226 Martin Glass change the operating pportuntty lee Safe/ secure cycle and motorcycle parking in the central city.
o traific?)Impact peopl mobility
I addition Li t ingfor cycles and the pr 't challenges, Other (Please specify)
provide. Thisis a great public service that the private operators do not see value in.
The impact itwill in the central city,The avaitability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
fetain the carpark.and activity(e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Impact on
227 Anita Koppier perating |Council needs to k hat make money, anew ope beincreased. No Ve parking pratty e No
o for people with !
transport trends, Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retan the carparkand :hewmpakct \Iw\:Lhzve o ::avklr;g;:ha‘vg:es mlhicent‘ralc‘llhy]he avanam:cy of short
erm parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
228 Alexandra Hartevelg-Tunbull change the operating  |Selling the carpark provides a short term benefit with no long term benefitfor the council and city parking v " Don'tsellt.
activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitalty foot raffic?) Future:
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic.
Green fagade or rooftop:
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on Retaining it supports Council's ongoing role i shaping a vibrant, accessible,
Retain the carpark and lar panels, or to reduce heat and add visual appeal.
for people with : for people-friendly CBD, rather than leaving key sites to market forces.
229 Jan Fensom perating |Selling the carpark a site and a significant transport asset toa : or public lookout similar to projects seen
ransport y P y peopl . parents with young
model in Wellington and Melboure.
(e.¢., encouraging public transport,reducing emissions, or sustainability children, o older people, il rely on vehicle access.
Rainwater harvesting for cleaning and irrgation.
goals),Financial he council &
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Shortterm parking in Potential
Firstly, compared to other parking buildings it’s pretty awiul in design.  hate driving n t and many people say it was like businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and
. comp: parking 85 ts pretty ! desie 2 vpeople sayitwas (ke |, Kin Hereford Steet t the weekend as i's first hour free. To be vieg parking it would be well served and profitable for long term parkingif it undercut Wilson's. If
230 Dale Clutterbuck Sellthe Carpark  |itwas designed by a cyclist. IU's least preferred even though t's i the best location. So sl it, make it someone else’s pitality foot traffic?)Impact on peopl mobility | actively avoid this car park and would struggle to justify using .
Inonest, special deals are the only way I'd consider parking in a building with such poor design. 1 worked i the cbd it would be a consideration
problem. challenges Financial Land ratep: &
sale vs.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central cty,The availabiliy of short
231 Bethaney Davies change the operating |Parking essential to our desire tovisit inner city term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic.
activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
| strongly oppose the proposed sale of the city car park building because retaining this asset is crucial for the city's long-
health . Selling tis a sh 1 that provides a one-off cash injection
Retai the carparkang |21 1e €05t @ perpetuzl evenue stream and the abily o manage parkin faciliesfor the pubic good. Once The Council must understand that selling the car park means permanently
P publicly-owned serviceis transferred to a private entiy, the primary motive shifts rom community benefitto profit centralcity allowinga p pany to
232 Mathew Cunningham change the operating The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city
o generation, leading rises for idents and visitors. Furthermore, given the limited immediately raise prices for residents, and wasting a valuable, long-lasting
number of companies that operate and manage large facilities such as this, privatising the car park will reduce public asset that we will need to adapt for the city'sfuture.
tition, alowing the new owner d pricing, y making
affordable. The Council blic asset:
o [misis that rather than letting it low into the The impact itwill in the central cty,The avaitability of short
233 Genesis Buckley P pockets of p out of NZ altogether. | refer to use this parking building specifically because it does not term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
model belong to Wilson's and the money stays in Christchurch, and transport trends
Retain the carpark and Undo allthe poor decisions the council has made with the roads in Christchurch such as bicycle | The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
2 Matthew Dauwalder " \ lanes, narfowing of 0ads, speed peed limits, hundreds of  [term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic Maybe listen to what the people of Christchurch want for a change and make
mm’; B [1oPP any asset tratfic lights down Manchester Street and then people might want to actually drive into town again | activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Future the decision based on that instead of what a small majority want
and use the car park. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short I P paying You sellto
235 Nicole Egan No term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local b \d economic, those scummy thieves. They cant keep their own parks looked after how will
activity (e.g.,will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) they do that with a building
| believe the council should be holding onto as many assets as possible that are
rofitable. I it becomes no longer profitable then the idea of selling should be
The impact itwill in the central city,The avaitability of short " eerp €
tabled. It seems very short sighted to cash in a sale of a car park that is
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
236 Simon Parkinson No and will most & profit especially
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future f
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends o
parks over none council as most likely it will gt taken over by an overseas
company that wil funnet al profits offshore.
Retain the carparkan|V15070 ot need another carparkin tiscity, they own too many as . Keep it owne by the council and change
always use hen BD as | don't like giving | Unsure but happy to pay slightly more if needed to keep it owned by the council. Market rate but Not giving Wilsons any more spaces to exploit people needin
237 Lara Garmonsway P " © gvne PPy topay STEnIY i 4 shortterm parking in Other (Please specity) evine ymere sp ploltpecp! ©
o Witsons my money. better than Wilsons predatory tactics! to parktheir cars
Rather than we should keep. have and optimise their usage
Please don' sellto Wilson's Parking - all profit goes overseas and their prices
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
are exorbitant. | use the Lichfirld st park regularly, if not the most convenient
term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic §
238 Lesley Fulton Have a charity / charitable trust run it - ke the Good Spot model for mywork but I refuse to give money to Wilson's,
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
o ye from this car inNZ-and
rorpeor preferably within Chh.
shouldn't aim it doesn't Withit sill
making a 3% retur on book value it isn't outright with being able to offset ts parking rat
through other revenue strearms, it forces other parking providers to. ey remain priced. Council
should also be aimin some of (thinking largely of Wilson Parkin
8 (thinking targely s The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and. [when | say this) is converted back residential only net council d revenue oot gl "
jocal b d (e.g. wi an
239 Kallim Guy P via increasiny the land but 2 to
v e pitalty foot traffic?) Impact for peop! mobility
model central city.
challenges
Selling the Litchfield Street il presumably mean it goes to a tikely
Wison Parking, lLas th l a
the CBD
The impact itwill in the central city,The avalability of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central cty,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
240 Julie Davidson Why get rid of an money. Ifyou sell how doyou intend to replace that surplus? Makes no sense o sell activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
21 Valentino Tie perating | Foreign controlled prices, not petitive p N/A P parking chargs V. P No No
o the council and rat revenue from sale vs.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
| prefer this option ofret 1am aware of ferring to use CC competitors. |
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
atso see th twhen d increase of coming back nto the CBD. | am (Growth within the CBD due to entertainment or new business
222 Stephen McPaike change the operating Ifthe building should be sold, | would rather see it n a Private/Public partnership model. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
sure this willincrease the usage of butachange in & to growth
model for people with ! for
improve the returns.
transporttrends, Other
Public trust council to perator of the car park. As
Retain the carpark and P e The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city, Future demand for
can improve financial return of the property | think council don't have to sellt. By the way, | ide motorcycle, o evenif
243 Haochen Zhu change the operating parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the.
tosellthe car park, p provide substitution. Motorcycles
madel council and ratepayers (e.¢., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
save spaces n city centre comparing with cars
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
244 Tracey perating it retain it rise n the next 10 years activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
madel for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
parkand dfor the council- it thecityb
oy [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
245 Brad Chittock D giving o d reduced hours. | fear if sold it willbe a constant increase In price with no incentive to make itwork ~|Give free hours,free time to encourage city visiting, spending, and shopping.
term parkingin the central city
model for people
The impact itwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carparkand |Retain assets forthe public to use. Increase awareness on the parking costs. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
246 Chris Jones D Ir bitthen that | dislike using paid parking as usually t's guesswork on the pricing until actually pullingin. If people.|activty (e.€. will educed parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?) Impact on
model Sellingto any forthe local money seemsabit daft knew it was affordabl peopletouse it revenue for people with disabil Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The Impact twill have on parking charges n the centralcity mpact on accessibilty
Retain the carpark and for people (g
27 AlixBetts change the operating ran o goals) Financial
model the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
P Profits are made locally and can be reinvested in Christchurch. With the opening of the stadium, demand for parking V(eg parking pitality Hmp:
248 Adam Willington change the operating |2 1852 for people with disabilt
model v . £ encouraging public transport, o
) Financial forthe council
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
Otherwise shore and by Wilsons Parking or another
249 Wil Rowson changethe operating [0 e Moo 1 €0° POy v e Use it in the weekend for bike races or something for the community The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Other (Please specify) |Sending money off shore Keep it rate payer owned, long term investment to gain some revenue
modet pany Y
| think t's important to h in avoid the isk of a
monopoly/duopoly on the service.
parkand i prefer pport to council v hen I need to drive nto town. | don't see this as a The cost ifselling a profitiable asset, and what ability (ortack
250 Jasmine Johnson change the operating _[miuse of capital, as while the book value my say the property s worth $50M, this was not the original investment and | Other (Please specity) of) the council would have to secure city centre land in the
madel don'texpect ciy property values to decrease inthe near or long term future. future.
There will always be an opportunity to sell asets, but it s mich harder to secure the land back again, i the community
needsit.
[The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city,The availabiliy of short
d [Most of the other 1d rather support the council when | choose to parkin town, [As with public transport and ibraries, this should not have to be a highly profitable enterprise. These [term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic (1 concerned that ft sold it would likely be bought by
| think selling assets is shortsighted, as you can only sl them once then | would like the councilto provide more parking options in the CBD rather than
251 Carey Bishop change the operating _[over aprivate enterprise. | fear that by selling buyit their tfor the greater good of our community, to ensure that businesses n the CBD can  [activity(e.g. will reduced parking afect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future | Wilsons, who already own a substantial number of the e o
model monopoly over parking in the CED. thrive. demand for parking given population growth and transport rends,Other (Please  [carparksin the CBD. P
specity)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and mcalb:smessesand ecc:emwciclww\g(e wmreﬁuced‘yarkm a"ect‘:elallanﬁ
252 AndreaMcLay change the operating | Accessibiliy. Dislike of private car parking, keep the money in NZ omieacy & parking; ity Central Car parking easily accessible.
pitality mp: peop
madel
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
ittothe P of 140 Lichfield Stis the best
t e and b for impactall
| would like to see it sold to the Police. | work out of the many shift d oth geney P
people as it means our re better
colleagues there who come infrom all over Christchurch and Canterbury rural areas. The buses dor' run betwieen
12am-6am for most areas in Christchurch and it eaves a ot of workers having to walk when is dark and more unsate, |71 °C1e ©UrSelves having a safe and come ntowork Again, | would ke tsald to Polce or the Justce Precinct so al Poice,
® Ifitsn't sold o Police, | believe the Council should retain the park as | wouldn't want it sold to The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short [Ambulance and FENZ staft feel safe when they come to work and valued.
Itwould benefit the Ambulance and FENZ workers as well as we would likely share itwith the. It would also be great N/A. 1would love ifyou would seriously consider my feedback please and thank you
253 Myah Kiinkenberg Sellthe Carpark " . negligent, money-hungry people such as Wilson's Parking as | don't believe they care about the [term parking in the central city Potential impacts on local businesses and economic (Otherwise the Councilhas toretain the car park so that businesses ke
commission for Police which s in both the community’s and Council's best nterest. We have had many incidents with ! ’ for your time.
s o oy ot gt e it of [activity (e.g. willreduced parking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffic?) Wilson's Parking can't snatch it up and make it harder for people to enjoy the
. living and the current unemployment crisis in New Zealand. We want Christchurch to be accessible central city.
FENZ staff, including persons with weapons so it would be a great benefit o al the workers here as we have no
for all people and tothe rising rate of \d make it harder for people to
designated staff car park
save because alltheir money in
ridiculous.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Itwill g0 to another provider who willincrease costs out of council control - people willbe less likely to gointo the city.
254 Samantha Potter change the operating No retain the asset and manage much better long term for the future of Christchurch city activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on Keep as is and with the council
Its sovibrant and lively and the ease of that would be lost. Strongly recommend to not sell
madel for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Potential T
Retain the carpark and
- oyl Gugleta ange i oparatng |61 e asset forpotentilurure use whle nthe mean tme caring evere for thecy. Shouldhaveutthe | parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on accessibilty for people fyou are making selingit an option then you must know o awiting buyer |
vey o prices up along time ago. ges, population which suggest they can make it profitable, why couldn't we? P
s [growth and transport trend:
- it generates income for the rates payers
Retain the carparkand. |-The property has great capital value increase potential because of s location Potential (e:g, willreduced
256 Sam Wong perating |- Selling tand fund does not guarantee beter yield, and the cost of sellingis high parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Financial implications for the council
model - By council owning a big car park, it reduces the risk of Wilson Parking being the monopoly in Christchurch and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and Build the carpark and charge low fees to attract people o the city again. This will benefitor the city |0 c1 2 ity (e.g., will reduced
P Please do not sell to Wilson's. Keep itin the long run for the people of Christchurch. We do not want another Hong Kong " & heor gan: parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
257 Fengshalu change the operating councilas well small invest there. As the stadiums No
here. Wilson's are the worst! Nothing but greed! population growth and transport trends, Environmental considerations (e.g..
model and new pool are about to open. Itwillget busier i the city. We will need a lot more parking!
wansport, o goals)
Keepingth fordable and In the
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for C:::':‘i“ e ebie i 152 o Setoemt 1y o a"d" ©
258 Mitch Alcock (Change the operating model and retain the carpark transport trends, Financial forthe v paridng s a maj ppers,
business people. It would be a shame with al of the effort o revitalise and
council and ratepayers (.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
ensure a from that.
retai the corparkand Increase the cost of parkingin dl 1 ks [Theimpact itwil in the central city,Th of short |Atthough i Rolleston,  have property n the Christchurch territory. We travel into
P further out. Collect more for those who can pay and those who want to save can walk further. term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic shop and eat weekly and try to shop in Ballys and Cashel Mall rather than the
259 Brodie Archer o controlof the build inner cityculture and parking prices.
e Its a great location and the private companies do not keep things clean/tidy and they dont feel safe. ~|activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?) Impact on suburban Malis. It needs o be easy to park to make it casy to shop and spend
for people with disabilt [money in the CBD.
Tknow ths s SmpUStc reasoning, but i the average interest rate on council Gebt exceeds the 3% return on the
Financial for the counciland rat revenue from sale vs.
260 Warren Loveridge Sellthe Carpark  [councit's investment in the parking building, then it makes sense to sell and pay down the deb. But ONLY if debt
" ongoing operating costs)
principal s paid down and the money isn't blown.
[The impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
261 Olivia winks perating Increase the rent on the ground floor businesses viee, parking pitality .
o demand for transport
encouraging public transport or
goals)
Retainthe carparkand | o N © The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
262 Barry Gamble change the operating D‘ngrzxgsmmk“pmg e P parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
madel council and ratepayers (e, evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Ftain the carparkand | ot assets is ony a shortterm gain
263 Jared Rendell change the operating e v & for dtransport trends
peop the most over an time.
Retain the carpark and [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity, mpact on accessibily
P! [Council retains control over fees. The city retains it as an asset. We need to city to continue to be revitalised and pact itwl parking charg ral iy, Imp: ity
264 Lisa Tonkin change the operating ’ for peaple , for gven
privatisation of car parks runs a huge risk of huge parking fees. Wilson's for example
modet population growth and transport trend:
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
265 Cass Orcsik perating by the council, revenue Te Kaha opens. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The mpact il T the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
parkand authority over city car parking
! The crossing carpark s cheaper during the day, while the night rate at Lichfield is helpful  think this [activity (e.g., will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
266 Bethany Williams change the operating _[Selling to a company like Wilson's willdrive up costs all over and they already have too many car parking areas around,
is probably part of the reason the carpark sn't used as much demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
madel they're also not as easy to deal with as the councils if there are any issues
the council and rat ue from sale vs. ongoing
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. o Your role in the Which option do you - Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ) SIGAIEEE g ) Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha : y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
selling s a one off njection and thenits gone. iwant the council o earn the money ot a private company - and is also
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
[ really great location for a car parkfor older adults ( my &1y old mum) i would hate to see it redeveloped nto
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
something else.if there was a clear option for investing the money in something with a better return then maybe i would
267 Derelie Mangin changethe operating [*0- HERSE charge more ifyou need to. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with Financialimplications
is not offering a better investment or return option and the risk s t i ust lostinto operating costs. central ity land will
for the Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
atways be valuable
Retain the carpark and
i ither way the fees are likely to go up, and I rather Chch people’s money goes to the Councilthan a private Financial for the council and at revenue from sale vs.
268 Richard Green change the operating
organisation. ongoing operating costs)
model
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
parkand ' instead of privatising. Demand for inner city
y term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
269 Braeden Leung change the operating _[parking i only going D the stadium and soit's ano brainer to
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
model eep hold of this assets. Pioritse long term investment over short term gain.
for people with
Retain the carpark and
Hope this option keeps fees reasanable for parkingn the future. Stops private companies having a monopoly over The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
270 Monique change the operating No No
ot parking options in town. parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” P
s the publc interest tha thecity.Itis a piece of prime real estate and I would rather local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
271 TiChan change the operating Make the carpark more p  optimising the tructure.
e support the council by paying for parking than a private company. nospitaliy foot trafic?), for a
ransport trends
fyou're going to sell t, hat it has to be repur Torthe
Retain the carpark and you're going purposed ° .
city, like an arcade, bar, art gallery, entertainment thing (e.g. Franks in Peckham). There's more than |Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs. it. Imagine yourre 20 years from today and what do you wish
272 Louis Collingwood change the operating |t s income for the council, and central cityland that you'll never get back f you sellit. Qualiy of for andvisitors.
o, enough parking in the city centre. Or perhaps mixed purpose could be away for CCC toincrease  |ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify) the council had done?
revenue fromit?
Retain the carpark and
273 Liza Hewison perating |1 and thankWitsons The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
[T Impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
274 Holly Osgood change the operating |itis along term investment that benefits the people of Chistchurch alongside the council the most. for people with ! for pinion of the public
model parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
council and ratepayers (e.g, revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) Other
Retain th Kand h titwill the central city,The availabilty o short
etaln the carpark an Not everythingis a business. There should be one public option and thisnisnit. It would be fine to e mpact [t w! Inthe centra ofsho
275 Andrew Green change the operating (1 want to keep the $ spent when going to town local. | especally do not want to give Wilson's any of my money. I term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic I1ove the EV parks!
model P things they way they profits. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
effort(no need tofind a buyer, thata sale entails) and would
achieve the same result s a sale.
Retain the carparkand |7 " . Consider the likely purchasers - Wilson Parking, and whether
e st Staning e e operatng Financial forthe council and g revenue fromsalevs, | o1 N "
Given pread dislike for itonly keepth 1 ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify)
model impact on ratepayers wanting to park n central city.
asset. Increase prices to get the expected performance - this would happen anyway with a sale. Id prefer my parking
money is out toward a local entit, and funding council rather than offshore private investors.
Retain th Kand
etain the carpark an [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
277 Josh Dell perating [It's mak itwilstart more money
parking given population growth and transport trends.
model
shortterm parkingin Potential
| prefer that the money from the carpark goes to local spending (.. supports the council instead of offshore investors
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parkingaffect etail and
such as Wilsons, who already nearly have a monopoly on our Further, | feel that the sale of the
278 Caitin Bergervoet change the operating pitality %) . encouraging public
o building would be short-sighted in terms of balancing the councit's books as it a constant stream of income which . pisodill e
[shoutd only improve with the opening of the new Stadium. port, 4 4
council and rat revenue from sale vs.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and. [Time and time again it ocall that the selling of assets s a short t nt P parking chare y v
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
279 Caroline Stockman change the operating ~|managing a city (and a country). We will overthe the centralcity. | |No No
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future
model betieve it il deter people from shoppingin the area
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and |1 the worst possible move. IT's @ one-off fix that makes you permanently poorer. And you don't fix an income fssue by
The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Financial implications for
280 Kyle Turnbul change the operating [selling ot your income-earning assets. You fxit by fixing your income. uneedto charge to p thiscity.
the council and rat revenue from sale vs.
model
Retain the carpark and
281 Rachel McConnachie perating |l want Council city parking. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Many of the car parking . which does not Aotearoa or the city.
Retai the carpariand |119UId DE beterfor the councito maintain ownership of the carparing faciles, as while it ot deemed a“high" proft shortterm parking in Potential
> systemitis not There are beingsold of, and it's increasingly businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
282 Christie Cox change the operating
B important that . With the new stadium set to open soon, it will be a valued asset to nospitality foot traffic?), for
the city. 1 actively choose to park at Litchfield Street carportwhen | o n to th city precisely because it I5* owned by transport trends
the council
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central cty,Potential impacts on lacal b and
Retain the carpark and_[The value of the property will continue to increase. Although low, itis currently returning a profitand I think thiswill |Improve the roading in the area, this is what puts many off travelling into the city. Do something ferm parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and ecanomic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on Ifyou sell, the private car park owners will have nothing to compete with and we
283 Deb Conaghan P well managed, esp you consider about to atiract people to the city ie; the |about the d the vicinit o
for people with g for Llose even more people goingnto the city.
model stadium and the swimming complex. | also dislke the control the private car parks have over the cty. post similar to the university, would feel safer at night.
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the.
council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Selling twould lead T it Where as th 1
Retainthe carparkand [0, "6 it would lead prices up for users as P! & profit. Where s [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
manage itand is profit ider range of The demand Do better and assets better. benefits more
284 Kevin Maniego change the operating term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
for highin toincrease. Itis that th ratepayers not just some people or businesses.
model and transport trends
this
the car park und; over a it
Retinthe carprkan |24Ve5 theWider communiy,notjust priate proit. With and [Without havinga council car park avallable you may end up Please don'tsellt. Financial gain now from a sale willonly help in the immediate.
town, even beyond the stadium, rsight ricing, and be The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for ricing out the whole lower end of the city who can not afford term. Maintaining  range of income streams will only help the councilin the lony
285 Shawn Love change the operating y ° pricing Not at this time ) parking chare v prieng v 83 rane vhew ¢
rategically. It private operators to stay ratepayer, | would transporttrends, Other seenin many of parks un. Plus why have someane else hike up the rates and get al the benefits when
much rather see any increases in parking fees go back into our city, supporting libraries, stormwater improvements, across the city lyou could do the same and at least we could get some extra nfrastructure from it
and road infrastructure, than into the pockets of private companies where it benefits no one but their shareholders.
Keep itas a car park. PutThe fees Up to ST more than 111 now to make it commercially viable. Plenty
of other parking spaces are way more then this. You lastincreased charges in 2021 and inflation
needs to be accounted for. | want the money | pay for parking to go to the good work the Council does
Retai the carparkand for us, your ratepayers (and keep rates down). shortterm parkingin Impact for Itis 2 *p . handy for Riverside, ecinct, B g
> Itis an asset. Do not sell assets as this s a short term solution. fyou sellt, Mainland Parking (Wilsons) will buy it and peop : (Cashel Mall city centre, etc,etc. The shops underneath require more of an
286 Oliver John Mould change the operating Vou have all my thoughts. | will reiterate - DO NOT SELL T
Y put up the prices at both here and The Crossing, making a huge profit. Ignore what The never use th poputation growth and transport rends,Financial implications for the council and anchor tenant or better marketing, then you can charge them more rent. They
revenue from sale vs. are currently not a high foot-trafic zone (but should be).
For pricing refer (which may be inaccurate):
i lchfield/g01 110
1102230
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
local businesses and economic activity (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect retail and
Retain the carpark and o and economic acthi (66 parking it
287 Harry Marshall change the operating (| think it's good to have a public player in I hope that it will help pRaTy peor Y
o Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Financialimplications for th land rat N from sal
288 Jule Eaton Sellthe Carpark  [This council should pay down debt. No D:‘:;:: implications for the council and ratepayers (.8, fevenue rom sale vs No
Retain the carpark and [The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
289 Kiystal Bray D Itwill for council to own. term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport trends
Retain the carpark and The horrible reputation a certain large-scale private pariin
P! It's our asset and should be retained. Only a slight increase in return should be pursued. Private companies are not ble reputatl raln larg private parking
200 Lisa Jayne Macfarlane change the operating Keepitasitis The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Other P ,and gotit
going to make decisions in our interests. Council needs | haafirst hour free to ity businesses
model massive profits
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
2ot Veiahaney o local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will educed parking affect retail and oep tway tis Cheaperparing
nospitality foot traffic?), for a
ransport trends
Retain the carpark and
P Stil council have control over things, rather than some corporate taking over ownership.
202 Ashwin change the operating Lease car park impact peop
model
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of short
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and . .
Keep it as revenue for CCC, | work at CESP and c dtoap pany. Some for people with ! for e e for staff at CJESP who are shift
203 Sinéad McCormack change the operating Keepitas a car park ;
e other companies are questionable in how they operate. transport workers. So they don't have to walkthrough the city at night.
(.2, encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
goats) Financial the council £
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specily)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
P | only park at CCC car parks as | believe it's important for the money to stay in the city and be reinvested. parking Y P
204 Irene Clausse change the operating Look into deals with CBD business to et areas ofthe car park that could increase the revenue |activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),mpact on
The private car parks offer value the money people pay.
model for people with Financialimplications
for th Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
[The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” Y Seling this carpark would provide a short term cash boost but it doesn't make
term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
295 John Hampton g |1 prefer topark d Litchfield Streetis my go to. sense when we are just about to open the stadium and create a huge demand for
J for population growth and transport
model parking
trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
We allknow that i you sell t Wilson's will somehow end up running t. They are
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
296 Ben dewys Bring back first hour free then increase the chargers after the 1t hour  spot they wil and
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
other buildings will follow
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
ocal £ will reduced parking affect retail and
207 Angela Jospeh e&
traffc?), for population growth and
transport trends
Retain the carpark and
Keeps the asset long term but everage more money from it seems a no brained. Once you sell, cash vil be spent n the Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale s,
208 Kirsty Howatson change the operating Notif it has to remain as a car park It should be making money.
e shortterm and long term no benefit. Only other ption i to sell and invest the money and use the returns ongoing operating costs)Other (Please specify)
Retain the carpark and The impact il inthe central ity,
209 Reagan Chandramohan change the operating encouraging , reducin or
model
Financial Tor the counciland rat - revenue from sale s,
300 Andrew evans Sellthe Carpark
short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
301 Matt Allan change the operating _[Retains an asset that will grow i value as our city continues to improve Increase parking cost, keep as car parking pitality foot traffc?), for population growth and
Financial the council g.revenue
from salevs.
The impact twil T the central city,The availabilty of short
302 Jason Hatton Option one! With more review on how to best capitalize on the return. term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
mobility challenges
Retain the carpark and [The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availability of short
P Provid un car parks that ith rampant pricing and P parking charg » v
303 Victorla Bates change the operating term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
enforcement. Healthy competition is needed
madel and wansport trends
The impact twil the central city,The availabilty of short
d [Third p: ofthe city. The cost: with parking and fines for parking over time. © Impactitwl in the central ofshor
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
304 Sarah Hampton perating rather pay for a n is
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
model being put back directly into the city and ts development,
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
petainthe carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic Keep Aotearoa beautiful and ethical. Overpriced charges for parking in our city
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on ntiosell
305 Oshea Newton change the operating |Public ownership of city services is better than . Quittrying to selloff the city PP ust don't sell it off buddy vies parking pratity himp attwanttoseltn Do the right thing CCC
e for people with disabilt ! for Wilsons can charge “competitive prices”. | haven't voted n local elections
transport before but | city away’
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, of sustainabiliy goals)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic The private owned carparks are awful. | always aim to park n a council owned
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on carpark not o because
306 Latitia Paniora Don't sell. Could you rent out spaces to nearby businesses? y(eg parking § pitallty Hmp: P
for people with disabilt Y for know yis going tnotab inasuitwho has
dtransport trends nothing to do with Otautahi.
(.8, encouragin o
The mpact twil n the central ity Th ofshort
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and Y (e, w parking § pitallty Hmp:
Selllong term parking on the upper floors. Investigat donthe for people with disabilt Y for
307 Courtney Thomas change the operating _[Best outcome for ratepayers
building dtransport trends
model
(.8, encouragin o
oats), Financial the council £
vs.
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and e e on pardng g(g e, e Isnt it better totake a small hit that benefits your city and its people, rather than
308 Bernadette Laurie change the operating | Wit gouch us for ts nice to thats afforable and keeps thsm in check e & it away? Would public favour
model patty peop v ke you were just selling them out to make money.
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Potential (e, willreduced
309 Rajany Chacko Thankachen Selthe Carpark | used this carpark for work and would like the price to remain low as | use it dally and allows with my budget.
vetail and hospitaty foottaffic?)
[The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
[We need retain ownership of central city assets. We need to maintain public assets including parking in the city. No it P parking charg Y P
Retain the carpark and Llocat b d (e.g. wilreduced and
may not be making a huge profit but it ot oosing money. Ifi's sold tslikely prices willincrease for parking putting
310 Jonathan Bum change the operating 4 pitality Impact peop mobility
odot people offvisiting the CBD with lack oftrains, trams and better than bus public transport opions. Ifi'ssold prices will e
g profit , it council pthe p i
reducin or goals)
[The council needs to consider y potential i impact
this will have on people who need to access the CBD (again, the Justice precinct s avitallocation
Th ffordable parkingin the CBD, people with mobility or Wilson  [with than Lichfield). Changing may  |The impactitwill inthe central city,Th of short Do notlose sight of tothe
Retain the carpark and o PTG g ChCh economy from those who reside outside of the CCC You took all the street parking in the rebuild, don’t keep gouging us as a flow on
parking's monop: competition isvital labi havean  |nave ripp! people tojusti term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic rdlove for
311 Tom Mostey change the operating catchment and commute, meaning there are significant rom your decision, or expect us to ide our bikes to ChCh from Oxford or
g such as i 1, persons from out of town needing o purchase items that —[who cannot park anywhere nearer but may be unable to afford the new operating model. The impact [actiity (e.€. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),Impact on s already turning a decent profit.
model impacts on those persons if the cost of parking becomes |Amberley.
aren't available nearby, or hospitality patrons. of parking lesta for people with disabilt Other
proibitive.
resultin hospi 3
their doors as a result.
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
We need parking than oft . Iwill never use other car parks.
312 Juliet enkins change the operating Itis best as a car park activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on This s a cityfor us. Keep it that way. Keep it as a council owned car park
value its proximity given my mobiltyissues. It keeps this part o the ciy alve.
model for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
It doesn't seem wise to sellan asset, particularly one that s returning a profit.
313 Kate Ferguson change the operating (1 ©°**" ' . activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
model P fhat helr for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
314 Patrick Chamberlain change the operating _[Asset sales bad. First point o action should be to rework the financial model if returns are considered unsatisfactory
the council and rat from sale vs.
The impact itwil in the central city,The availability o short
Retain the carpark and [Itis important that council retain ownership of this carpeting building to that the fees remain competitive. I worry f this P
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
315 Jamie Dermer change the operating s sold the prices willncrease which wil then cause the other car parks to also increase. This willthen bring less people
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?] Future
model into the city. We don't want our central city ity parking P
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The carpark s an asset and s profitable. There's 1o [0ss to the city by keepngIt.
[secondly, sellingit because its not profitable *enough in orderto get a quick (but temporary) injection of cash s short
sighted. shortterm parkingin Impact It might ook like an easy $50m adition to the city's budget now, at atime when
Retain the carpark and
316 Jayden Carr change the operating As above peop “ - but consider the long
e Thirdly, if sold, it probably be sold g o jack up the parking price and funnel the population growth and transport trends, Environmental considerations (e.g., having an asset that generates profit can have for the city. Keep it n local public
profis offshore. transport, v goals) hands
Ifthe carparkisn't money, tson Atteast the money
into the city and community.
| am generally against the sale of profit bearing public assets. The Council should keep assets that provide profit for a
fow reasons:
- While the ROl is "only” 3% as per the information, this s il profit. One needs to consider this together with the
v P " P - The impact it will in the central city, The availability of short
other benefits the asset gives. The asset doesn't only produce money, it also produces a benefit for residents. That is
term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
Retain the carpark and  |also worth something. S
317 Joakim Olander P - the main car in that the asset is making a profit. Why does it need to change? ey ! for Popt s md“m” eepit.
model regard to pricing. th Lset for parking to & port ®
emissions, or sustainability goals),Financial implications for the council and
Keeping the asset counteracts cartel activiy. " e
- Atmost without ail, history tels us that once public assets sel prices for the consumer increases.
" mightyield and a igher ROI down the line, but at the cost of residents benefi
[And that increased ROl may well fees, fixed cost
[tkeeps avaluable asset In the oty al 0 . privatisation may lead to [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
d |much targer parkin their prices. Changing: modelto local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
318 Liam Kitt perating profitand reduce cost giving d rate payers for years to come. Selling gves short term pitality foot raffic?), for population growth and
model cash flow for projects but depending on investment those may not provide feturns to the council and the cities  encouraging 3
residents. o goals)
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Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? ouhz . y ¢ o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to considerwhen  |1*
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The table. Need a C d T his ocation nearly courts, Rverside
and walking distance to hospital
& P [The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central cty,The availabiliy of short
Retain the carpark and erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
319 Cathy Andrew change the operating activty (.., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitalty foot trffic?)impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transporttrends
Retain the carpark and Potentialimpacts on local businesses and economic actvty (e.g. wil reduced
320 Madeline Olander change the operating | Council needs to retain assets to ensure prosperity or future generations vetail and hospitality foot traffic?), Environmental considerations (e...
model uansport, v goals)
e e camareand [The mpact twil 7 the central oty The avaitabilty of short
& [Asset sales never benefit the public in the long term. tis important that there are lon term ways that council gm can term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or | prefer to parkin council owned parking spaces as then atleast the money is
a2 Abby Mather change the operating (et people to sponsor parking spaces and can add a plaque.
recoup the deb costs y inancial the council goin tisa
model
revenu . sts)
Retain the carpark and
for d transport trends Other
322 Amber Undenwood change the operating | Council should retain the asset given the imminent opening of the stacium e spotty Stadium wil significantly increase use and profits
model P
shortterm parkingin Potential onle
Retain the carparkand |, . 5 carparks in the innercity - Lichfield & Art Galery, because they are owned by the city. | WILL NOT use businesses and economic activty (e.&., will reduced parking affect retail and
323 Judy Stack change the operating 2 carp: o 4 g Put up the fees for casual use. vieg. parking
gt wilson's Parking pitality foot rafic?), for people mobiliy
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transporttrends
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carparkand [The city, Selwyn and Waimakarir central city parkings ikely to ocal businesses and economic actviy (e.g. il reduced parking affect etail and Think Long term. The city s growing. The asset s proftable atits current
Ves - think about long term leasing, consider tech updat car parking
324 Nicole Trenwith change the operating _[noldofgrow - particularty with e Kaha One N stadium's opening ustaround the comer. | alsodonot wanttosee |- 7 20" 1978 €77 08 . P nospitaliy foot traic?), for d demand - demand will grow as the population does. Don'tsell of a prime
model Wilson have amonopoly on the cities car parking. Lichfield is always my preferred park. PP for payment, transport trends, Financial 8. revenue position carpark for a short term gain
from sale vs
The impact twillhave on parking charges in the central ity The avaltabilty of short
netain the carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
& The population of Cheh and greater Chch to grow - demand now and will continue to activty (.., will reduced parking ffect retail and hospitalty foot traific?),Future 's better. Population
a2s Nicole Trenwith change the operating tech updates to add park app, special deals for
odut erow - particularly with the likes of the stadium set to open soon demand for ransport trends,Financial 2rowth and demand will help this
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Reta the carpark and
P [Christchurch s going to get even better as the years go on and more activities happen in the city. Revenue is only going
a2 Johanna Ryan change the operating ¢ for transport rends
o to increase. We hate Witson's and would much rather support our own council car parks and currently already do o
The impactitwil inthe central ity The availabiltyof short
Retain the carpark and |Key CBD car park that s . 'sand igher term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
327 AAllan change the operating_[The artcle states 3% returnisn't hgh enough, however whatresponsibilty does the council have to help bring people —[Definitely needs retained as a car park. Others are too far away. activty (.., will reduced parking afect rtail and hospitaltyfoot traific?)Impact on
model pport retail timited mobilty parkis deal and  use it frequently for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impactitwil inthe central ity The availabiltyof short
Retai the carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
& Rat have paid forth k. Asset sal hort term benefit and long term loss. With the stadium itwill activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on
a2 Anna Laurenson change the operating :
o make more money. Please don'tsellit. for people with y for
ansport rends,Financial forthe
counciland ratepayers (e.g., fevenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The Impact fwill have on parking charges in the central ity Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Llocat b " ic activiy (e.g., willreduced flect retailand
P [Wilson's owns too much parking around the city. If over (e.g. wil redu .
320 Moira MeNulty change theoperating |1\ oq - No piality foot rafic?), for d No No
model Ve transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue
from sate vs.
The impact itwill have on parking charges inthe central city,The availabily of short
Retain the carpark and
(Central cityis only getting busier. With the new stadium , swimming pool and court theatre. To many parking spots erm parking n the cental ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
330 Jennifer Harbrow change the operating
eon overseas onned activty (.., will reduced parking ffect retail and hospitalty foot traific?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impactitwil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
331 Chantal Morkel activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with disabil Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impactitwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
term parking n the centra city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabiliies or
fetain the carpark.and ot o onsoton o tomor
332 Jenny Richards change the operating Y ges, for Pop! @ P
trend P transport, reducing
madel
emissions, o ) Financial o the counci
e . revenue from sale vs.
Retai the carpark and [The impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
33 David Perry perating|Allows Councilto over central city parking charges No local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and No
madel nospitaliy foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and Future demand for parking gven population growth and ransport trends,Financial
N Dave Bergin change the operating _[Selling assets is ot  good idea. With the stadium et's keep money making assefs. the counciland rat from sale vs. ongoing
del
Financial Tor the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
33 Peter ophuis Sellthe Carpark  [The council should pay down debt and reduce rates. Tge cost of borfowing will be more than 3 % P iU not be given a that could lead to profitcering. i ! .
Retain the carparkand |CCC caninfluence car park prices inthe CBD by sitalsofairt 3% profiton carparks o
336 Cameron Paintin change the operating _|vs industrial o retal, where lower for carparks. What on parative M | he impact it will have on parking charges in the central ity
Crossing and numerous Wilson ones
model buildings in CBD because Lichfield has similar prices to the other options.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Retainthe carpark and_[Ithink tis far better to keep the car parkin the hands of th L- rather than let a pr ke parking almp:
Lease car parks to The top i topark activty (.., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?)impact on
337 Melissalubbers change the operating _[Wilson's take over 111 parkin this car times a week because itis council
! of those parks to increase revene. for people with ! for
model lowned and I et much better about our own councilrather than
wansport
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabily goals)
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
E Ben Hart change the operating _|This s astrategic asset and should be retained. Also | do not ke the way that Wilson operate. transport trends, Financial forthe.
del council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
| want the counciltoretain the ability o nfluence the cost ofinner city parking, deally o prevent companies from price
330 Richard Paterson change theoperating | """ Notat this time activty (e, will reduced parking affectreait and hospitaltyfoot trafic?), Financial
model eouene the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily o short
Retain the carpark and P parking chare N v
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
340 Catherine Lee change the operating_|Keeping assets s along term benefit as opposed to selling to get some quick cashflow
e activty (.., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Potential {e.g. willreduced
arking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),Future demand for parking given | think ' very important that there i not one business monopolising parking n
341 Angela Watson No parking pitality ) Futur parking gl Ty polising parkingin | <hould stay owned by the council
opulation grovith and transport trends,Environmental considerations (e.8. the ciy centre
ransport, o goals)
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Future demand for
322 Luke Halltt change the operating _[The carparkis making a it tosellap forjusts0milion.  |Expand it d transport trends,Financial forthe The factis simply makes a profit should be enough reason to want to keep it
council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retainthe carparkand | The impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,Future demand for
It a stream of revenue for the council lso there is o indication of what the felease money from selling the carpark
343 Peter MeNulty changethe operating |~ +1% 211" parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the
model council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Retain the carpark and parking
activty (.., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitalty foot traific?)Impact on
n Matt Bush change the operating
for people with ! for
model
wansport
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabily goals)
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
As with any asset it can only be sold once. Once itis sold itis gone. Forever. This has happened numerus times with
different assets i the past and not often for or benefit itizens of Christchurch). To
compare the *commercial” return on this public asset s an error in my opinion.
Raise parking fees? Well, yes, maybe. It is sold t then afee rise s an . This
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
carparkis in avery strategic location in avibrant area.
345 Donald Cameron change the operating parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the Keep t.
In the future, if tilin Council ownership, the option i still there to sl Ifsold now that future option s gone.
model council and 2. revenue from sale vs.
The sell now option has an bout the use of . There's nothi
that selling s  good option.
The botton ine s that this asset is making a profi, is a a
This asset must be retained in Council ownership.
Short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.&., will reduced parking affect retail and
346 Louise Thomas Sellthe Carpark ~ |tisag the new P No v (e8 parking No No
pitality foot traffc?),Financial for the council
revenu sts)
Itis one of the best muli-story carparks in Chistchurch. Better designed the The Crossing. Ease of access and it has
the next earthquake so it might stand a chance of still be standing, and operational,
afterwards. Your design team did a good job. Councils, ke governments, shouldn't be run lie a business so the fact it
s make some sort of profitis a good thing to at least cover pocket .
Wilson has had a strangle hold on for the rebuild in 2013. To the point they were chargingfor
puddieriddled uneven patched of land within oty
Solwentoutof myway to find a free parkin the streets nearby for what lttle was
(open within the CBD. dsh tack of compassion, costsinwhat
is actually a smallcity. in andit's started with mainland parking has
illbe healthy for the city' resic of other
Retain the carparkand_|been cutthroat and a query has been placed of the actions of Mainland parking. | was surprised at how quickly they took [The Black and White Cafe needs better lighting outside to help encourage waling traffc be enticed
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short ! keptin check. o
7 Tracey Richards perating - Jover o hat passedontothe p . 1t darkandha th Delnga bit dodgy n that area. OMENWISE NAVING - |1orry g inthe central ciy rapidly into the countryside o we the car s stillan ongoingtransportsystem
model " f keep w Uareacityand  [parkedina few | commend the d fthe best. parking Y r:wyemgm ¥ ‘golngtranspart sys
most ive beyond the boundaries and who drive into parkfor a day's shopping or all day for work in the CBD. | am aware a
you wish to promote walking to places and living within the East Frame. But some of use cannot afford that. (Those
townh use but y suffer areputation
issue built for decades within Kiwi culture, and | am sure are at present running at a oss. As public transport typically
does. (1 catch the 29 and the 30 minutes waitis justlong enough for me to think about using the car on those cold frosty
mornings in winter. Butthis is not about me.) Basically, my point s tis the best designed car parking building nthe
city and more likelyto withstand another earthquake and so acts as a contingency plan. It gives amore gentler
business attitude aligned with social objectives the people of Christchurch need. And provides competition to help
eep the other private businesses in check. Thankyou for your time.
The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city,The availability of short |1 think people prefer this assest to be protected as ithas been
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic ~|bought and managed by these ratepayers and is ver
! rparl | think thatit s in the interests of the CCC ratepayers to retain ownership of a vital piece of central CHCH and be in m parking| ralcity, Potential imp: us! o ged by these ratepayers and is very
a8 Maree Morse change the operating o e o activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?)Future |convenient. Also ot everyone can bus or is able to. The city ~|Growth of the population
model : deman for parking given population growth and transport rends,Other (Please  [wil this
specity) isvita.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
ftain the carpark.and term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
349 Jacqueline Visser perating | The carpark when , asits central. The No P ! P No No
e activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Given either decision as described the intention i that willnot have any impact
on the number of car parks. So most of these options are not relevant. The
assetis making a (just not as high
d [1gont itwill rates remain. More likelyis private ownership of parking will be necessary). b the asset to provide
yispr p of parking Make the fact that thi iLasset obvious on people making Creatinga for and businesses L
350 Karlene Ward change the operating _|consolidated in the hands of  few. Overtime this willlead to less competition and higher prices. The councilemaining The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Other (Please specify) competition to the small number of private providers. This will benefitall
there parking choices. o operate in the central city
model in the market provides competition. p: city. Lof
people o shop and op nthe central ity Losing
control over parking nted and private price
competitively is a bit naive (eg supermarket duopoly)
Shortterm parking in Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
351 Bonnie Millr Perry Sellthe Carpark  [Free up Council money for other purposes. The building will remain as a car parkin private ownership.
piality foot rafic?) for poputation growth and
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central city,The availabily o short
. [Because it will be sol Wilson's. They can not have a monopoly on car parks n the city. Wilson's P parking chare y v
Keep it the same and Do Not Raise The Price. s making a smallprofit and that'sfine. Another option [term parking in the central city Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
352 Dane Mitchell change the operating _[would raise the prices to a point where it becomes an issue of Costvs Want, Ex: | want to go isso
’ © would be to make it ree/ cheaper parking as a way of bringing more people into the city. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
modet expensive, | can'tafford to shop and pay parking
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The carparkis for drive people
. Jropanc orbusin- happening. By selling o a prvate Ifthe carparkis currently profitable, why s i that the inances need to be reviewed. Yes, itis low on  [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central ity Potential impacts on
likely put up p rises for just d but the view of it should b of Lifyou [iocal businesses and economic activty (e.g. il reduced parking affect retail and
353 Megan Hickey change the operating
odut parking to the suburbs situation in which have to be putin o control those areas, as.[want people to come in and shop/eat etc then you have to provide them with pitality Impact peopl mobilty
wellas creatinga situation in which fewer people can afford to pay the costs (including many public servants) ina cost |(particularly more than 2 hours). challenges
ot lving crsi.
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily o short
Keep assets for future P parking chare N v
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local busi d economic
bd ts and lack of alternatives for people who need
354 BethLove change the operating Flect parking for business cars on a certain level?/ hire out certain spaces activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
B to park closer to services (ie mobiliy issues, unable to walk 1-2km into town due to impact of day parking, elderty, lower o .
income families Jorpeop g
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
Retain the carpark and
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
ass Jua Conaghan change the operating | think it is important toretain at east one council owned parking building n the city. -
for people with g
model
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the.
council and ratepayers (e.¢., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and_|As someone who works 40 hours a week, five days a week directly across from this carpark, t1s a fantastic option when_[Consultwith Ministry of Just The road, and see i you can strke Gan[Potential ity (6., wil reduced
ase Sarah Higgins change the operating itis rainy and cold. Itwould be sad to see it go, it nice to think the money s being kept in the hands of CCC and notan |park there for  discounted rate between Monday and Friday. Consider deals for locals, anything that |parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Future demand for parking given
model offshore business ke Wilsons. supports local, and peop population growth and transport trends
parkand givesa hit quickly and leaves assets E— i the contra i, Fnancit Untitwe have a comprehensive and efficient public transport system that
357 Olly Crawford Ellis change the operating _[and reduced sources of income. The impact ofselling to a commercial provider means further price-gouging with profits g e people can rely on from anywhere in the city, reasonable access to parkingis an
model going off-shore to companies like Wilsons. The carpark is profitable, so why the focus on this now? ) essential service which the council must provide.
[The impact ftwill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Impact for peopl
358 Laura Jenkinson y challenges, for population growth and transport
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e
vs.
1. itis makd it y getridof is making the council money, which can be used
for other infrastructure.
2. ifyou sell 0. private company they willjump up the parking prices exponentially and allsurrounding parking
buildings willncrease their pices
are tryingto he CBD but this is only going to move the parkingssue to the
e e R " The impact itwill in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and la P " term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
longer available. People live in the suburbs not to be the car park of the city. A short terminjection of funds from the sale is not worth the years of revenue
350 Veronica Eagle change the operating activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
4. Allthe people that use the free biking and users and exacerbate the i . thatwill come in
paringissue ring gen populationgrowth nd angport rends
5. What about the people that come from further out eg. the Hurunui districts, they are unlikely to come n if they are parkingglien poputationg P
unable to drive and park i the city.
6. Please dont sell this as privatisation of this car park will only make it more expensive and decrease people from the
outer areas comingin. Dont forget its ree at amall!t
[The mpact twil T the central oty Potential impacts on
Retain the carparkand [Selling assets s short sighted. Just look at the UK and privatisation of the rail network/gas/electric/water. Allof that has Ifthe car parkis not currently profitable then upping the prices by 10-20% a year
Hold markets on the top floor during the summer. Brings in holders, b e [localb d (e.g. wilreduced and
360 Craig Woolgar change the operating [lead and no ongoing funds for Don'tfallinto that il surely help. You're happy to do that to rate payers, why not do the same to car
nto the city, and would be somewhat unique pitality Impact peop mobiliy
model present dollar and leaving future councils shorthanded. natongen arivers?
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Whilstthe return s low t s il ing s valuabl
st the return i low itis stila parking A fowthoughs:
keepsit park. for buildingit, please don't lose
- ong term lease of 2
sight of that. Over-priced & unaffordable parking s a eality f sold privately  this will have an impact on
- solar to power building, &increasing
parkand it P thestadiumis compl tal sothe Potential g. willreduced
insta o enifcant taft o entia .
361 Amy Haines perating refer that ouncilthan investment make aproii.
v e o & pany Just tryin L [would be easily done. parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
- Consider surge or bigevents at there will be
nistit oK tokeep reach for many people signficant Waimak or in & willpark so rice when bus
tonne of other ty. | dont think the timeis right to sell now. Please retain it & P L Y
from non ate payers.
eep our city humming with peope.
- the car become Evenfwegotora
a Just o up i you sellt anyway. " & The impact itwill inthe central ity The availailty of short
more “car free" city, car parking il stay in demand. Even in Tokyo, with their awesome public
362 Luka Bartolec change the operating | The land is valuable, and the rates you will charge for parking will be fairer than a 3rd party organisation. term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth Keep it
transportation network, carparking s sillin demand
modet a g and transport rends
This is a lon don'tsell
| refer this option because | thinkit is important that the carpark remains in council ownership. This carpark s
incredibly important to the central city and benefitfor in the area (as well
Ifyou are going to sell, you need Realistically, so
the businesses near t). Naturally, | am opposed to the hiking of the price (which s already quite high) and supportlocal
many people are drivinginto the central city s because there are not viable public transport options
users being able (either directly o indirectly) to provide input i these decisions, enabled by it being leftin council
available to them. We need investment in public transport that brings people into the city from
lownership. | do not support the selling of this asset as | thinkit i shortsighted. This particular area of the central city
Retain the carpark and Rolleston, Lincoln, Kaiapol, Rangiora, and the outer suburbs of Christchurch proper. I thinkitis  [Potential g. willreduced
wilonly increase in value and in popularity as time goes on, and it would be a shame for the council o bleed central city
363 Michaela Quinn change the operating unreasonable forthe councilto ditch large-scale parking n an area of itis presently retail and hospitalty foot traific?),Future demand fo parking given
assets that are, n the future, ikely to be worth far more & willonly grow in their importance to the central city. 1 lso
model dificult o get parking, and toinvestin public |population growth and transport trends
think that our city has a chronic issue with parking d I would ot ke the
transport that match other cies across the world. If the profits of sale were earmarked for public
council o perpetuate ths further. Moreover, ifthere s further growth n this area intermes of working population and
transport investment (I'm not talking about buses, we need other options: trams, trains,light rail
Lactivt the byap: pany, whereas d ike o think the
etc.), I would be far more inclined to support the decision.
council would retain public use.  also feel more my money to a council ratherthan a
prefer my money to for urther ia the council
| think the amount of open/flat car park spaces inthe cit be
Retain the carpark and " P park spaces Y Future for transport [t the only parking building (that | know of) that offers free covered
Itisn't making enough money at the moment but in empty spaces turninto buildings [turned into green zones unti things are finally builtthere. Cars should be hidden in parking towers to [As more
364 Kate Olsen change the operating trendt PR transport, reducing parking which is important
| think this will change. encourage the city being  car free zone. This would also make the Lichfield Street carthquake, demand on parking willincrease.
model ottt emissions, or sustainabiliy goals),Other (Please specify) modes of transport that are less costly/more sustainabe than car driving.
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” P
local businesses and economic actity(e.g. will reduced parking afect retail and
365 Pedro Doll change the operating | considerthe location to have a large potential s an asset. Have night markets to increase movement i the city at night
B hospitality foot trafic?) Future demand for parking given population growth and
transport trends
Potential (e.8. villreduced
Fetain the carparkand |y i e very best car parking buitding in the CBD for people with a disabilty. It gives quick and easy access toallthe arking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on accessibility for people
366 Katrina Hawker change the operating v parking ¢ peap! V. Itghesq Y Use the ground floor for retail and keep the rest? parking pitality 2 mp: 'y for peapl.
o and provides ev charging too. We would be lost ges, population
mode [growth and transport trend:
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibility
Retain the carpark and for mobiliy £
! P leading tol Council can prices that Peop! e
367 Jayden Smith change the operating transport, o goals),Financial
will continue to encourage the public to use the facily.
model the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
operating costs)
d thatis often near dis close to multple shops and other things The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retan the carparkand | ) heed parking the ned the parking {The stadium finshing and beginning operation willlikely assist with more use of the car park andthe [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic P is onned by the council
368 Sabin Thian-Oldham change the operating |" " o > > v P P - P andis priced, ifsold 1 will most likely find council parking elsewhere as |
fees in order forcingalot of users to find in an already areaft council could increase fees slightly o adjustfor their expected profits instead of selling activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?), Future
model do not ind privately owned parking to be reasonably affordable
parking deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The mpact itwil fdngch The central ity Potential mpact Most of us want to @ n totown b y
Retain the carpark and |1t still making.a rofit. It doesn't matter i i's not the number you've created in your head. I’ still making a profit. The s o o e ettt o o s want (0 e o Carswhen e o o toumbecause were
369 George Taege perating |council the amount of car parks they control not giving th they're gone, ~[Once that ts doors 'l be in high demand. Just leave it alone. (8 poine: Keepit.
pitality foot traffc?), for population growth and about because that tobe
model they're gone. | believe the money | pay for parking should stay local.
ust another way to tax us more.
[Fyou sell- ts guaranteed the private company wil Increase prices {0 generate more fevenue it “which o would do The impacttwil nthe centratcit
Retainthe carpark and | " =g orl pany Prl & pact itwl DONT sellt off.
- oshaaves oo sowny the carpark revenue anyways. & encouraging publi o Increase prices to maintan profiabilty while mantainingownership- atieast [0 TSRO ey farbeyondwhatls
e o " {This would have an dentica effct, with ownership maintainea? Do the maths to see what will gt to the 5% or 10% profit that is expected. in the city goals),Financial he council in the short term. N prices anyuays, probaplyfarbey
it makes no sense to both lose hip, and then watch the prices be increased instead of taking or bik revenu
The impact itwill inthe central ity The availabilty of short
a7 Nicole Evans No term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activty (., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traific?)
With the stadium nearty complete there will be greater
demand for carpark. It currently making a profit - increased
372 Alison brunet The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Other (Please specify) No
stadium traffic willincrease profit. | suggest you put this
decision ofttil after some time of stadium operation
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralciy,Future demand fo
Retain the carpark and mpacttwilt have on parking charges I AL clnFutur i’
transport trends, Financial forthe
73 Sophie Morton change the operating 1 park there to avoid Wilsons [Witsons are a bight on tis city
e council and revenue from sale vs. oth
(Please specify)
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabiliy of short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
0 Beth Jagusch perating P g0 tothe council where it can be reinvested in the community than to a corporation activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot
model atic?) , reducing
emissions, or goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
Retain the carpark and paridng rime: torpeop!
Seling assets never works out wellfor the country/city. Please keep the asset, either use the land for something else or y challenges, for population growth and transport
375 jarren nelson change the operating No, i don't know what to do but please don'tsell more of our assets to foreign contractors.
b up the fees f needed. trends P ransport, reducing
emissions, or ) Financial forthe council and
& fevenue from sale vs
This s the Tusein the cty. Due to It accessforthose with | Impact Financial
! . ! P peopl & [Currently with no free shuttle service/park and ride in and out of town for
376 Simon Evans for elderly. My and payoft the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
elderty a disabilityits important to retain access to central ciy.
partof the sales agreement.
It profit. Sell tshould be a last resort itmore
Retain the carpark and
o ORE sellingit. Off ditis ] gthe  [The people of need use our own asset. Itneeds y [The impact itwit in the central ity Financial implications for
377 Victoria Mentink change the operating
o city centre. | never use any Wilsons carparks unless | am forced to, such as atthe hospital (and it was not made easyto_|advertised that we own this facilty. the councit and rat fevenue from sale vs.
identify that Ly run that facility) as
While | understand that ch forth t X, ther that my park
Retsnthecarprkand |, LS o cyrterthn o et ompany. e Liicorparcs much mor [0 € s sneding o P cimpicaions forh conciland tepaers .. evence o slevs
378 Joe Young change the operating & “ P They should be for the good of the people, not to simply make money. | am fine with the prices going P pavers (e
affordable than other private car parks in the area, and provid d option t " ongoing operating costs)
del up in the car park, as long as it s not as extortionate as some of the private parks.
drive either by choice or necessity)
Ifyou sl the carpark, who ever buys it would justraise the parking prices to make it meet the investment performance
¥ a 4 ! parkingp p Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
Retain the carpark and  [target of 5% P plague our ciy. o st reduch
379 zaak Hoorens change the operating demand fo the Lichfeld park, ncrease actually productive use of these barren lts in our CBDand {15 1" p o eeine
del | would rather the councilraised wohitthes Sothat, thatincome can be usedfor  |generate income from penalizing the under use of prime CBD land. Seems like a free win/win/win? .o goals), rth
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
things productive forthe city. Rather than further enriching some already wealthy property ovner
Potential (e, willreduced
Retain the carpark and retail and hospitaty foottraffic?),mpact for people
380 Remy Fitzgerald perating  |Maint t city @ provides a smallbut postive return. F population
model growth and encouraging public
ansport,
I about impact, Th that fyou sold the building, a developer wouldn't
[demolish it and replace itwith an office building or perhaps repurpose t. Both options would be wasteful of resources, otenta ity (. wil reduced
Retain the carpark and_ |when it alreadyis making a profit, albeit below par. | understand that only 10 EV charging stations are available in the 805 parking spaces. The number of &
parking affect retai and hospitality oot traffic?),Future demand for parking given
381 Mike Hurrell change the operating e and
population growth and transport trends, Environmental considerations (e
model | would wait another year at east before considering this option. The long-term impact of the stadium on city 10 EV owners. P
businesses is yet to be felt, as well as the impact of other drawcards such as the conference centre and the upgraded port " goals)
museum
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and |As much asitis hard to h , knowing that the pend s going back to the City rather than an term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic is keeping ¥ spent on parking Such disimportantto the entering our city.
It id sell can we have t only sold to the Mainland so that the money stays in the NZ economy? [Animportant factor is keeping the money spent on parking within the Gity or at
382 Fetu Pera-Maurangi change the operating _[overseas company. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on  [within the City or at least within the country by not selling o Having a car cleaning on the ground floor, electric car charging, Easy to navigate,
Thanks. east within the country by not selling to Wilsons and selling o the Maintand.
model Maintand i a preferred company to sellto so that t stays in New Zealand. for people with disabilt Y for Wit Maintand. and quick access to the key shopping spaces.
parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify)
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and e peretained — spton helos o keep e |14 PAINE nthe central iy Potentialmpacts on ol businesses and economic
383 James Chapman perating |The current is sufficient; having a public option helps to hold the cost of parking down in the city. property 82 publicly prionhetp P Lactivity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
pricing of ther parking options down.
model for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
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Submission ID Name Organisation e Address Why do you prefer this option? L . N N L Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when |~
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? o an Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
e Ao Bets e e oparatng|E2630Se Lillbe for people to parkuwh for profit the money goes activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
e off shore. The car park willbe a long term asset instead of focusing on the short term goal for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
Council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
o maintain rates n the inner city. More and more projects 5
385 Michele C Dyer change the operating The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
o which must surely in the future. levels that also help retain occupancy
[The Impact i will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking charg . P Not an other, but the statements above are all very polarised.
! localbi a ic activity (e.g., will flect retailand The council doesn't own the building, the peple of Christchurch do. The
386 Sine Stewart perating _[The carpark prod b d provid Create more of a green buildingto support the environment E¢ 1 think there is an environmental aspect to keeping the
o ! peopl mobilty council manages and makes decisions on our behalt.
model building that is not covered (no oun intende).
hallenges, Other (Please speciy)
parkand itis L asset which makes money, keep ownership of the parking rven ifyou have to
Financial forthe council and & fevenue from sale vs In those options it seems as though it s an option to sl the car park and make
387 Polly change the operating [up costs. We should profitoff our own land and reinvest nto infrastructure. Iftis s how we make money- What A5 ong as it stays in the hands of councili am happy and endorse that. Keep it
ongoing operating costs) it iam this aswell.
model happens when there is nothing eftto sell?no land to build car parks on? Keepit.
Retain the carpark and
388 Kate Skurr perating _[Allows Council price of parking in buildings The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Potential (e, willreduced
arking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffc?) Impact on accessibility for people
389 Bernadette Simpson Sellthe Carpark |Capital best spent elsewhere and Ldon't parking pitality Himp: ity for peop!
ges. population
Jgrowth and transport trend:
The impact it will ntralcity Potentialimpacts on
e o o |A balanced approach s to trat revenue as one input, not the anchor. The more
Retain the carpark and important question is whether the asset strengthens or weakens the Council's
(Council stays in control and can work constructively with shops and business in the area on impact £V charging, » tothe bus pitality Impact peop! mobility
390 Holger Spil change the operating abiltyto guide central-ciy form, manage congestion, and support desired land
(operating model. exchange). challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
uses. If the current configuration restricts those outcomes, then modifying or
tren g transport, reducing
repurposing the asset preserves planning control
emissions, or goals)
d [itis profitable and coutd be made Court Theatre
301 Sarah Kerr change the operating _[opened this year and bars and hotet: in itistoosoontoconsider  [No for transport trends
model selling ths asset. The rate of use could increase significantly.
The mpact twil T the central oty Potential Impacts on
Retain the carpark and local b d (e.g. wil and
302 Chinaru Saunders change the operating _[So CCC has control over cost and keep the asset. Have a cheaper 'day’ or evening special.E.g. On Sun, rates are cheaper to atiract shoppers nospitality foot traffic?),Future demand for parking given population growth and Please don't selit. We need more council owned car parks, ot less
model transport trends,Financial the council revenue
from sale vs
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central city,The availabily o short
When 10 day, g was fully d id have to park on the top level. P parkdng chargs v Iy
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic Does car parkis often used for court appearances and walking through to the
Nowits $16 a day and i always manage to find a park on the 3rd level. This tells me that $16 a day is
£ Stephanie Hibberd P Lon be better for the publ forthe council et 13t phishio activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on hospitalis a affordable option for parking. ff the cost was slightly educed, more
model | Sueg oo for people with 1 for people would use the park
profitabilty of the car park and benefit surrounding businesses.
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The tess parkingn the city the more people will use public
b Hould not be hicte facilt transport.
The rate of return would not be as great as the interest on councils debt. or alteratives.
304 Tony Ireland Sellthe Carpark no Other (Please specil
v P Soit should be sold and debt paid down. Motorists can pay for there own parking not a rate payer concern ¢ pecify) IThe sale of the building will not alter the building as a car
parking facilty all that will change is the councilwill have less
debt to service
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
P parking chare N v I have lived i nine cities across the world. Look at aplace lie Hobart in
term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Tasmania and see an example of the carparks that are accessible and helping
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and Better marketing d park as part of  p downtown merchants. i P the downtown.The car i not the answer we all know, but for those who lve
395 Peter Rochman change the operating _[Because we all know that it willust be another entry point for Wilsons Parking with their poor service and higherrates. |Parking promotions. for peop ; farther 'tbike or for those disabiliy, |1 will shake with horror when the Wilsons Parking sign goes up!
model Raise the rates reasonably. ransport itis needed.
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
oals) Financial the council £ .
vs. ongoing operating costs) v .
The asset has poor returns on ot good use of capltal. " Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale v,
39 DougAllen Sellthe Carpark | mention of whether the car parkis profitable of not ater cost. The car park s not ndif run privately or [sellit ot s pavers (e
the market peaple will pay for its use. ts time to start controlling your costs. 'golng operating
The impact itwil inthe centra ity.The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
fetain the carpark.and activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on
397 Clare Parker change the operating. V8 paring - o pm
e for people with g
transport trends,Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The mpact twil T the central oy, The avaitabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and
| thinkits in the city and rates payers best .| would rather see going h activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
308 Courtney Shipp change the operating
o citythan offshore. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
the counciland rat from salevs. ongoing
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
309 Hazel Nay perating [Private car park city. Keep It council owned Hot tak parkingin hiking prices. A, ",
e for peopl Y
dtransport trends
(.. encouragin o
Retain the carpark and or transport
400 Tyson Coates change the operating _[Against privatization in general,it generally works out worse for the public to sll assets over the long un. end: transpor, reducing
model emissions, or goals)
shortterm parking in Tpact for
401 Matthew Williams priritizing not selling off assets purchased through taxpayer funds.
people mobility challenges
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and Yearty or monthiy rates like Melbourne have. So you pay a it rate to always park n town when you
; term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
02 December McVicar change the operating _[Because  trust the ccc with keeping pices to reasonable amount compared to other companies need to evenifyou don't Understanding that it will be prime parking for the new stadium
o activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?), Future
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
| don't ' suggest that a 3% args return
on investment, while modest,is nothing to sneeze atin comparison to other higher sk options.
| think it's important bulk as it helps n v whil Is nothing 2e atin compark gher risk opti
o number of companies, and osing Licheld street would
Retain the carpark and P © [Atso, currently there is no park and ride system ifind impact rpeopl mobilty
atlow them to rake in more profits. Furthermore, council owned assets are critcal in helping to keep rates lower and Offering council owned facillties as an alternative to private
403 Nic Cromarty change the operating limited parking . Perhaps Lichield hall . Don'tsellit
provide equitable access to facilities. As a customer, | currently have a choice in where | park - | much prefer parking at Companies
model to freeor between the car parkand  [reducing emissions, or sustainabilty goals),Other (Please specify)
Lichfield street where | know the revenue is going back into the city,rather than one of the competing parking structures
other areas of town that are frequentlyvsited, s they do with the hospital currently. This would give
where the profitis extracted and sent to just another huge investment company
added value oL over a traffic
congestion at the same time
Retain the carpark and Shortterm parkingin Potential
404 Jessica dickson change the operating 1 the only car park we will use. I will ot use ones owned by private companies or|just won't gointo town Al day parking rate so always ful businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and s am:“ & parking ot
205 Debbie Jones perating |l feel inthe city an o parkingis important for those us who cant travel easily pitallty foot traffic?), Imp: peopt v
A Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
rend: £ anspor, reducing
emissions, or goals)
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central cit,Potential impacts on
Vou ot of run upfar Sellhis and can. locat b d (e.g.wil flect retailand
406 Aymen Smith Sellthe Carpark Lease it? Who knows. Make some money. for d Please pay oft your debt. Sellit
[And please. Stop borrowing and get your house i order. transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue:
from sale vs.
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty of short
parkand [c part o its general service to the city and wider districts that commute, term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
407 Stuart Hamilton is loss, you are measuring it against a book value. Selling willresult in the income being |Offer options for long term parking like monthly rates. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
model Lost to the council for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
impact peop Future
Retain the carpark and dtransport trends
P Its financially lliterate to sell off the family silver - keep the asset, manage it better and the income will come back to demand for "
408 John Goodall change the operating encouraging publi or
ratepayers. As the city grows, parking in the central city will only get harder to find and more expensive.
model goals),Financial the council e
revenu
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N N " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of | Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
409 Ashley Wiliams Lease car parks | thinkis a good idea. Maybe have a farmers market on 1 loor once amonth activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
410 Elisha Nuttall Sellthe Carpark  [Poor use of Councilfunds, not a strategic asset . Don'tsellto Wilsons Don'tsellto Wilsons
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city, Future demand for park lation growth
a1 Isaac Stanton erm parking i the centralcity,Future demand for parking gven population gros Keeping Kiwi public assets should be of value to us.
and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.g.,
.Other
wantsto see in our city center. The other
Retain the carpark and o P [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
| much prefer to support (5o I do not belive the city needs to reach [t helps the city's brand to have municipal carparks. Really Do we want to be a city for new Zealanders or a ity for overseas investors It s the only car park I wil for (Iwillnot
a2 Annie L Radecki change the operating Litrally anything but another wilsons local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking afect retail and
2 "commercial return* as all real state s risky and trying to achieve high returns often leads o business failure. That nobody wants to pay a wilsons. taking profit from new Zealanders? park d predatory
model hospitality foot traffc?),Other (Please specify)
the councilis profitable while providing a public good is enough.
Retain the carpark and
" y could help to avoid The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Financial implications for
413 Bach Tran change the operating It s good to maintain a public asset to support public need
unoccupied space. the councit and rat fevenue from sale vs.
model
Retinthe carprkan | T CCUNCILneeds o retai some conrol ver off-roa paringin th ity Lichfed presentstis Gouncil ownership of [The crossings avery popularcar park because whe st opened it fered $2 or 2 hour parking. [Th impact il have an parking charges inthe central ity Potetilimpacts on
e asset be set to keep other toes. time {The council should look at aggressive pricing lke this, even i justfor a year before going backto2  [local businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
414 Daniel Teed change the operating oo peresshe prchE ! y Eoe ies parking
A businessinthe G the councilto support {hours for parking buidi of parking in the CBD_[hospitality foot rafic?) for population growth and
down. forthose workingin d also help to improve revenue.
| use this car park or the Art Gallery car park every time | am In the central city, regardless of what area within the central
city 1 am heading to
| d bus routes. | have few parking that are not owned of run by Wilsons,
whose practices | do not want to support. f there is use thatis not funding Wiisons, | il absolutely be
Retain the carpark and_|put offfrom goinginto the central city. Ifother managements used, please make it other than Wilsons. Any profits should be gongtoNew | o
415 Redacted change the operating _|On-street parking s fa less rliable, and not available for longer periods, such as are required for ameal, or a concert  |Zealanders, who hopefully are more ehtical and accountabe. Pleaces o peop
model etc. P
Formeit 150 10 find car parking that asl leave a dog inthe car. (This may
seem unethical, but the dog had separation anxety, and in the car was her safe place, and vet approved. There was
) jded plynoa and knowing a quiet, shaded park
was available made things ess stressful both for me and the dog.)
The impact it will inthe centra city.The avaiabilty of short
ownership, the city o parking, allthe money s going|term parking in the central city Potential impacts on local businesses and economic.
offshore to prvate companies. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
416 Nathan Legge P P v(es parking pratty m
for people with disabilt ) for
We need to retain ownership of parking facilties parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the
council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
P Have more options for parking rates. ts in  good spot for access to alot ofthe central city, make it paring v P We will need more parking to cope with the stadium events and would rather
a7 Sheryl McGlashan perating _[Short sighted opti not the best option activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
asy forthe people to use it and then they will
model for people with disabil Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retainthe carparkand |, o non councit parking enforcement companes are hking prices due tolack of competition.Id rather not go nto The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
418 John change the operating. perking " &P " ¢ " parmg chare ’
e town than parkin a wilsons building. term parking n the central city
[The mpact twil 7 the central oty The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and |1 thinkwith One New Zealand at Te Kaha operating there wil be alack of parking for people comingnto the cityvia pactitwd
the carpark although not sure this would asound  [term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
419 Emma Morris change the operating _[vehicles. Also, if tes cap then the notgo
decision. and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (€.g.,
model towards community projects as this may be curbed.
revenu . sts)
Retain the carpark and
P [The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Financial implications for
420 DrewLindsay change the operating
the council and rat fevenue from sale vs.
model
[The consultation information includes *(f) 1t s sold, it can only be used for car parking” but doesn't
. e ot " impact peop Financial
a21 John Walsh prain why the council and rate fevenue from sale vs. ongoing
redevelop it - retailor pper flor: (say)10
operating costs)
feas
ount card for rate payers? Or with purchase scan receipt and get irst hour free or something
Not everyone will remember or both to do . But those that do get that benefit. O just dofirst hour
v & ! The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty of short modelis not appropriate for families.
free to reduce cost of setting up that system.
Retain the carpark and |NZ needs to be tst & Local Govt. Everything dit'sascary term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic|Esps need towalka
Otherwise Increase the price to reak even. | think Council need to retain assets, and need to provide affordable parking,
a2 Angela Gallagher change the operating [future for our country. We dont want to sell off ll our Land and just be tenants of our own country. Where we've lost activity (e.g., will reduced retail and hospitality Impacton |fair distance to the stop and/or it need Plus Keepitt
The reason a lot of us don't come to the city is the lack of parking. So you need buildings that are especially with ack of street parking
model control pay for people with disabilt Y for [the time ittakes! And willyou get a seat for al 3/4/5 etc of you
council owned e that are notchargingforaproft so e canaford . We always rythiscarpark 02" I BPRRE R T TR SR e o
first because it's more affordable. Would rather that a walk a it further. Especially with tekaha | povs P ! P
coming!
Retain the carpark and
(Once its gone - itis gone forever. We need to maintain public assets. Public assets transfered to private ownership
423 Elizabeth Steele change the operating no Other (Please specity) Don't sell public property!
never ends well.
model
The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabiltyof short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
activty (.., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitaltyfoot traific?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and y(eg N"" o y pitallty ) qu
42 GeofLester change the operating peop! !
dtransport trends
model
(.8, encouragin or
goals) Financial the council £
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Financial Tor the counciland rat - revenue from sale s,
425 Martn Richardson Sellthe Carpark the C have to put up rat ] No No
Retain the carpark and Potential impacts on local businesses and economic actvty e.g., will reduced
426 Pat Whitman perating retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact for people
model with disabilties or mobilty challenges
The impact twil inthe cental ity il
d [Keep local assets. keep parking affordable and bl different abilties. B . Once sold it would be near impossible for council o ever buy it back and will
427 Matthew Adair change the operating peop! . for lose an asset to the ratepayers but also a financial investment that provides a
opulation growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the council and
model [tso ith increasing popularity of the city, this should be able make a reasonabl return of profit. return to councit
t revenue from sale us.
The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city, Financial implications for
428 John Ascroft Sellthe Carpark |Free up capital P parking charg Y —
the council and rat fevenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
429 Shane Murphy perating for than solving short term isssues making long term ones worse. term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport rends
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central city,The availabily o short
Retain the carpark and P parking charg » v
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
430 Chris Goodman change the operating _[A sold asset can't make you money once gone is short sighted putin ample EV chargers its a good asset for both the council and the public
B activity (., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitalty foot traific?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and The stadium arkand  [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city Future demand for el SellSell but never buy, why give up something that is working make the
. s Because in 20 years prefer the council still then thatwill 4 P parking charg y W, why give up e s
431 Cameron Orien changethe operating (1~ 27V rid or including parking here as part of ticket price to help congestion closer to stadium and tofilter |parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the changestolong dkeepa stop
madel v e people to hospitality venues i the city centre. counciland ratepayers (e.2.,revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) sighted.
el 0 buld a new car park mult level The Court Theatre and Lady lsaac Theatre.
432 Peter and Bron Yearbury Sellthe Carpark P v shortterm parkingin
More parking s urgently needed in that area.
| strongly support retaining Council ownership of the Lichfield Street Carpark. As a major provider of carparking spaces
inthe CED, it p rolein become industry thatis a
core component of the continued economic success of the CBD.  believe that its categorisation as a “non-strategic
et thecarparkana_ |75 15 misplaced,considering hi itica ot. The oleof the Council n his case should notbeto“tum aproi” but The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on
P o continue to influence the parking market, d align park the central ) local (e.&,, will educed parking affect retail and
433 David Delagarza change the operating. [« Consider free parking timeframes cl
iy private likely to prioritise. o raffic?) impact on peop mobility
model
challenges
The imminent opening of " pttransport and he CBD in unknown ways. |
think it is important for councilto retain the abiliy gulate p the greatest degree p the
face of this forthcoming disruption.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parkin in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
a3 Margy Morris change the operating I a convenient location No activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The Impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
435 Deborah Callahan change the operating _[Control over pricing, and keeping an asset that provides income to the ciy nospitaliy foot traic?), for d Ifit's not a) making a profitfor the Council,or b) breaking even, why not?
model ransport trends Financial g revenue
from sae vs
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and § P parking charg 1y, ity
(Council should own allcar parks. Wi et companies  had Whyis it not considered Am | missing Must everything [term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
436 Haryel Frelre change the operating
o, it return a profit? activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
437 Rodney Chambers change the operating _|Keep profits and control of pricing ( ie low) with community ie counci parking v P ITechnotogy should keep running prices low. Private carparking companys are robbers. igh tech, low cost, so low charges.
e activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitaityfoot traffic?) Other
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,mpact bilty for people with disabili
Retainthe carparkan erm g ecentl i npact on secessty o pesple i s
438 Andrew Beat perating | We shouldn't sell long t " still get the benefit Y ‘ for Pop ® P
e op trendt transport, reducing
emissions, or sustainability goals), Financial implications for the council and
t revenue from sale vs.
Shortterm parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
439 Diane Rees Keep itas itis.,Don't let WILSONS be involved oo vieg parking bty Don'tlet Wilson's grab any more sites Keep Wilson's out.
pitality peop
chaltenges
The impact it wil the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and © Impact itwl in the central ofshor [Consider the fact that there's begger all parking other than a couple of parking
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
440 Karen Atkinson perating | Wit y d are anast increase the price incrementally each year. Itis already makinga retun, albiet small. buildings. Ifthis s sold to amoney hungry corporation,less people willisit the
e activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on "
for people with -
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
Retain the carpark and arking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),Future demand for parking given
a1 Scott Moodie perating |council need in the bank for tougher times just use itas a car park " priaiy " P
i population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
t . revenue from sale s,
Retain the carpark and [The impact ftwill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
a2 Gretchen Boyd change the operating ~[Non-Rates income for the Council Lease term parkingin the central city, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers Non-Rates income for the Council
model (6. revenue from sale vs.
The impact twill n the centralcity.The avallabilty of short
Retain the carpark and
Seling assets seems to be a poor option in the term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
443 PhiippaLane change the operating
b longterm. and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g.,
Potential g willreduced
a4 Chris arnold Sellthe Carpark  [Use money for improvementin the city parks parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
population grovith and
Financial forthe council and at revenue from salevs.  |[Ifthe building can only be used for parking purposes, most of [This s a no-brainer. The council should not be involved in competing with the
445 glenn boyie Sellthe Carpark  [There is no good reason for council to own a car park bulding; why not bars or fish and chip shops as well2 Sellit. Pay off debt.
ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify) these are irrelevant. private sector and providing services the private sector can easily offer.
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
446 Jesse Sellthe Carpark  [Preferto see councilinvest in assets that benefit the community. et
Based on my personal experience, as a ground-floor merchant, | believe that adding necessary
Shop2,29-33 Lichfield Street, | Retain the carpark and signage and directional signs would increase sales for ground-floor businesses, The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
447 LeoShan SEASON ACE LIMITED DIRECTER Chiistchurch CentralCity, | change the operating _[Confidence in government control, and concerns about the uncertainties and risks following a change of ownership.  [rental income for the city Although this location s very the main street, many term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic: There are no good suggestions yet. There are no good ideas yet.
Christchurch 8011 model it even toour activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?)
regular customers. I thinkthis is a very significant factor lmiting our abiltyto increase turnover.
Retain the carpark and Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilties or mobilty Think about who will benefit most? and factor that Into your decision-maKing.
I ke the idea of imiting car the costtothe
a8 Chris Beardsley perating | would like o see it b d un by the council and y mung s par A= hatten , 3 aspects for peop city |lsitforthe carusers, clean ar,less noise for citizens, changing people’s
¢ r: ]
Y environment n the longterm of over using cars. Now thats a challenge! N coate orner (Pases speci) ttose o v cor ot
Ifitisn'tprofitable then et it go. | would prefer freer / dnever use car parks unless tis  last. |Make it charity car park and then . shortterm parkingin forthe ! hink they councit supportfree parkingfor those who
429 Lesley Gooch Sellthe Carpark g & P eaper v ear peop parking ' need it and public transport forothers. Car parks are not a great look as an
resort. Italso feels unsafe and inconvenient to use this particular car park to use it for good (thus agreeingto pay more). council and rat revenue from sale vs.
income stream for councils.
Increasing the number of parks avaliable for ease could be an option? More radically though,
° The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and (Council could consider whether, considering the strategic location of the car park and its role in to consider this car
If Councilis invested in the success of the central ity then it needs to etain some influence over infrastructure that local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
450 Courtney Bennett change the operating revitalizing the Central ity itis this asset to b oritit park gives them n terms of encouraging more people to visit the Central City.
helps get people nto the city. pitality foot raffic?) mpact peop mobility ‘
del should lowered to being just cost recoverable Once it sold,thatinfluence s lost forever.
challenges
The impact il T he central ity The avallability of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Selling council assets is short-sighted. By retaining it you can set a standard of the cost of parking. Wison's
451 Richard Earl change the operating B activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot
model 4 traffic?) , reducing
emissions, or goals)
Retain the carpark and The impact twill in the centralcity,The availabilty of short
> | park in the car park on every visit 2 ¥ people of ChCh. vitaland then P
452 Robyn Dynes change the operating term parkingin the central city, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
establishing type of operating model o improve performance of operations
modet (e.8., revenue from sale vs.
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic y
activity (e.g., will reduced retail and hospitality impacton [Not travel by bus or bicycle. On top of thatyou
d |The Lichfietd car park (Central City) asset. It for their use ata n V(eg - P Y 4 e v
Explore the idea of 20mins) tlocal for people with disabilt Y for |cannot carry aload of shopping on a bus or a bike. he Christchurch 1s like the car
453 Kieren Kortegast change the operating _[addition t keeps the private car parks honest. By all means increase the parking fee to maintain a 5% return on No
e ot businesses. le. spend over $50 and the business pays your parking. transport (Car travel is with us for the next 30-50years. gives a return on investment
- (.8, encouragin transport, r
goals),Financial the council g
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify)
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and don't change the operating model. You run the stadium at aloss; so why Wealthier people tend to use cars over public transport. Ifyou discourage cars
454 Graeme Smart change the operating [ The carpark will be bought to make a profi. Users willloose. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic Itis afine asset.
obiect o the low profiton the car park? you will discourage wealthier peaple from coming to the ity
model activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
Retain the carpark and The mpact il T the centralcity, T Srshort
455 Marie Crowe change the operating _[Private parking companies are rogues term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth Do not el to price gouging money monopoly parking companies
model and transport rend
456 Ross Sheppard Sellthe Carpark
[T mpact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
petainthe carprkand activity (e.g., will reduced ‘phavkmg affect retail and hospitalty oot Uzﬂ‘\c”),\mp?ct on
i ! or
457 F.chew change the operating |Councilto lower parking fees to encourage going nto cbd Lower parking fees o peop
transport
del
mode! (e encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
goals) Financial he council £
vs.
The council need to have a long term vision on financial Implications, not the
Retain the carparkand |, for over car park pricing. F the car park next 5 years but the coming 50 years. It is impossible to predict the financial
458 Eponine Pauchard change the operating v parkpricing i The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city " BS0vears. s imp P
increase alot, then this asset fo this time length, but keeping key assets such
ths will have value n the future.
The impact itwil in the central city,The availability o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain a capital asset. Have control over pricing and while p tise keeping L isin and serves businesses
459 Jacqui Stevenson change the operating No as the city continues to grow affordable parking will be needed. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
peaple willbe more likely to access the city centre. well
model for people with disabilt ) for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact twill inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
460 Alison Langdon selling operators activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on Councit - (e ONLY thing th t fhemoney s
L . o pay down debt. There should be NO OTHER USE of the proceeds.
model for people with disabilt ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Do a Joint Venture with a Carp: ona say3years. shortterm parkingin utu for parking
461 Kim Frankiin Be certain that the Council acts in the best interest of those who lie here/use this facilty. - retain transport trends, Financial the council
the land and the building at allcosts, and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Selling takes away the opportunity to manage pricing. Parking s a big ssue on gettinginto the central ity for
Retain the carpark and e e oD m? 8 pricing. Parking s 01g geting T oo The impact itwill in the central cty,The avaitability of short It should cover profi. It should be able to put price p
462 Peter Glassenbury i V) ping term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic other commercial operators when council policies want to boost central city
this allows the councit 2 . iitwants to, and at specific times to
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?) activities
eep the central city attractive place to travel, park and go o events)
Retain the carpark and transport
P Because it delivers a stream of revenue not a one off hit. And it allows CCC to control the fate of the bulding n the or P
463 Simon Kingham change the operating trendt transport, reducing
future. 1t may one day be better used n a different way
madel emissions, or goals)
[The impact twillhave on parking charges i the centralciy,The availabily of short
term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
for ith ! for
464 raymond arthurs Sellthe Carpark  [free up money to be spent on other things no peop no no
transport
(4., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
oals) Financial ) "
vs. ong
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibil
> Keeping the model means we Justa quick fix, it P pariking charg i v
465 Dylan Tempero change the operating no for peop mobily 8
parking costs lower in a cost of | d gives the people of sayin
model transport, o goals)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " Zhs _y - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The mpact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Fetain the carpark and Have parking In -1 et | esses and em:emmicuw\g(e il resucedpaning et rat and
466 Brian Goulter change the operating _|The influence over the fees charged for parking. Street Car-park and then walk (etc) from there, then they will have a similar experience if parking and Vm'g’ parking; o
p traffic?), r
1 g nCh hospital |
model busing. (similar to the ChCh hospital parking, but with longer bus trips) o rong
Kesp it don't sell 1t and don'traise the prices keep the central ity going and an
Have free parking promation to encourage firstoffthe[Potential (e.g. il reduced
467 Lisa Barron attractive place to g0 to not everything has to be 100% about profis its not losing
rankin the rebuild process after the earthquake parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
Imoney what s the problem
The mpact il n the centralcity, T orshort
Retain the carpark and pactitwd Ifyou want people to come into town and walk around and shop - do not sell
Ifyou sellt o Wilsons they will make it parkthere and term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibilty for people with disabilites or
468 Marie Bates change the operating No the carpark to Witsons or any other greedy monopoly who willincrease the
comeintotown ! for population growth and transport
model prices
trends
Retai the carparkand The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability o short
> Itis important that the City Council retains parking facilties. Opening up to 3rd parties most often makes parking more. term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
469 John Collis change the operating
o P bythe the ity activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralciy,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Local (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
470 Ross Homer change the operating _[Selling the silver is never a sensible option buta shortterm fix pitality 2 for population growth and
model transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue
from salevs.
short term parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
a7 Allen Mckerrow change the operating. Imoact Vs parking mobilt
i pialiy peop y
challenges
[The impact itwil have on parking charges in the centralcit,Potential iImpacts on
local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
Impact peop mobil
472 Ron McFadyen v
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
vs.
Retain the carpark and
etain the carparkan [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
473 Lity Sanson change the operating [Influence on parking prices
oot parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking chare ” P
local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
474 lan Hocking change the operating _[We need to keep our City owned business o o
model pralty peop i
chaltenges
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
75 Tim Chaw Sellthe Carpark  [The council has more important things to focus on. If the carpark isnt making money use the money else where P payers (e
Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging publc transport, reducing
476 Damian C Sugrue Sellthe Carpark  [Its not a strategic asset and sellin it would free up money for raes reliet emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
2. revenue from sale vs. ongs
Potential vty (e.g., wil reduced
retail and hospitalty foot taffic?) g
a7 Paul Goodson Sellthe Carpark  [Revenue raised from sale s better applied to other purposes transpor, v goals) Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The avaitabilty of short
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
for people with ! for
478 Michael Spahn No pesp No No
transport
(2. encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
goats) Financial the council £
vs.
The impact twil in the central city,The availability o short
et the carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
P You only ever get a short term gain from selling an asset - once!1! then you have no abllty to have any further income... activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
479 Lynette Daniell change the operating / [Atways keep an asset
o It doesn't make sense to me to sell an asset once. for people with Y for
dtransport trends,Financial forthe
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Potentialimpacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced
retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact for people
Retain the carpark and
i [Alows councilnfluence over parking prices, and while there is capital in the building iself, the parking lot has the population
480 Mitchell Tobin change the operating
Y lopportunity o be arevenue generating source. [growth and transport trends, Environmental considerations (e.&., encouraging public
ransport, or Financial th
counciland ratepayers (e.£., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
ot ke stockuel e et oo [To keep the fees modest lus he private paring bilding operatorshonest. Alsothe income from sellng twouldhardly [ oo ety (o5 il recced kg et et and oSty foo a1 et om Seling IMPORTANT CCC assets regardless of whether they are defined as
e o' " |impact the Councilbudget at al & rates) &would be a smal ane-off i terms ofcash n tothe Council P P parkd Ve parking pratty e [STRATEGIC or not. To do so would be a very short term sugar hit!
for people with g
parking given population growth and transport trends.
c thave an return, so t would sell at a discount. A private owner would
Retain the carpark and v L soltwou scount Aprivate owner wou Potential tivity (e.g., will reduced |Will the carpark be able to be sold at a price reflecting its cost/ [COuncil ownership in the past has made a contribution to the success of the CBD
. ol Rchards e e operatg.|[1E7 METease parking charges and make  bigproft out o . Beter o the Councilto rasethe paring charges and get orin afeee st s nosotatty oottt mpset oreaple P i o - " ot
the advantage of them. Th Ithinkits a good idea for the COuncil to have some o
del retur enterprise.
investmetnin justas it does have for some of the suburbs
The mpact il T he centralcity.The avallabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
483 KenTod Sellthe Carpark | Opportunity to both reduce debt and put towards other infrastructure No y J for population growth and transport No No
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
vs. ong
Commercial competition in the parking market and Cansumer
[The impact it will inthe central city,The availability of short P parking
Retain the carpark and decision making - removing Council ownership reduces the
A5 a consumer,  always prefer to park n this car park over any privately owned as | know y term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or | would ititwent dwould happily pay
484 Natasha Smith change the operating companies a consumer can choose from when deciding where
community rather than into a private company's profits y Financial the council g nigher fees if the money was going back into the community
model o park. This includes personal belifs of giving money to a
private entityvs a pu
Retain the carpark and Short term parking in Jmpact Tor
485 Sandra Shaw change the operating ' short sighted to sell - re-examine the charging model b !
model population grovith and
[The impact it will have on parking charges In the centralcit,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and local businesses and economic actity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
486 Mark Bruce P If sold, t00 high Pl traffic?),impact peop! mobility No
model challenges,Financial Land ratep:
sale vs
Keep it s that toal Tesidents, to be
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Impact on accessibiliy People need THAN owned by
i1 the Carark and o, many public asset: already. We need h of what ttle s left,rather than sl fora_|Price it to be cheaper than "Wilsons". I sick of those the cleaners |1 Pactitwlliave on parking charges n the central cityimpact on accessibiity plen "NeABY | used for the long term benefit of all Christchurch residents. Do NOT just sl it fora
87 Catherine de Croy change the operating forp ' for parking given WILSONS. They are already a near-monopoly and with alltheir profits sent
quick buck, and then be at the mercy of overseas andlords and shareholders, for evermore, afterwards. financially, then sending off allthei profits overseas, quick buck today, and a noose around our necks for evermore aftenwards, as some
model population growth and transport trends overseas. "
s us oftfor
[T impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central cty,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
d o bic aren'tlining Wisons (or HCH residents vty (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?)Impact
ining Wilsons resi actity (e, il ecced paring affectetail and hOSpHaly fOOUTACOIMPRCLON [ oo i
488 Malcolm Waitt change the operating |charges. No still a vital requirement for CHCH citizens for people with Y for [ ey Keep CHCH ownership in CHCH o
model Let that decision be made by CHCH council parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the 4
counciland ratepayers (e.£., fevenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other
Retain the carpark and short term parkingin Potential
Ensuring there is a funding scheme that provides ongoing
489 Neil Hellewell perating [Ability rather then a short businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and e o el oo
model hospitality foot traffc?),Other (Please specify)
impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilties or mobily
natten
490 Sonia Bell Sellthe Carpark  [Should parking Gosts rise forces people way up other options such as bus/ taxi as being more financial viable no & " o no o
y goals), for the council
t . revenue from sale s,
Retain the carpark and
Do not change the operating model, fyou raise the cost you willdirectly negatively impact the city. [Potential ity (e.g., will reduced Ifyou make a small profit, then let it be. cheaper car parking s better for the
401 Dominic Lallemant change the operating [Retaining assets s a no-brainer y Keep t
This carparkis it retail and hospitalty foot traffic?) iy
model
Financial Tor the council and rat evenue from sale vs.
4902 Chris Heasley Sellthe Carpark  [The assetcan be used ift s realised by selling but should be used for debt reduction. Sellit .
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
493 Scott Babington Sellthe Carpark |1 bike, So dont feel the need for CCC to be providing car parking buldings. Its a usetul carpark, but happy for someone else to run it for people with disabilt It should be retained as a carparking building ideally, but just not council run
8. encouraging public transport o
) Financial forthe council
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Hortterm park t for parkd
Retain the carpark and shoruterm parking n u parking
Selling public assets s never a good option. In this case itis better for councilto retain influence over how inner-city ~|Could be a base for car forinner ity Thatis lie  rental transport 8. s never a good option for
404 Ghris Freear change the operating would be nice to have it add to the beauty of the ity
ot parking evolves into the future. means inner-city residents do not need to own a car but can access one when required. transport, y goals)Other [ wellbeing of our communities.
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The Impact i will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Llocat b d economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking afect reail and
P | use this park and am itisand abetter return while o8
495 en dowling change the operating No for d Worthwhile looking at council owned parking operations in other cities?
costing us less than a commercial operater.
madel transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue:
from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central ity,The avaiabilty of short Ifyou sl it o a private company, they will charge more o use it then the
49 Courtney Fraser change the operating | Assets make us money - once you sell them, you can't buy them back. P parking charg g v P pany, they e
term parking n the central city councilwil.
model
Retain the carpark and The mpact il n the central ity Th ofshort
497 Kiel Hurtey change the operating|Comp! the idea of the council term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport rend
Retain the carpark and 2. encouraging public reducin
408 Razia R Mahamud perating |1 lLownership to maintain better regulation of services, emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
model ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongs
The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
499 Mary Sim change the operating | Fees wil go back to the Council to offset rates Instead of bring exported by prvate foreign owner lie Wilsons Putup fees if necessary, private owner will o so anyway and we'll b worse off activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on Keepin for benefitof
del for people with ) for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
500 Jane Earnshaw change the operating | Once an asset is gone its gone. It should be profitable but not overpriced. term parkingin the central city, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
model (.., revenue from sale vs.
Ves, there is strong anti-Wilsons sentiment in the community, and Lichfild St
The impact it will in the central city,The availability of short |As an EV owner, Lichfield Stis also a convenient location for e v
Lichfield St carpark s the most strategic multi-level carpark in the central cit. It proximity to Riverside, The Strip, and could not be sold to Wilson's as it would s wing it preferred carpark in town. A significant reason is because revenue
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic | park car n 1
(Cashel Mall retail cannot be beat. My concern s thatifsuch a strategic car parkwere sold to commercial operators, market n Christchurch, possibly eading to anti-competitve concerns. Having _[goes tolocal . It sold, ther central city
501 Gavin Treadgold change the operating activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot |Atso factor n that many of us actively choose to support
that, according to your analysis of that prodmitytoal Lichfeld, as " park,as p , ensures avoid - especially if the
del vatic?) , reducing |Lichfield as we know revene goes to council, rather than a
these central city features nearby. that councit maint expectation rate-of-return that would P price.
emissions, or sustainabilty goals),Other (Please specify) private bus e
[The impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
fetain the carpark.and term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilities or
502 Doreen Ambrose change the operating | Short sighted to sell. Income from this asset will continue forever no parking .mp: Yy for peapl.
ges, for population growth and transport
model
ends
Retain the carpark and
s03 Rick Houghton change the operating | Generates anincome Other (Please speciy) costof running verses amount ofrevenue
model
Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging publc transpor, reducin
504 russellwarr Sellthe Carpark |It may help pay down debt notifits sold g . € gngp P ing sellit
emissions, or goals)
impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilties or mobiliy
Retain the carpark and e biltyforpeopte with isablltes or mobilty
505 Margaret Austin change the operating 1fthe "so-called town houses do not have parking they it will be needed! [AAlow people to purchase a parking site & o
y goals), for the council
model
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
pitality Impact peop mobility
506 Diane Prankerd Sellthe Carpark ~ 1think be used 2 pact on rate fises, | thinkits a useul car parking area
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends,Financial dratepayers (e.g.
vs. ong
Retain the carpark and Future demand for parking given population growth and transport rends,Financial
in the carpar 150 helping to control the cost of parkingin ture demand for parking gven population & ransport trends Financt
507 KiMansell change the operating |, ° %" the council and from sale vs. ongoing
model -
Retain the carpark and
(Council provided ofother providers,
508 Chris Adams change the operating P - P The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model o
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
500 Preston Ridd change the operating | Councilnfluence on city parking charges. No term parkingin the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic: [Atlowing too many apartments to be builtwith no off sreet parking.
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
The impact it will inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and P
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
510 Shirley Mercer perating _[The people ofC have controlof the carpark No
Y activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
for people with disabilt
or transport trends Financial
511 Neil Challenger the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
retaim the cormarkand 2555 money for can'tmake money outof it The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
> but private enterprise (Wilsons) will. Is the Council not clever enough? You will never get it back. Its a bit defeatistisn't term parkingin the central cty,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
512 Brian Smith change the operating Sorry. No. No
e it he sale willbe ayearand I report back to us how it was activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
used more effectively. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and rm parking
The Council has an obligation to provide: ctizens. . aka Wilsons, businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
s13 Michael Wiliams change the operating !
- ilegally and the Council has lost  revenues' producing asset. piality foot rafic?) for population growth and
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,Future demand for
Retain the carpark and transport
P \'d prefer us the car parkas rather putitinto the hands of e o
514 Wayne Turp change the operating [An open space for recreation (.. encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability No No
owners such as Wilsons
model goals) Financial e councit £
vs. ong
short term parking in Potential
parking The car park , ash
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
515 Julie Summers Option 1. ke ita option for those that may g
piality Impact peop mobility
transportation methods.
chaltenges
Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilities or mobily
No. Sell. lke th collectfines and nalten £ ,
516 Glen Rutherford Sellthe Carpark  [Reduce deb &
discourage cars in city v goals), forthe council and
revenue from sale vs. ong
shortterm parkingin utu for parking
517 Evelyn Weir Sellthe Carpark [ There would be capital available to reduce debt transport trends, Financial the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
for with Y for
518 Catherine Rietveld Sellthe Carpark  [The funds can likely benefit longerif diverted away i peop
transport
(e.g., encouraging publictransport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
oals) Financial ) 2
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
i the carpark an Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic activity (e.g., will reduced
519 Pauline Watson change the operating _|The Councilare seling too many assets!
parking afect retail and hospitalty foot rafic?)
model
Retain the carpark and Impact on accessibility for people with disabiliies or mobilty
520 DAVINIAJ BRUCE change the operating 1t can generate income hall y
model reduciny or goals)
\Whilst d preferretaining control of this car park, Id rather it was sold and h mpact e
peop .
(Court & saac Theatre area it s too far for older folk to walk to other car parks or there s insufficient parking f multple There needs to be parking by the theatres, sell and build one
521 Sue Van Pelt Sellthe Carpark ° P parking P demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please parking by
events on at several tbus- its not tight, plus its faraway enenty there.
for the type of folk who attend these theatres. pecity
Retain the carpark and [The mpact twil n the centralcity, T orshort
522 M Cox change the operating |t willcreate more competition with the other CCC carparks ifyou sellt toa ; it more of have car events there term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth Stop giving Wilsons car parks in the area to compete against the CCC parks.
model and transport rend
impact peop Financial
523 Ross Willamson Sellthe Carpark [ small park that s not utlised the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The stadium and swimming centre are about o open. The availabilty of ity Carparking is decreasing as the rebulld
s P Y of city carparking g |Add more EV chargers, put in a carwash, use it as a pickup base for the hospital shuttle. It's already
d [conti Itmakes no sense to dispose of the asset when demand is going to The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
520 Nick Schaedel change the operating [increase. Just put Itwould e increaiply |01 Dt it doesn’ ommercial s fine. You're term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth Tosel that provides fordabl
g the operating P ¥ |whowant to make theirinvestment back. You're the council and you're providing a service to the paring ! parnggiven poputation g parking and encourages city business would be inane and shortsighted.
model hand over such ! for them to then just bump up rates and make a and transport trends
s local community with reasonable rates and easy city access.
Reta the carpark and oo
525 Esther Hart itwould be a good idea for to come parkingin ’ forparking no
given population growth and transport trends
modet
Short term parking in Impact for
526 Brian Craig Sellthe Carpark | Would make more moneyfor other areas and help keep rates down. No population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the counciland  [Importance of keeping rates down. No No
& revenue from sale vs Other (Please
specify)
Retain the carpark and
527 Robert Wright change the operating | Current imited central ity parking for transporttrends
model
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and Potentil . villreduced
P 1 see the long term benefits of retaining an better than the short tern of e&
528 Melanie Bets change e operating | *ee e " Offer afree initia half hour. parking affectretail and hospitality foot rafic?) Financial implications for the council
model grow: and g revenue from sale s,
shortterm parkd Potential ont
Retain the carpark and reterm parkingin "
This should remain a public asset. Avibrant city public pplies to rubbish businesses and economic activty (e.€., will reduced parking affect retail and
520 Jo de Seriere change the operating ' keepit
o coltection, public transport and other assets. I's too easy to sl them. piality oot affc?) Impact peop! mobilty
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transporttrends
Retain the carpark and Potential ity (e.¢. wil reduced
530 Dougtas Bickley change the operating _|Then the council retains an asset and can provide a reasonably priced parking solution Dot make dumb decisions and don't stufft up parking afect retait and hospitaltyfoot trafic?), Future demand forparking given
model population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and shortterm parkingin Tmpact Tor
531 John Wiliams change the operating |t valuable Make it profitable F
model poputation growth and
Potential (e.g. villreduced
parking afect retait and hospitaltyfoot trafic?), Future demand for parking given
532 Lindsay Lloyd Sellthe Carpark |feed up Capital BUT muststill be used as a carpark by any future owner no Must always bea carpark
opulation growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the council and
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ong
shortterm parkingin Potential
sale would give buyers the option,inthe future, purposed. The businesses and economic activity (e.g., wil reduced parking affectretail and
Retain the carpark and
current location s ideal for yaccess, p y limited. And, of course, the | Consider leasing i tof Impact peopl mobilty
38 David Provan change the operating
e enterprise is Notto provide a o [rent, quatiy of and cestaft challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
people and businesses. trends,Financial dratepayers (e.6.,
vs. ong
The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central ity,Impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilities or
ges. for population growith and transport
s34 Graham Hazleton Sellthe Carpark  [as long as it affordable & kept for parking there isn't any reason for the council to o it o et
ren wansport,
emissions, or goals) Fi forthe counciland
revenue from sale s
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and. |City Council needs to keep i's assets - Security and Cleanliness is important. Affordable increase only - o cover A private owner would probably price the parking way outof the reach of the
businesses and economic activity (e.g. wil reduced parking affectretail and Please keep i, with small afordable raise of price. The people of ChCh have paid
535 Gloria Bruorton perating it make big profits,in this case t should be convenience for the user over |t really must stay as a City Council Car Park. dy this can be seen around the city priced g
o affic?)Impact peop! mobilty for this facilty over many years, itis there's - Do Not sel.
model excessive profit private parking.
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impactitwil T the central oty The avaitabilty of short
Retain the carpark and pact itwl
term parking in the centra city,Impact on accessibily for people with disabilies or
536 Alan Stewart change the operating
! for population growth and transport
model
trends
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily o short
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” v
erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
537 Nigel Edwards change the operating _[To get people in town i parkingis cheap
modet activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact i willhave on parking charges In the central ity The avallabilty of short
parkand_ |Restrict the monopoly that Wilson's seems the central ity It mal assetsthat term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic _[Selling offof assets that can generate income and then
538 David Willams D pecially no pointto sellan a then spend that money on something activty (.., will reduced parking ffect retail and hospitalty foot traific?)Future  [spending the cash on something thatvillend up beingan  |Long term impacton rates
model else that does not generate income and has ongoing cost to maintain demand for parking given population growth and transport trends,Other (Please |ongoing burden torate payers
specity)
The impact il T the centralcity, T Srshort
term parking n the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activty (e, will educed parking afect rtail and hospitalty foot traific?),Future.
539 Peter Campbell Sellthe Carpark  [never like selling he silverware no V(e parking pitatity ) no no
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends, Financial
the counciland rat from salevs. ongoing
Ifthe Council needs to reduce debt this seems and deal mechanism. | would still remain a carpark but the Council il The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for know the best the carpark and its notan
540 Robin Taylor Sellthe Carpark s It will always be a carpark and the only one n that area P pariing chare v P s
nave the funds t reinvest the counciland rat ue from sale vs. asset thatfolk are particularly wedded to 'm sure
Retain the carpark and shortterm parkingin ! for parking
sa1 Cherie Syme change the operating | Better for chch to make moniey on the cars parked there than to see tht money go to another organization Make the car park affordable and still make a proitto use for cheh transport g No
model transpor, y goals)
Impact on accessibility for people with disabiliies or mobilty
nall
sa2 Chris Carr 1 i forthe city. y
or goals), forthe council and
revenue from sale s,
The impact twill have on parking charges i the central ciy,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and
Just leave it alone and keep the flat daly rate. How much can it possibly cost to run f it all ocal (e.g. willreduced parkingaffect retailand
53 Craig Reynolds perating itwit hich will esult in higher
automated? pitality for "
model
ansport rends
(Ourcity s growing and so we are going to need more car parking. At the moment Wilsons i flling every empty space
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retainthe carparkand. |with single level car parking but surely our Atthe moment the Council
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
51 Kathleen El change the operating | (ratepayers) are making a profit and tis can only grow as more people come into town to make use of the facilites [N o s and No
model [coming on stream this year. Should we get rid of this carpark , and then decide in ten years we need another car park, it o m'"e"us""” a for pop! @
will cost a lot more to replace it P
Financial forthe councitand & revenue from sale vs
545 Jenny Pringle Sellthe Carpark
Retain the carpark and The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily o short
P I actually think and pr itis . however | myselt P parking chare y v \whatever you do, do not sell ANY land to Wilson's or ParkMate.
545 Justine Wright change the operating {1 dont want Wilson's to have more of our and erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
parkin the ree zones, and it a parkis not available | leave. Vou il loose more people in the city.
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
et e camarcana The impactitwillhave o parking charges in the central ity The availabilty of short
Itis by far the best carpark in Christchurch and itis a Council asset which the CCC have said that they wern't going to term parking n the centra city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabiliies or
547 Michael Ball change the operating. | " ywem'tgeing parkhe e tforpeop
oo seel any strategic assets an | thinkthat it is a strategic asset. y encouraging public
transport, or
With the growing interest in Christchurch and specifically the city center,
keeping the carpark alows for review of the impact by the stadium and Pakiore.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Potential impacts on ping the carp: wsfor review of the Impact by o fore
swimming complex, as ideally the use of public transport should b prioritzed,
local businesses and economic actvity (e.g. il reduced parkingaffect retail and
548 Isaac Ellery N/a onome e however, due to the imited interest and ability of public transport infrastructure
pitallty peopl Y for is this not a healthy keepit.
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
i system Le. tem
and Rolleston
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibil
> under CCC control, p {ory with the way they P parking charg tymp ty
549 Steve Arker change the operating for peop! Financial h
(operate, ifwe turned over such an asset to their control it would be a step in completely the wrong direction
model council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[Fappy to keep ILin the hands of the councilwith educed cleaning/security and
shortterm parkingin Potential PPy toKeep ti ithr securty
with petitive pricing, It would tohave
diess of y of b  economic actity (e.&, will reduced parking afect retail and
550 chris erikson ) [provided an estimate of what sale revenue might reach and what sortof civi
their cars isn't going to time soon so fyou want an citythey are needed piality foot raffic?) encouraging public o B, e
transport,reducing emissions, or sustainabily goals) Pt {ingto
options offered
The impact it willhave o parking charges in the contral ity Impact on accessibil
551 John Noble Sellthe Carpark |Funds freed up for other urgent projects impact ft will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on ibility
for people with disabilties or mobiliy challenges
The impacttwil h King ch the central city,The availabilty o short
e and [ gzl ocaton o sy a5 St bty vl and oo sl v ekt v i s 1t ol o o o
552 Paul Meakin change the operating |some influence over parking fees. | imagine too that the number of other sites on vacant land will continue to be less as parking v parking given poputation &
and tansport rends, Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public
the ciy develops.
transport, or
Potential (e.g. willreduced
parking afect retail and hospitalty foot trafic?),Impact on accessibiliyfor people
553 Gillan Creighton Sellthe Carpark |Important andth providers. e
wansport, v goals) Financial
the council and rat from sale vs. ongoing
operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
554 John Lory change the operating _[Influence is important and choice activty (.., will reduced parking afect retait and hospitaltyfoot traific?)impact on e need more not tess
madel for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends
Shortterm parkingin Potential
Look use - lower rates for ppingin area. Advertise
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
these rates more clearly. To be honest I wasn't even aware there was a car park there. | donft come
555 Kathryn Cane change the operating |1 think s important for counciltoretain it assets pialiy for
into town that often but | pass and use the crossing car park more as it is th first car park on my
madel transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue:
route into town.
from sate vs.
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (.., fevente from sale s, 25 long as who purchases the carpark It has o be beneficial (o the growth of
556 LeeAnn Johnston Sellthe Carpark  [Get the debt down. Ifthe public ransportsystem was improved there wouldn't be a need fo this carpark. 1 vote to get the debt down. That has to be better for ll of Christchurch. sngoing P pavers (e mms P s € no
The impact twil T the centralcity.The avallabiity of short
Retain the carpark and P it run WHY would gwant it?
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
557 Bil Greenwood perating Wit ingis a model with First hour ree as p provided by the Carter Developmen. Councilremains able toeffect del. |why tohand overon toWilsons orworse the market to ‘control rouge private operators
activity (e.g., will reduced retail and hospitalty 2)Other
madel Parking Management Services (Refer Brake St Upper Riccarton).
Potential (e.6. willreduced
Council coutd for say 16 years t perator as an the
Itsounds as f it s not he benefitofrat d residents so1s unlikely o be the best Y parking affect retail and hospitalty foot trafic?), Future demand forparking given
558 Wayne Thomas Sellthe Carpark real answer requires much more understanding of the reasons it i ot succeedingto expected levels areth
use of funds opulation growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the council and
than you can provide here.if the Councils convinced then I would support
t revenue from sale s,
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N N " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
. o Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of | Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Selltor let hospital staff ease space at a reasonable cost.
550 Willam (Bit) Ma Sellthe Carpark  [Release capital and hopefully getrates inlin, but i seling, NOT to Wilsons. 151t close enough to the hospital,f sogve the staffa easonable fee to ife  space on e lOWET | e pregse specity) ecisa Leamtsce t
Y P P petully e g & . floors and use the left over upper floors for the public. P dealin the next 10 years with empty offce space and working
from home. I it does improve and the building s required, g
[The Impact i will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
localb d ic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
560 Sue Annett Sellthe Carpark [ Money from sale may help keep rates down PN, (8. wilredu | !
pitality forthe council .
revenu
The impact twil in the centralcity,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and
We must not allow g parking in Christchurch. Their term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
561 Jenny Turnbull change the operating Keep Wilson Parking out of any more opportunity.
e is sneaky and secrefive, as wellas costly. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Other
Impact Futre
Retain the carpark and a pepl 3
562 Daniela Bagoss o et oo |esimportant o retin COC-omned assets, an ensure they produce EITHER  financial retur OR  socal return (or demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
© e o " other positveimpact n th fe of the city). Ideal, tiscar park would produce BOTH types ofreturns. implications for the council and ratepayers (e.€., revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
| am always amazed at how cheap itis. You can charge more for people parking there and they wil il use i It s the P paking chare v v
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
best asset for getting to the Riverside market and the eating district. Do not sellt, Wilson willbuy it and whatever you
563 Steve sutclife change the operating activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on hi is for the public good. Profitis not
e think you will charge it be double by them. Affordable parking is crucial for the survval o the ciy. Shopping malls have: i .
free parking. You have to compete with that. forpeop! "
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Perhaps you could have reduced bias by repeating the wording
564 Janice Lavelle change the operating activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on 'm surprised you didn't allude to rate rises if not sold Witson's don'tneed to own everything
of the first one revenue from operating costs vs sales..
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
565 Nellie Harnett change the operating |t should stay with Council. It were sold, P andtheir ch activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
short term parkingin -Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
566 Ken MacMaster
pitality Impact peopl mobility
chaltenges
Retain the carparkand The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central city,The availability o short
P ou il need it to keep parking pricing affordabe. | haven't had good experience with other parking companies esp term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
567 Julie Noster change the operating Not at the moment
o Witsons. activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&., revenue from sale vs
568 Urichards Sellthe Carpark | money better spent elsewhere P pavers (e g
ongoing
Transports a key partof ahealthy city. The councilneeds to the d
Retain the carpark and |a parking building s part of that. It can raise prices once public transport is the easier mode of travel for the majoriy of ancouragngpublc educing
569 Donald Matheson change the operating | people visiting the city 1t it tying. | Wilson's Parking sions orsvsamnity g Ume”m‘;:: ey [Poor record of private parking companies
model because of the company's history (including Manus Istand) and treatment of people. | fear that Wilson's wil buy the g 1y goa). P
building, making it harder for me to find a park.
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
570 JeftBaker change the operating _[Keeping asset and retaining control .
model nospitaliy foot trafic?),
ransport trends
Retain the carpark and for Transport rends,Financial
571 van Riordan perating [Public have control and a air say. Stillan Willhelp when this sde of the city becomes ore developed the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing No
modet
The impact it will inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
572 Dale kershaw change the operating [ we need to keeo local control fo parkingin the city eepitasitis activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
model for people with disabilt ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Noldont the lackof
| don't believe the jLare bi managers, let p: , and council MUST short term parking in ina forthe o' domt come © tackofon
573 Denise Kennedy Sellthe Carpark Sellto a commercial who are in and the ifficulty getting nto the city with new road layouts and reduced speed [No
invest the money wisely council and ratepayers (e.¢., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) imits
[The impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabiity of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
574 Nicholas Greenwood change the operating |Because | don't trust other carpark operators. Definitely DO NOT give control to Wilsons v(ee. parking praity - Do not sellto Wilsons.
P demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
575 Les Cliff Sellthe Carpark ~ [Best No ! " No
ongoing
e ot Selthe Carpark_|COUPENSTOUIA b @involved n Commercal acttes. oot Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.&. revenue from sale vs "
Private Businesses do Commercial ventures better ongoing
The centre of the city needs to remain a welcoming place for car owners. Itis
577 John Switalla Sellthe Carpark  [Closeto other car parking Reinvest the sale proceeds in parking in more appropriate areas .. theatre precinct Retro it foroffice/retailihotel space. for dtransport trends clear buses are not a desirable alternative for a number (majority) of citizens,
and nor is cycling! Ifyou want citizens to come, then make it attractive.
nder overtime as the owner would require a potential (e.6. willreduced
Retain the carpark and
profit over and above the operating/running costs of the parking building. Also, the purchaser would require a return on parting affect retai and hospitality oot traffic?),Impact on accessibilt for people
578 Norman Wallace change the operating
B their purchase investment and that amount would probably be higher than the councit's debt servicing cost (as a Financial for the council and
reason for the toincrease. t revenue from sale us.
Because 1am ling such Witson
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and |parking collect the revenue. | would not ifitis sold.1 hat To Operating costs have not bern disclosed In the media report..t
|As above! Keep it. Maybe convert the top floor nto an apartment scenario. However |use thisse.  [businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced retail and
579 Glenda Fraser change the operating _[selloff an asset such as th it to believe it would help cap.the rates, | would doubt stated turn. This could a |ris that step.
frequently and it s very well occupied. Imp: peop mobility
model the truth. Further, we have opportunities to augment the parking revenue with the forthcoming stadiurm use. This city small.charge increase.
challenges, Other (Please specify)
needs income. We do not need sales of existing revenue.
shortterm parkingin for parking
580 Denise Matthews Sellthe Carpark [l use the carparkallthe time since itis so handy to the Riverside Markets &t is reasonably priced transport trends, Financial the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operatin costs)
Retain the carpark and
NEVER sellassets. by the ratepayer, by the council. Assets are not the Council's to shortterm parkingin ] forthe
581 Mike Reimer change the operating o Y pay Y No parking Improve public transport to the extent that we don't need car parks. No
o sell. No council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carparkand |, . . 1o ver lwould prefer rates to support parking inthe ity rather than have a pivate operator control fees etc as term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
562 PETALORNA BERRY change the operating o o ppor parine private o parkine : "
e in many other locations throughout christchurch. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends
The mpact il T the centralcity.The avallabiity of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
583 Cathie Tayior change the operating |l thinkthe termp not No activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?), Financial
model the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing
, The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty of short  [If council aretrying to rebuild the city as VIBRANT, twill Used it one time in my lfe-time Itis not well it | was suspicious of persons. It was:
d |1 betieve OUR council would be best to provic tothe citizens . Why does it have’ to make a profitwhy can't
term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibilty for people vith disabilties or |require places for said vehicles to park. Taking it away can ot [Would it worth building a REALLY BIG parking area or multistorey parking  |awul getting onto a street thatfel irty, only the bright lights down the river were
584 Rob-bert . Ormandy. change the operating _[covering operational, insurance, ates, staff, it beatthe [Down hillskater racin . (humour). tosupportatall .
" merey ofthe stake noldor y . for population growth and transport [be an option. Council would be better holding that asset for |buildingin SOMO. encouraging. Let's face it there s not much nice about carpark buildings. Even the
i trends, Other (Please specity) the citizens. beautiful swan must die, time to move on.
| would like to see a car park built over near the Library and al the theatres - forall shortterm parkingin Potential onle
parkand |Keeping thatwe h d parking option - however It should be user pays andyou needtocharge |9 ¥ rpark built aver near the Library " g reterm parking i
whovisit that side of town - workers should then pay a weekly fee and park n the building. In some [businesses and economic activiy (.., will reduced parking affect retail and It should be used more by workers in the City at a special weekly Ifit thenwe need is stil accessible to the people of
585 Anita Bell change the operating | igher ees. You have an ageing pop: parks and topark pay !
Ked in the streets -they are alin user pay buildings -1 [nospitaliy foot trafic?) Impact peop mobiliy ensure itwas used sobe tisnowinapi
model fee -as s done in counties overseas.
believe we need to consider this here also. Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transporttrends
Retain the carpark and [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
586 Andy Anderson change the operating |t shold be returning a dividend to ate payers annually local b d (e.g. willreduced and
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
and the city's assets would be a mistake. Keeping money bothin the city and the Potential (e, willreduced
P ' Bingmanzy parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Financial implications for the council |Loss of control of the city's asset and loss of ownership and
587 Kathryn Wright change the operating _[country will be beneficial long term for our economy. As you say in the main body of this consultation foreign ownership our acity?Orsell
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please [revenue, potentially outof the country.
model istiely ifsold and profitdriven operators will remove money from our economy. ety
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and
(Council assets should be retained and managed to contribute to the well-being of the city including in both financial for people with Y for
588 Francis White change the operating
e and community senses. transport
(4., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
oals) Financial ) <.
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Reta e arparkand s telases kot oo ampises s et . Cocir -+ |devan o emnte e [Tiking bt ongte i, g e st angtni [T TS [ TR —————————
589 Lachtan Marshall change the operating ~[we should not sell off assets to private investors. If anything it should be a 49% saleto allow for buyback in the future s pare forthel emandor P " & term N need to be. Imagine if rates were 0% as there was enough proft from pany with & parking
converting the fistfloor to more business or even just lease the bulding out panyatast the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing bank [must only be used to clear deb from the books
model businesses it owned
profitwhite retaining the control Other Please specify)
a i uld prefer the funds be put back There are so many Wilson's car shortterm parking in impact
590 Charlotte Campbell change the operating _[parks that tsof i Christchurch already,  prefer it | just want it to stay the same amount f not more car parks, not less. peop
model owned. population growth and transport trends
Parking s expensive for part time workers. We are earning less, using less, but stll having to pay full
Too much car parking is owned by Wilsons and car parking is expensive enough without giving them more of a monopoly. 'gls exp P g ® gto pay
time rates for car parking. Keep the car park and charge reasonable rates based on usage. Make fees
s t would probably be bought by them so they can increase their prices across them all. Don't hink car parking should The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and ' more fai for part ime workers. Don't think it should have to generate more profit as it provides a ’
e ata higher rate - it means | hate having to come into the city. I's generatinga proft and that should be enough Lerm parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic e the profitmaking asset. Won'tyou want it when here geta good price fortfom a corporation that oy
591 Louise McLean change the operating service for residents, customers, and keep: from raising thei fees even
ptrying to sl assets that profits that reduce ourrates, provi toresidents, and keep activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on is complete and the patrons need somewhere o park? cares about profit. Have you put solar panels on t?
madel more with their monopoly of the marke. Get peaple to pay or four or five days a week and get the
control of peop here and care about our city and g for people with
weekends for free and give them a card so they don't have to pay at the machine every day. Give your
community members.
regular users a discount and make paying easier.
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and There is your answer in the options to retain.stop just thin
P [Works very well as is. But | don't know what you nean about changing the operating model, There should be a 3rd option businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and ¥ P Pl e
592 Sniedze DIANA Plesovs change the operating No tis a Brilliant location with access to shops about dollars. Everything costs money. The positive impact is
[eep carpark and current operating model pitality foot traffc?), for
model convenience but probably diffcult to measure
ransport trends, Other (Please specify)
Retain the carpark and The impact il T he centralcity.The avallabiity of short
Itallows Councilto forinner cityparking. Also, gets busier
593 Stephen Ridder change the operating nstall solar panels on the top deck & term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
to increased patronage.
model and wansport trends
Retain the carpark and
504 Glifford read change the operating _[keep control impact peop no
model
Retain the carpark and
Financial forthe council and at revenue from sale vs.
595 David Taylor change the operating | DON'T SELL ASSETS! Don't sellit! ! v
ongoing operating costs)
modet
Potential impacts on local businesses and economic actvty e.g., will reduced
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Environmental considerations (e.g.,
596 Barry Maister Sellthe Carpark  [Rates need to be lowered and non effcient assets can be realised transpor, y ) Financial
the council and rat from sale vs. ongoing
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and
$50m will be wasted y be better spent. if ot enter town centre as it willbe too activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
597 brian merry change the operating increase fees but discount rate payers.
expensive with no carparks. for people with Y for
model
transport trends, Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retaining profit making assetsis beneficial, there is never going to be enough money in the future to buy back large
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and |assets ke this Stipulations on who can buy tft s sold- needs to be New Zealand owned and offer more
. local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
598 Sarah Kreft change the operating _[There is alack of different parking providers in Christchurch and selling it will no doubt have it go to Wilson's who un |competiton into the market for the Christchurch people, slling it o the lies of Wilson's reduces. Py o "
model the majority of car parks which s not a New Zealand company so money goes straight offshore. options even further. P e, ©
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
There will be even further demand for car parks with the stadium being buit therefore more profit from the carpark.
Itis important to me that the council retains influence on car parking prices forts rate payers and visitors. Without ths,
the makeit for p ble o or would ke to
Retain the carpark and The impact it wil inthe central ity Th of short
use public transport services to replace private car travel. To avoid more of a ‘doughnut'city effect, people need to be
590 Corinne Rooney change the operating i oy e term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
model . e - mobility challenges
Increased income is potentially within reach with the stadium soon to open. Please retain this asset for now, and
reassess after 2 years of stadium operation.
Ifyou want peopl not
L 1 .t c it e . With the number of malls that provide free parking and
Retain the carpark and [The original intent of the carpark was for thehightees [ -oo ParnPprices. to & " © CATPANS |11 impact it will have on parking charges in the central city.The availabiltyof short 25 expensive. WIth the number of malls that provide free parkdng and easy
eg ree for 3 hours, then charge higher amount f over § hours higher again). The current value of the accessto shop: the last 20+
600 Rino Adair perating this. have to work in the central ciy,in the last 5 years | only visiton the rare. term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
propertyis not the appropriate measure, as f it was first developed i the 1860s then surely it has years. Parking s what has reduced the number of people coming nto city -
model [occasion and the thing that puts me oft s the high charges for parking. and transport trends
been paid for in the tast 60 years. The personally [ have driven further to avoid the cost of parking as there is no
service or product provided for the cost of parking, o ft acts as a deterrent
Retain the carpark ang Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale v,
601 Helene arker change the operating ~[Never sell assets P pavers (e
ongoing operating costs)
model
Potential (e, willreduced
parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),impact on accessibilty for people
M topay thin nt go up but ple to rethink how th (
602 Ruby Schurink Sellthe Carpark [ o) MO to payfor > mientgoup 2 rethinkhowthey
travel -  doub it would mean people don't come to the CBD at all ran or goals) Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
! P Retain th kand keep the pressure on prices s a great Long term financial impact and impact on city parking. Long
603 Mathew Smith change the operating [I's the longterm. The carpark Sothere keeping . Other (Please specify)
o benefit o Christchurch residents term opportunity of having that land
anat s - en The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
- term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
604 Ben Black perating . When this situation 1d when the stadium is completed, it parking| raleity, allmp: us! !
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
madel can the carpark will
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢ &, revenue from sale vs
605 Selwyn Manning Sellthe Carpark  [Use funds for more important infrastructure oo P payers (e
shortterm parkingin ! forth
606 Russell Lienert Sellthe Carpark  |Frees up money to repay debts parking
council and rat ,revenue from sale s,
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs o T for transport
607 Susan Sellthe Carpark | Free up funds for other use no P pavers (e g “ ansportto
and around the CBD
Council could derisKireduced associated administration by leasing the car park to an operator
7o be clear - parking should be user pays and not subsidised, however the lack |
parkand [Acar for council, if not modelneeds to change -t should not |(similarto ngai parks) and L - i the contral iy, Fnancit s . " Don'tsellit
608 James Jackson change the operating _[be subsidised by rate payers. Without CCC operating i this space there would a duopoly and charges could rise terms. P '
the councit and rat fevenue from sale vs. potentially damaging to the CBD).
model unfairly.
This would be far tosal
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on
609 Linda Boyce perating |1t keep: Ialways park parks when | travel to town. V(eg, N"" ¢ pitality’ g pm
madel peop y
transport trends, Financial forthe
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
610 Janet Frampton change the operating [Influence prices. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central city,The availabily o short
Retain the carpark and_|Any profit stays with the rate payers. You will never be able o sellt for as much as it would cost o build t again and the[Accept thatitis a sunk cost and as long as it moneyto pay for P parking charg v v
) term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
611 BilSissons change the operating _[only reason buyitis that alotmore. If parking then that s fine. Public assets don't need to make a profit and | don't believe tha private enterprise
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
model buildings then the private ones would charge  lot more. do things better o
for peopl
Retain the carpark and
Limit Wilson Parking and thei and aggressive
612 Michael Dent change the operating _[Retain influence of parking costs and help offset the scourge of Wilson Parking No The impact it will have on parking charges In the central city s ¢ &
model >
Retain the carpark and [The Impact ftwill have on parkin charges In the centralcity mpact on accessibilty
613 John Benefield change the operating ~|Commercial Entiies are too greedy for peopi ' for parking given
model population growth and transport trends
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
614 Jan Witson change the operating _[once sold it will go into WILSONS HANDS AND THEY CHARGE FAR TOO MUCH no activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Financial no
model the counciland rat evenue from sale vs. ongoing
Shortterm parking in
.8, encouraging public ransport,reducing emissions, o sustainabil
615 Pauline Dann Sellthe Carpark (o8 BN p P gem Y No
goals), Financial ) Py
vs. ong
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. . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of | Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The mpact il inthe centralcity,h of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and Y (e, w N"M g2l § pitallty ) °m
616 Anne Ross change the operating [Simp s o Sorry. Neo for peop! ! no
dtransport trends
model
(.8, encouragin o
oals) Financial the council £
vs.
shortterm parking in Potential
Ty and first.Council has days car park s used and by how
Firstty whyis the car park under performingIt should be able to earn as much as the other car park providers.tis i 9 businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and cars.Sell oflike season tickets at a small reduced rate on those days to il car park.Go to business
without doubt the best and easiest to use car park.Think about the people who want o use the stadium.Atleast look at pitality Impact peop mobility When a asset s sold you can never get it back.Make the asset work Short term
617 Anthony Planicka change the operating tosel parking on top floors at  good rat with other Uresidents a U parking Uik booking:
improving it.Council torelookat selling later. Whylet a private: challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport gain for ong term pain.Not a good idea at the prent climate.
model season pass and link it to several they pay a portion o it to get rest
company make a good return Why cant th s itwe have this area. o trends,Financial dratepayers (e.g.
vs. ong
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and It needs to stay and priced
618 Alison Kendall change the operating [T keep the ongoing income that it generates Lease it out but do not selt
B Y foot traffic?)Impact for peop mobility center, allthe off street parking is gone so very important it remains
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and Potential (e, willreduced
619 Robert Puddy change the operating _[Future Councilrevenue parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
model population growth and transport trends
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and pitality foot raffic?), Impact peop mobility
Ifitwere sold it needs to be to a local business so that the funds from CBD operating aren' bein
620 Karlia Larsen perating [ We need parking that AREN'T Wilsons.CCC need to have for he CBD. m'nneumuummmw 3 perating: ing hallg 3 Not letting Wilsons have a giant monopoly of parking in CCC  |Please do NOT sell to Wilsons
model or goals), forthe council and
t revenue from sale vs. Other (Please
specify)
Short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and Ifthe site is to be sold, it should be prohibited Commercial (s parking
d carparkand ch modelt ’ return. This satsfies raffic?) impact peop mobility
621 John McCombs change the operating ‘ putation for abusive behaviour and allowing it to be run for parking by one
b the criteia fo return on non- tsand pricingis alis the CCouncit o setrapaior challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
P rend: £ transpor, reducing
emissions, or )
Free up the funds for better use. Our rates are high and with another big increase due next year allow the council to Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
622 Leanne Faulls Sellthe Carpark P e hig gl ¥
make better use of the funds from the sale. It's oy a car park. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
P! 't be at the mercy of park Havinga C the industry
623 Alistair Gray change the operating | pass the costs onto ratepayers The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
modet
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on
624 Ken Burgess change the operating _|lack of carparking - move it next to CHCH Hospital - dislike Wilsons [Move to next to CHCH Hospital Y(eL. “"h ¢ pralty . p'm dislike Wilsons
for peopl g
model
parking gven population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
d it thenit should be kept, and changes could be made to improve s profitabilty. If
cllthen’ " & fmpr profitabiliy. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
625 Naomi Ambrose change the operating it b then that's OK Ise taking it over would also make it more expensive but then the
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs
model profit doesn't o back to council and instead to someane privately
Only other option | see would be sale and lease back as this would allow Council o control parking _|Financial for the counciland evenue from sale vs.
626 Peter Crowhen Sellthe Carpark ~ |Fr talfrom sale of tthat could in yomerop parking No
fees ongoing
| thinkits the d s ke this forthe benefit of Ratepayers. By Selling the
asset then control islost over the asset and profits go elsewhere instead of being used by the council. The council then
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Retain the carpark and|can control pricing for the ratepayers. If another establishment were to purchase the building there could be an
term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
627 Peter Harman perating [increase of time greater than from using the bulding putting
and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g.,
model undue pressure on Street parking and other sites. Beware of the unintended consequences of slling and the short
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
term sugar fix that the sale may create verses the long term benefit to ChCh of a well managed Council Controlled
hsset.
To me, this s the most useful carpark on Cheh, and | have used i often to access the cty cenre. Keepingit council
i ! ity pingl The impact it wilt have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and_|owned will ensure it continues to be available to the public ata fair rice, won'tprofis going back to the council Selling
term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
628 Lisa Peacocke perating [t resultin increased parking fees that continue to increase over the years, that will greatly
ges, for population growth and transport
model inCheh effect. Keepingit " e
are made in harmony with the rest o the city, s itis such a central location.
Retain th Kand impact Financial
etain the carparkand |, .. the council needs income. This is already running at a profit, albeit a smaller profit than wanted; keeping and mpac peop! inancial
629 Polly Grainger change the operating the council and rat from sale vs. ongoing No No
o increasing the fees will maintain and improve the income and the city economy
Potential . will educed
Retain the carpark and (e
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on accessibilty for people
630 Adele Bishop change the operating _|Would notlike to see it taken over by Wilson's Parking. . saton
model o
Jgrowth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Impact on accessibil
- ison Loveridge pi emenpmm Parking is important for peopl le to come into the CBD s P P mfmm 2 dmp (E'V
. 'ge the 0perating |, o e should be CBD parking thatis not run for profit d can be used tof the C BD use. for peop! v &
model transport, o goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges n the central cty,Impact on accessibility — |Although I prefer ess cars n the city overall, ifwe have to
Retain the carpark and I prefer to see the carpark returns going to coc rather than a private operator. It's a very handy space next to the bus P parking charge "y mp v 2h fd o v
for peop mobily (.6, |have them, Id prefer a multistory, covered parking option with
632 Kate Hodgins change the operating _[terminus and close to the ity center, and unlike other parking options, is more affordable. | personally prefer public  [InstallSolar on the roof to reduce power costs onenon el bt ol o aatey | [Atemative parkingoptions (particiarty covered, accessibe parking).
. o goals).
model transport o cycling, however for older residents or those with limited mobility, this s a very handy option.
portoreyeing ’ yhandyor (Please specify) This means a smaller more efficient footprint, and add solar p
The impact il inthe centralcity,Th of short
term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
633 Jeremy Buchanan pariing . Imp: 1y for peop!
y ' for population growth and transport
trends
Retain the carpark and
> Itis important for Council to retain land assets n the CBD. Park tant public service to keep the CBD
634 Wendy Biggs change the operating Other (Please specify) See previous comments Itis owned d should provide a fair service to rat
e humming. | do not wish to see Wilson's have a monopoly on parking.
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
635 Elisabeth Rest Sellthe Carpark [ believe that the money will be better used elsewhere e.g. paying back debt or vital infrastructure. no P payers (e g No, thank you. No, thank you.
short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and Whenever use it ind | have to go ight tothe top couple of levels o find a park. | feel al day parking orenies parking mobilt
636 Beth Lomas change the operating || don't want the likes of "Wilsons” getting hold of this car parking building. people should use the top levels first to make it easier for short term parking to come & go. pitality foottraffice), mp: peopt v
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model Because itis always wellused, | think an increase in parking fee would be appropriate.
rends,Financial Implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale
vs. ong
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabiliy of short
637 Doug Hitchon perating [Retaina t ly try Sell only uncl arein place. term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
madel and wansport trends
shortterm parkingin Potential
| would like to suggest that the carpark be open to the workers of the city at a nominal daily costof  |businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
say less than $10. | know that the ity Gouncils n favour of reducing car use but for hospitaliy f Impact peopl mobility | am assuming the car park s up to Earthquake code and this s not a factor in
638 Carole Bartram o bring their car to work, I think it would alleviate stress for many users. You could offer thefirst hour |challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport the decision. | also believe that land ownership s the best form of property
free for casual users and then offset some of the reduced revenue with higher charges o the second trend: R transpor,reducing investment.
hour and capped at say four hours. emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council
t . revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and [The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
It stops near-monopoly escalation of parking costs n the inner city (as in Auckland) and resulting loss of resident
639 Brian Mason change the operating " poly parking: v d s EV Charging Stations. localb \d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and Residents avoid the CBD in other cities due to the high cost of parking. No
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe centralcity,Th of short
640 John Patterson change the operating P perating model to stay . asitis profitable, but this i the next best option. Keep the operating model the same. term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport rends
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
Because we need to keep assets like this for the benefit of the city, and itis an essential component of the CBD and businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
641 Greg Comfort change the operating No. Please keep it as acity asset.
o sellingit potentially puts this atrsk. pitality Impacton peop mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
| think car park Precinct, not just 56 and 5
additional spaces for mobilty impaired. Across any night with events at the Convention Centre, The
! ™| the impact it will have on parking charges in the central city. The availabiltyof short
Piano, The Court Theatre and The . you'd probably paired user's
term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
Retain the carpark and total! For many of the elderly, a night at the theatre o entertainment out, i theif source of
Because vie're to0 tsand, , we can never get them back. This isn't something activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
642 Fiona MacLeod change the operating and to emove the them toatiend and ageist. Toalso
N the council would then tater n the future re-invest n or have the ability to do n that area again. for people with Y for
pronstor ginth parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the.
night once patrons have lft the area
council and revenue from sale vs.
o construct the 61 car parks on a temporary basis for 6 years s not forward thinking
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carparkand | parkingina Tchoose G knowing that my going to the Council, and toward
643 Brindi Joy change the operating _[supporting Christchurch. | choose not to spend my money in carpark that The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Retain the carpark and
644 Rosemary Dunnell change the operating _|Live near to the ity and need to use an affordable carpark occasionally
del
The impact itwill inthe central city.The avaiabilty of short
uld on for mobilty isvital Itus inthe
645 Sarah Dunning term parkinginthe central ity mpact on accessibily for people with isabliiesor (7211 OPEC S RaTERB RS AT T e ot
[mobility challenges, Other (Please specify) PP P parking p PPINg pr
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
parkand || asthe locationt forvisiing he CED. | sp astisa Councilowned term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic rant I his s sold and the
646 Sheree Brinch perating _|carpark with fees. | don't want it sold and have the fees become unreasonable with the council parking v P ridiculous | wil tovisit the CBD and spend
activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
model having no oversight of the operating model money there.
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and
647 Philip Buchanan change the operating The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city
model
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
Hope for competition, that overall . Since it must . thisis OK. Many parking afect rtail and hospitality foot traffic?) Impact on accessibiliy for people
648 BRIDGET ROBINSON Sellthe Carpark  [carparks in city y filles, and we will need this car park a unavailable, and  [No R population
those with no convenient public ransport il Ineed carparking. growth and Financial the council
(.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
and the compettve functoning of the ocal parking market
A When public assets are sold, the council gets a one-off receipt but forfelts
future returns and control over investment decisions.
Strategic public assets may have value beyond direct profitability (e.g., enabling
X rade, resilience, long:term public returns) that private owners may discount.
Rathr than divesting,
e ” theassetto , senice
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty ofshort uality, cost to users) may be worse when short-term sale proceeds are
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibilty for people with disabilites or prioritsed
649 Justin Hygate perating Retain it in council ovnership. y ! for population growth and transport Don'tsellit.
model By maintaning trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢. as quith (University of
" i vs. ongoing operating costs) What you getis aone-off capital hit from the sale of the asset, and that's it
provders
“What I would sayis politicians - irrespective of what flavour they are around
the world - have got avery good track record of selling assets and then basically
o blowing the money away.”
sutegies.
It short-term thinking and it has been proven time and again to be flawed
5 economics.
anassat
[t diecty afects ity accessiiity and economic acty.
Retain the carpark and
650 Dawn Smith change the operating _[Personal preference. The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city
model
(fthe councilretains ownership of the carpark bulding, then It must operate on a Financial forthe counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
651 David Hercus Sellthe Carpark |Ownership of a carpark building s not core council business. retal rship P ing, P . v
basis ongoing
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?] Future
652 Andrew Lyttle v(es parking pratty ) Keeping free EV charging o encourage use. A good COC asset.
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
653 Robyn No activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on No No
for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
ot e cormareamd [The impact twil T the central ity The avallability of short important toretain an ongoing return. How would this compare to the possible drop
P o The return can be d ab o p ptas  [Could build good quality agreater rat term parking in the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth in ythe sale of the 1 The book
654 Trevor Hemsley change the operating
e lowas possible. repayment and also help the inner city become more vibrant. and transport rends, Financial ! & value ofthe building would not be achieved by sellingif the purchaser had to keep it
revenu sts) s a parking building
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and y(eg parking pitality Hmp:
It retains controlin the hands of the city. The. is notideal with Look for people with disabilt Y for Really important to ge this right. It is on the footstep of important infrastructure
655 Suzanne Phipps change the operating Use a local firm or employ staff here in Christchurch to run it
e for an option where the money can be reinvested locally. transport and important to the vtalityof the centre city
(.. encouragin transport, r
goals) Financial the council e
|vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and or transport
656 Paul Arold change the operating _[Prefer the council etains assets end: & transport, reducing
model emissions, or goals)
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
657 kelvin memiltan change the operating price increase activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaity foot traffic?)impact on
for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
658 RussellCross Sellthe Carpark | dprovides rates around the city. ILshouldbe |\, 15 in  favourabe property market, b far the best strate other lone of the above are currently more important than paying a4 going concern (carpark)
P sold and the total net funds gained be used o pay down city debt property maket, by eyistop down city debt. going s
GCC inmy opinion, ts beneficial for the community and will pay the dues o |The impactitwil have on parking charges in the central ity,Potential mpacts on
councilto e invest rather th y d ot local businesses and economic activity(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
659 Shafali Verma
enefiting anyone. Its rather high charges and just doesnt el right support another pitality foot traffc?),Financial forthe council g
revenu
shortterm parkingin . for parking
660 Mike Moore Sellthe Carpark  [More important assets to care for by Council ansport trends,Financia the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Local businesses and economic actvity (e.g. wil reduced parkingaffect retail and
661 Yanny Webb-Walker change the operating | Although a itte bit of an increase would be ok but I til ke It to be for the people of Christchurch Ifselling | am strongly against sellingit to Wilsons. | would like it to stay in NZ hands pitality foot traffc?), for population growth and
Financial the council g tevenue
from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and
encouraging publi ,reducing
662 Hilaire Campbell change the operating _[Control Cover twith trees evergreen
emissions, or sustainability goals)
model
[The Impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
The assist s no making a good retur so the value is better used elsewhere. A carpark buildingis not an essential parking v P
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
663 Lincoln Platt Sellthe Carpark be provided Its not a library or poo etc where a private [No, selli no no
demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
operator can not make a proft.
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
664 Jane Agnew change the operating |1 a good carpark, easy to getnto, " ellasset activty (.., will reduced parking afect retil and hospitaltyfoot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
While Ithink they's providinga
) . The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and [ This carpark provides an option or users who wish to park in a Council operated car toaprivately todoafirst hour free orstghtly reduce the weekend hourly rate, that ey prefer going. While |
term parking n the central ity,Impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilites or IThe carpark s large, i there opportunity to lease out floors / individual parks, to
665 Nicolle Vincent change the operating _[owned park. At present, this carpark s the only one that | am aware of that has a standard charge regardless of whether |this may not necessarily help with the 'making of money’, however, | frequently intown we have there are
y for population growth and transport provide another source of income?
madel you getin before 9am (‘eariybird') making tfar more appealing to parkin. in the weekends which offers one hour free. e st ot of peopl for
work for then.
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
| don'tsupport selling assets and itwould be very difficult tofind asite, ke this one, in businesses and economic activity (e.g., wil reduced parking affect retail and
666 Dennis Preston change the operating no but we don't know what be for faciltes in the central city in 30 yrs time. no
e in the central ity over the medium to long term. Impact peopl mobility
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralciy,Potential impacts on
tisa citysie. It up prices overtime based on less toan external thus removingthe d
667 Elisa Knight change the operating ocal (e.g. willreduced parking affect retail and
competition. | prefer the council rather than overhead from the council.
nospitaliy foot trafic?)
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Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors

- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " B - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation lein Address P YoU |\Why do you prefer this option? youhave any P ¢ tlowing doyou't e P Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | ting else y:
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and [The impact twillhave on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
668 Briar Hubbard change the operating _|This is the major council owned carpark and itis proftable. | oppose the sale of council assets. erm parking n the central ity Future demand for parking given population growth
model and
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activty (.., will reduced parking affect retil and hospitaltyfoot traific?)impact on
ith Y for
669 Rona baker No,sorry. or peop
wansport
(.. encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
goats) Financial e councit £
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Tbelieve that sellng the car park would be a short-termwin for Christchurch,
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and (Could increase parking rates if needed, but othenwise itis good asis in my opinion. The purpose of butwil un asset
businesses and economic actvity (e.g., wil reduced parking affectretail and Please do not sl the car park, for the sake of the local businesses, ratepayers, and
670 James Muckle change the operating _{This option keeps the car park in council hands, which in my opinion is better long-term forthe peopl of Christchurch. - council assets are not solely to make a proft, it i to serve the people of Chiistchurch (at b always end up d are often tess well
o walfic?)Impacton peopl mobilty Lourist that want to come to Christchurch and explore the inner city in the future.
model reasonable rate). maintained and run. These negative long-term effects are not worth the
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
benefits of selling the assets in my opinion.
Retain the carpark and
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central cit, mpact on accessibilty
671 Jora Grey change the operating _|Keep fees low No
for people with disabilties or mobilty challenges
model
| don'tthink public transport
Retain the carpark and The impact itwill have on parking charges I the central city,Potential impacts on
s You are able parks. It p buy all day car parks exceptfor  |A discounted system to nearby workers. Would get far more cars in periods of less demand as there P parkdng charg Y P as itis not a feasible option for the majority of people such as
72 Elle Pugh change the operating ocal businesses and economic actviy (e.g. vl reduced parking affect etailand
yours is more reasonable s 3 ot o shiftworkers who ke to park here due tothe safety myselt who ve far away and work odd hours. Ao people with
madel nospitality foot traffic?)Other (Please specify)
{familes are not using public ransport and they use this car
White 1 am not a rate payer of CCC 1 am a frequent user ofthis carpark. I work across the foad n the CJESP. I work shift
workwhich, due to the hours, means | am unable to use public transport o get to and from work (out of & shifts n a set,
| could use public transport o get home on two shifts, and to work on another two shift - there are no shifts where |
could use it both ways).
It provides a safe and reliable service for workers in the viciity that are unable to
| carpool frequently with colleagues and ty to park and walk when able. However | oftenfinish work after 2300, or start
The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potentialimpacts on use alternative transport options. I it is substantially changed, including incrased
Retain the carparkand. |before 0600, and have been the subject o antisocial behaviour while dfrom work so o
locat b " ic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect rtail and workers i parking costs, it wil have a determentialimpacton those of us who have no other
73 Justin Hendtlass D parkin a sa towork.
o pialiy for d  |istactorsafe and work. option. My work, alongsid involves looking ater
ransport trends,Other (Please speci welfare of our community - this after our safety
| am concerned that i the carpark is sold it will not only result in increased parking costs for this building, but alt near P ( pecity) ty 2 Y
and welfare when doing so.
oy. This facilty helps o keep a cap on the parking prices n the area which keeps it affordable for us hift workers (who
have not had a pay rise this year while costs keep increasing).
This is a long term strategic asset for CCC and should be retained in CCC ownership. With the stadium coming on line t
usage, especiallyin it t
Shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
businesses and economic activity (e.g. will reduced parking affectretail and
674 Jade Jetfery change the operating_|Keep the council asets. Source of income forthe council. Can't make any moniy longterm if the asset has been sold.
pitality foot raffic? & encouraging public
madel
ansport, or
fRetain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
675 Emily chin perating |Keep asset under 3% ROl should OKifi’s to benefit the ratepayers P parking charg g
erm parking n the central ity
model
Shortterm parking in “Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g. wil reduced parking affectretail and
676 Peter Newton Sellthe Carpark
nospitality foot trafic?),Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (€.g.,
revenu . sts)
Retain the carpark and The impactitwit inthe central ity.The availabilty of short
677 Scott Eastuick perating dasset agoodidea No term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic No
madel activty (.., will reduced parking affect rtail and hospitalty foot traffic?)
Retain the carpark and
678 Dianne Symes change the operating ~[Need to hold onto assets. shortterm parkingin
model
679 Peter John Paterson [Why would you sell an asset for shortterm gain and Carparking s at ~ sowhynot ofit
Lichfield Carpark s Indeed an Asset for all itshould be retained.
shortterm parkingin Potential
Itis more than an Economic / Business feature for the council. It contains more VALUE than the Financial Report
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
Retain the carparkand. |bottom line. I’ a special place for access o CBD for everyone - and should be charging car park fees lower than the
piality foot raffc?) impact peopl mobilty This is more important than just a mere item on the Council Financial Sheet. )
680 Alastair Watson D parks. It value i ke the trees in Hagley Park, and the water in the Avon River - o amountof | Council should retain the Car Park use as a worthwhil forthe CentralCity. Retain this *Valuable” city amenity for the daly use of vsitors and citizens.
o e e challenges,Future demand for parking given popuation growth and transport (Consider ALL citizens, and longterm benefits
i trena £ ransport reducing

pay a lttle to keep what provides GOOD VALUE to all rate payers. Please do not be so mercenary and sell off the

emissions, or sustainability goals)
Lichfield Car Park because you feel the short-term desire of cash in your pocket.

[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
681 Valerie jean Furneaux No parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the
council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)

The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of short

term parking in the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilities or
Retain the carpark and parking y.Imp: ty for peopl

g for opulation growth and transport
682 N Lauenstein perating | retain an Y 8 population grow ranspor
trend g transpor, reducing
model
emissions, or goals) Financial for the council and
t . revenue from sale s,
(Once the asset and maney are gone thefeis no further gain. Selling the asset (likely to an overseas company like
d means that all outof taxbreaks atthe Selling the carpark as a business will ead to expansion of the
Sellthe asset then make a return or at Itis one the few parking solutions in the central city. Making it an unsustainable
683 JGamet change the operating _[expense of citizens with no real return for an asset that we provided The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Other (Please specify) |exploitive Wilson's like model which has no benefitto the local
Least cover their costs of parking. l.e set up a local body corporate to manage owners of a car park.. option through sale will daytime city
del (Councils may not un an asset well but it i better than throwing the asset away and increasing costs to citizens. conomy and drves additional unregulated cost on to citizens.
Seling the asset s the worst option
are bout :
Retain the carpark and ' . )
- JS— e e oparatng future use the stadiumislikely to pump § i at times workers aren't | Have a monthly payment option for CJESP staft. If t was  reasonable price, more would use it The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short | use this alot, and can'tsay I've ever seen security around when I'm walking to
e using it instead of parking further from work and walking at 6am/11pm term parkingin the central city my car at 11pm at night
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaity foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and v(es A paity ) .
685 Jennifer Porter change the operating |l fear the expansion of Wilson-type operators for peop o .
Y transp
(.8, encouragin transpor, r
goals),Financial the council e
|vs. ongoing operating costs)
Fetain the carparkand |, ¢ ocset sates in principte. | don't beleve the short term sugar it of paying down debt s worth gving up an asset Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport, reducin
686 Daniel Black change the operating | P> prncipte. paying P Either price to recover the costs o repurpose the land for public good. o Ll port, 8
o that wil appreciate in value over the long term. emissions, or sustainabilty goals)
The impact twil the central city,The availablty of short
Retain the carpark and [To some degree Council, by operating their own car parking building, can help reign in overcharging by other over- © Impactitwl i the central ofshor
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
687 John Mercer perating . Iwould 3 and  [itadecision is made to sell the building | would like to see it used fo retail purposes. No No
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
model retain the building as an appreciating asset
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact twil nthe central ity Th ofshort
Retain the carpark and pact itwl .
term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibilty for people with disabilites or
688 Elissa Howling perating _|Opportuniti . long term returns, more control over use, pricing, benefits etc. IThankyou for the opportunity to have a say.
odot y . for population growth and transport
trends Other (Please specify)
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking charg ” P
local businesses and economic activity(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
689 Jesintha Roberts change the operating _[Need to keep our assets, especiallyft's generating any form of revenue We need affordable car parks in the city. Seling it would discourage people. o o No
model nospitaliy foot trafic?),
w0 P Leave tas 5. workin the Justice precinct, ive out of the City, bus services not an alternative. Ineed | The impact it will have o parking charges In the central cit, The availabilty of short
close safe, afordable parking. Please don't change . term parkingin the central city
impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabiltes or mobilty
Retain the carpark and
| to park in council owned b y natlen .
691 Blake Quartly change the operating
ity v ), for the council and
model
2. revenue from sale vs.
ttimately | don't think we should be selling or leasing an
[You could identify times the carparkis quiet and hos ticketed pop up live music events, markets, v ‘ & g any
e more parking space to Wilson's or any other private company.
692 Nate Harder P Other Rate payers essentially committed to the $31.3M for it to be:
other uses for parts of the space when t's not y
buitt, 5o should retain ownership ofi. Raising the pricing a
as well d p venue for joy.
fraction
| work across the street at the precinct and use this carpark when finishing late at night n the early ams for safe
Retain the carpark and o P & © v v [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
reasons. | would worry that selling the carpark would mean a substantial increase n fees of changing access times
693 Danielle change the operating term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic

ot meaning | could not use this carpark when leaving work at 2am for example. | would not feel comfortable having to walk
model L

activity (e.g., wil reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?
y car and find using the build he street saft v (e parking pitality: )
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organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The council needs toaintain control ofi's assets, especially regarding carparking. With the assurance that the Lichfield
Site will b dasa carpark, the ve ge prices, isn't
P > P The impact it will in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and  [inthe city (i's pretty much all Wilsons), there aren't enough (people willp
term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
694 Logan Quigley change the operating _[choice), and ot effcient,reliable, or tobbe a realistic option for most
! and transport rends,Environmental considerations (.., encouraging public
model for alongtime, all across New Zealand. There’s also heaps of
ranspor, reducing emissions, or sustainabiliy goals)
evidence showing that asset sales are a terrible idea for long:term growth - we tred it before as a country, and it idn't
work.
The impact itwil inthe central ity.The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
No activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
695 Philippa Dear Y (2.8 parking pitality )Imp:
for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the.
council and revenue from sale vs.
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
696 StephenLong Sellthe Carpark |Reduce pressure on rates by lowering council debs No No
The impact twil i the centralcity,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
697 Tracey-Lee Anne Maynard Better management. Audit. Make it profitable. Don't sell this prime real estate. iviy (e.g, willreduced parking § pitality fc?) Future
demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P parking chare N v
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
698 Patricia Manning change the operating _[Keep our assets for continued income No
o activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with
Retain the carpark and [The impact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availability of short
699 Denise George perating of parking can commercial profits term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
model mobility challenges
Retain the carpark and Commission art for the inside of the parking building so t becomes an atraction inself and partof | The Impact it will have on parking charges in the central city Potential impacts on
| can see it being. p ouncil feesin I preferto park where my
700 Laura Caygil changetheoperating | s 1oy ate oo the street art culture of the city. Maybe each floor could tell a story about the city's people and local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
model ¥ is going payp! P heritage. This is by the by but | also miss the ability to walk straight into the first floor of Ballantynes. ~|ospitality foot traffic?)
Potentialimpacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced
Retain the carpark and
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
701 BenWhitham change the operating _[In favour of keeping ownership of this asset Long term parking options. Monthly rent options
o population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
2. revenue from sale vs.
Shortterm parking in ] Tor parking
Retain the carpark and transport (g
702 Sally Botur change the operating || don'twant an overseas company buying it  such as Wilson's,) It belongs to ChCh. It should remain a car park. transport, o goals). Financial
model the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Financial Tor the counciland evenue from sale vs.
703 James Brook Sellthe Carpark  |Free up capital, the council does not need to own this type of asset. sntoing ! v
Itwould todo other s such as the regional council buildings or
704 Bruce Coleman Sellthe Carpark ar not tof C
further ofthe former River corridor, been todate
Retain the carpark and
705 Annette Watson perating v nomeless people drop n centre impact peop no no
model
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Impact ft will have on parking charges ralcty, lallmp: The carpark s important ifyou want to support retail and hospitality in the
Wilsons carparking and the problems it causes. local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
706 Anne Moody change the operating centralciy. Itis important for people to have access to this area ofthe ity
This s one of the main reasons I willonly come into central cityif | can park n the Lichfield St building piality foot raffc?) Impact peop mobility
model | would not come i to the city with out it It s expensive now
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transporttrends
Retain the carpark and |By keeping the asset itwil generate more fevenue than sellng .
P y keeping generate mor ¢ The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
707 Chad Parish change the operating _[Sure the money will be good now but once its gone it's gone and by having a asset returning income the council will  |Making sure availability of parking building when one nz stadium has big events on I I, Think of the long benefits not the short term solution
modet n
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
et the carparkand Review investment returns in  year andif eturn has not improved, then look at sellinga portion of [parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on accessibiliy for people
s [As an asset it provid that toincrease the Continuingto pinionon a i population
708 Rachel Simpson perating
o thatitupset ratepayers yearly bases. If decision is mad to sell,ratepayers should be consulted on future projects this  |growth and 8. encouraging public
gotowards. It wansport, or Financial th
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Short term parking in ; Tor parking
Retain the carpark and transporttrendt (€8
709 Wayne Keenan perating _[Retain controland future use Puting in alarge secure bike parking area on the ground floor. transport, v goals) Financial
model implications forthe counciland ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and Potential (e, willreduced
710 Maree Luger change the operating parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
modet poputation grovith and
711 Nigel Dent Keep it, stops the other from putting prices up. Its P short term parkingin Other (Please specify) [The retaiters inthe oty P tafford it Keop it
impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilites or mobily
The money s better invested in other prioriies. Car full cost ofp forth halten . .
712 Anne Scott Sellthe Carpark ¢ s © &
councilto do. y ) forthe council and
t . revenue from sale s,
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P parking charg y v
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
713 Jessical change the operating Dontsellt. Crazy to
odut activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?) Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Potentialimpacts on local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced
714 Niall Coster No parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Environmental considerations (e. No No
transport, y goals)
The impact twil in the central city,The availability o short
term parkingin the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
fetain the carpark and activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
715 Sandra French change the operating _|The Council needs the finance. vieL, N"" o pitallty 4 qu
madel peop y
d transport trends,Financial forthe
council and rat revenue from sale us.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
This allows the councilto operate the carpark bearing in mind what s best for the city. Private operators simply want to
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,| peop
money as possible and motivation. Council could change the operating model to make
716 Ashley Campbel change the operating y . encouraging public
Y more money, toimprove social good, or any mixture of the two. But ts essential that we don't end up with one o two i A e
private operators dominating all paid carparkingin Christchuch. port, 4 ‘
council and ratepayers (.., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retai the carpark and
717 Mike Day perating _[Do not trust s of expe private ops | am happy with ts current operation The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
modet
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
718 Elise Arnst change the operating for peop! (g
transport, v goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
petainthe carparkand local businesses and economic actiity 5E.g e
nospitaity foot taffic?), or
719 Alison edwards change the operating | Lack of competition drives up prices. Need to make it affordable to encourage people to goto city centre, avoid malls pratiytool et
ransport encouraging public transport
o goals), forthe council and
revenue from sale vs.
The Impact it will have on parking charges I the central city,Future demand for
transport
(Council can use the funds for other purposes. | don't parkingis the councils
720 Hamish Rickerby Sellthe Carpark purp (e.g, encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainability
Street parking yes, mass building parking no
goals),Financial the council Py
vs.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges In the centralcity,Potential Impact
etaln the Carpark and | o1yt an another asset in the hands of an Australian corporate. A 3% return s stil return. Why be greedy and not e mpactt wilthave on parking charges in the central ity Potentiat impacts on
721 Tracey saunders change the operating local businesses and economic actvity (e.g. il reduced parkingaffect retail and
ofter something back to the rate payers of chch
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and [The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
> P the it other operators) in check and prices |Keep prices reasonable and if not aready add some secure bicycle/ebike parking which is monitored P parking chare ” P | don'tuse i, but | am sure that the people that do appreciate it and would hate to
722 Toosharn Haszard change the operating local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
down. So the CBD. dh safe keeping of the bikes. pay more for parking.
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Financial for the counciland rat - revenue from sale v,
723 Peter Graham Sellthe Carpark  [Ratepayers shouldn' be subsidising parking
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organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[Th Impact ftwill have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabiity of short
retai the carparkand [Affordabilityis key to help bring locals i to the ity. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
> How can a carpark not be paying its way? activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
724 Lee Jemison change the operating _[Keep assets Need a balance of both parking and Keep local assets
o Maybe it doesnt need to make a profi,just not a , demand for transport trends, Financial
put ts people first and us this to help bring people in to the city on weekends, holidays the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Other (Please specify)
Retain the carpark and
P The impact itwill in the central city,The availability of short
725 David Litte D parkwill tors honest and help prevent a monopoly forming. parkingin town is
term parkingin the central city
model
Retain th Kand The impact il the centralcit
etain the carparkand < will be controlled it's not always about profit and the other paid parking is ripping kiwis off for what itis. Also free © Impactitwl inthe central
726 Stewart Anderson change the operating Reduced parking ates for EVs. 4. encouraging public transport o Please keep as council and free ev charging
EV charging needs to remain to encourage the right behaviour.
model goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Local businesses and economic activiy (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect etail and
727 Heila Du Plessis Let people of Christchurch buy in as investors by shares usin oo ctivity (e.g., wil reduced parking affect r¢ 'm:m“y No
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
8 Aiaan Bakker e oo [ctearty the optionofseting would immediatety ollow a chanige of model and increase ofpricefofusers,why would you businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
@ mm: "% | sell something when you can do what a new owner would do, and make the profitfor yourselt. pitality Impact peop! mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on
Retain the carparkand | o1 assets Local will reduced parkingaffect retail and
729 Kathryn Jones change the operating. |+ o8
o y foot traffic?)Impact on mobility
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Seling off an asset is never a good idea i the long run. We aren't just thinking a couple years down the track, we are.
Retain the carpark and
lookin at decades. We need to retain places lie these that are a service tothe city.
730 Steven Le Compte change the operating The impact it willhave on parking charges i the central city
- o tomake it even semi be:amuch better option that pawning it off
now.
d [How can th d support a thriving CBD i it doesn't povide parking. Yes parking can be provided by The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on
731 Mike Darnell perating ithout p parking to keep them honest, their charges will o through the roof ocal nomic activity (e.€. will reduced parking affect retail and
model [and this will discourage people from coming into the cbd hospitality foot traffic?)
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and. |1 ely on this Carpark every time | come into the city. It location s perfect for the facilities | want to use, and never have o taffic?)imp peopl mobility
732 Dorothy Jordan change the operating _[any intention of using a Wilson Carpark. | have used it for many years, having moved to Christchurch more than forty  |No challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model vears ago trens g ransport, reducing
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
2. revenue from sale vs.
[The impact fwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The avaitabiity of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
inthe news for y deal with customers.
733 Anthony Rielly P activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot
For example, when their video in- fails anywa
model traffic?) , reducing
emissions, or goals)
[tis 2 good car park and ftwould be sad fo loose 1t
Retain the carpark and shortterm parkingin Impact for (Council could improve efficiency by planning ahead better
734 John Guthrie perating petitionin No b F .6, Glandovey Road was resurfaced last year but now tis being cutupfor  |Keep it
model population grovith and transport trends major pipe work. Surely ifthe pipe work was known about then the resurfacing
could have been delayed unti the pips
[The Impact itwill have on parking charges In the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
local businesses and economic actity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and
piality foot raffic?)mpact b mobility
735 Grant McGill perating |l feel the city needs to retain fees for
i challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.£.
vs.
The impact twil i the central ity Th ofshort
| hate giving money to Wilson's. Whenever we drive into the CBD, we park here for that reason and feel good about not Impact ftwil ! ) i
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic ;
parkand parkingcostis actvity (.. will reduced parking affectretail and hospitalty oot traffic?) Future |11 ot 1o 2 10t Of People hate gving money to Wison's
736 ZackWillams change the operating & e . "carparks", which are typically neglected gravel lots n the CBD IThank you for the consultation.
model ' also like to say that we tend to bike o the CBD demand for P with tons of potholes.
8. encouraging public transport, o
[appealing alternative to cars.
goals) Other (Please specify)
Retainthe carparkand |, iy the ea of sellingit arkin This asset has value to the short term parking in
737 Brennan Hawkins change the operating & parking company P Leave itas itis, it makes profit and lets Council have some control of central city car parking prices. parking
community beyond the financial ROI. (.. encouragin transport, r
Retain the carpark and
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale s,
738 Alan Charles Sowersby Trent change the operating |l thinkwe should continue to own it o no
longoing operating costs)
model
| believe the car park asset should be retained. The car park business however should be sold and
operated beinvolved businessesitis not their
strength nor theirobjectives. Commercial supply and demand willdictate the price of car parking
and pay ve ing. If ©
bie, park outside ofthe city (and walk) then there is asuitable charge for that. For a city wantingto
Belfast Area Residents reduce traffic it makes sense actually, that the car parks are at market rates. In fact, you may even  |Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs. [An independent operator of car parking i a logical solution and the business
739 Charlotte Gavin Chairperson www belfastresidents.org.nz
Association seeth d P filthe car parks up. ongoing operating costs) should be sold.
| believe t i a great asset and investment for our city and should have a sitable rate ofreturn to
reflect its value as a landlord. Collect the income and the cash flow long term without taing a short
term “short cut* that willsimply be absorbed into CCC spending (which has been rather arge lately
and needs o be taxpayers have to ep income lost
from the assets you notfulfil th
Financial Tor the counciland rat - revenue from sale v,
740 Stella Sweney Sellthe Carpark [ The money could be used for more worthwhile actiites eggs low income housing.
Seems lie Itwould be a good d retain the Carpark ahead of the new Ifcost
Retain the carpark and |a concern -raise the pricing? I it were to be sold to another company like Wilson's for example that would be done | Could revise selling again n the future if believed to not be cost effective. But at least give ita go with shortterm parkingin Impact for
741 Bryce Harwood change the operating _[anyway so seems like a no brainer now with the 1dp itwould be_[increased pricing once the stadium opens as It willlikely see an uptick in " F Just see how it goes after a couple years with the stadium open across the foad.
model full every time an eventis on. This could be good income for the council I would rather pa the g population grovith and transport trends
council than I would to a company like Wilson's
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
et the carparkand Leave itasitit may be if there s a large event on at the new stadium offer late night parking for $5.00 [term parking in the central cityPotential impacts on local businesses and economic
> | think the council can keep this asset and atlest it i bringing In some money to the coffers ., don'tsellplease I would  [for the night it would be a safe option for people to walk back to the car park and know there car was.[activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on
742 Janette smith change the operating ! Keep it keepitkeeep it
o be realls cross safe and don't charge and arm and thisa friend helping friend for people with Y for
for once d transport trends,Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (.., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
p Get rd of Wilsons car parkin and manage
743 melinda ward change the operating _[We need to keep some assets n the council. e Gt activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on the citywill afect b u Don'tsellit!!
model v ) for people with : for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The Impact i will have on parking charges in the centralcity, The availabilty of short _|Please don't justfy seling the car park and reducing car
Retain the carpark and term parking In the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic _|parkingin the city based on an ideology that people will be
P [ownership of strat t for societ " will i lLand direct parking ralefty, lallmp! parkingl Y 8y that peap! Councit should retain the car park, operatingit as a profitable business but one
744 William Esson change the operating No activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Future  [forced to used public transport. We do not have an effective
profis to private organisations whowill not reinvest these profitsinto the city [which benefits society by reinvesting the profis locally
model deman for parking given population growth and transport trends,Other (Please [public transport network n ths city and forcing people to use
specity) a poorly d
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
The car park heelchair parking. jghto pullthe
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic Please retain this car park, not alldisabled people can access public transport,
passenger door open fully to alow for transfer rom passenger seat to wheelchair. Too many disabled parks around the
745 Margaret Simpson change the operating activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on and often live too far from their nearest bus stops. They can feel vulnerable while
cityare too narrow and can't be used for this reason. Also the tolets are nearby and it i ideal parking for the riverside
model for people with Y for waiting for a bus
Market, gardens and outdoor events. | use it regularlyto take a disabled friend to events and outings
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short | Wilson's will have a monopoly which willdrive prices up. |
Retain the carpark and § ) [You should be making it park there linked , ie when there s a P parking chiarg 1y, ity poy prices up.
Everyone hates Wilson's. It will make people less kely to come into town and it shortsighted. A3 percent return per erm parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic |want people o crive less but the realty s the public transport
746 Rachel McConnell change the operating game on. hutles between there and other key p like the
[annum in the scheme of things isn't badand it will be needed once the stadium opens activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on [does not support it and for those who live further out theyre
model yellow bus used to do pre earthquake !
for people with Other never going ransport, they need parking. d rath
Financialimplications for the counciland ratepayers (¢.&., revenue from sale vs
747 Stuart KLAING Sellthe Carpark  [The council should not be in the business of providing this type of facilty " payers (e
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The avaitabiity of short
P parking charg v v | thinkwe should encourage cars n the city and to do that
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
there needs to be parking. Parking will be even more of an
748 Dean Currie change the operating _[The city should not sell assets. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future Ifthe decision is made to sell, make sure it isn't to the Wilson's parking burglars.
issuevith the stadium opening. A thriving cty anywhere in the
model demand for parking given population growth and transport rends,Other (Please
world has trafic, congestion and noise.
specity)
Financial implications for the counciland ratepayers (¢ &, revenue from sale vs
749 Jonathan mathias Sellthe Carpark pany already exist in this sp: isnt needed P payers (e
ongoing
Financial for the counciland tevenue from salevs. | Operating a Car Park s well down the Ust o priortes that the.
750 Richard Cocks Sellthe Carpark |So the Council can pay down some debt finally - and start taking some pressure of out of control rates in the city. ! v perating w st of priorit
ongoing Other (Please specify) uncilshould be focused on.
Retain the carpark and [The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts o
inthe carpark and |, \ing fees are high, and an influence to keep them from rising higher is needed to maintain a vibrant inner city, |Run a night market on the top floor once aweek for street food. Use the top floor for gigs, dance Impact ft will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
751 Annabel McAleer change the operating local businesses and economic actvity (e.g. il reduced parkingaffect retail and
which i very important to enjoying living here. parties, fun events or other income generating activites.
model hospitaliy foot trafic?)
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? ouhz . y ¢ o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to considerwhen  |1*
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Potentil (e, willreduced
752 Becky Bulman
v King affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and b d tvity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and | only use the Litchfeld St carpark when visiting the ciy. I that
i Why sell o others, usually o overseas buyers who would most ikely buy the carpark. We need to keep as much as we usinesses and economic activity (e.g, willreduced parking affectretal an v et 8 B the ciy
753 Christine Smith change the operating hospitalty Impact peopl mobilty [was gone orfees were much higher, | would not o into the
can to be owned by NZ, especiallyin thereis atleast a 2
model challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport ciy. Buses are not an option for me.
trends,Other (Please specity)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Possibly convert th nto a Social Superhub - providing all the variety of help & parking Y P How do the surrounding businesses feel about selling it? Maybe all central city
activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
resources to improve food poverty, homelessness, mental health & resilence, businesses should contribute financially to support a free parking building -
750 Kenn Poulsen Sellthe Carpark |reduce CCC debt & manage more profitable businesses elsewhere. demand for transport
etc. What s needed i a powerful community action group to deliver better social outcomes for P o o (with srict time limits)2- Afte al - the city car parking chargings directly
deprived people ging, ) A
sustainabilty goals),Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g..
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Financial mplications for the council and ratepayers (.., fevente fom sale s,
755 atison ford Sellthe Carpark [Nt a strategic asset when we want people to bike or take public transport ti city centre oo P payers (e
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
arking afect retail and hospitality foot traffc?) Impact on accessibilty for people
756 Frances Palmer Sellthe Carpark |Investin 2 thereby needing car parking. | don't know the central city well enough. parking praiy P wg peop!
transpor, y goals)
fit the profile ofvisitors to the city kely to spend
parkand [c: parkis the bestin C! , it sold to another organisation | think the quality would go
money (.. those shopping, going to entertainment, dining out, etc) and to charge more for thosePotential (e.g. il reduced
757 Emma Dyer perating |down. H e, well i, and well is important, especially for women and
that are usingit for work and therefore could be making better use o carpooling, publictransport,  [parkingaffect retail and hospitaliy foot traffic?)
model vulnerable people attending events at ight inthe city.
cycling, walking, scooters.
The impact twil inthe central city,Th ofshort
Retain the carpark and pactitwd " [EXCELLENT LOCATION FOR PUBLIC TO PARK AT A REASONABLE COST WHILST
[CCC OWNED CAR PARKS ARE WELL MAINTAINED AND ECONOMICAL TO USE. GREAT LOCATION IN LICHFIELD term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
7% CLENYS BROWNE change the ODETAliNE  |Srocer. PRIVATE OWNERSHIP WOULD SEE ONE LESS ASSET THE CCC OWNS FORTHE FUTURE OF CHRISTCHURCH. activity(e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitalty foot raffic?) Future: PATRONSING CENTRAL GITY BUSINESS OPERATORS. | REFUSETO PAY PRIVATE
model " VisE. parking pratty ! (CAR PARK FEES AND NEVER PARKIN THEIR CAR PARKS.
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
759 Laura Kenny change the operating _[Cant selloff assets just cos!! Make it pay its way, if you sl it someone else will make it pay so why cant the council traffic?), for d
model ransport trends,Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue.
from sale vs
Retain the carpark and The impact twillhave on parking charges in the central cityThe availabilty of short
P Ifitis sold the prices willincrease drastically. P parking charg v v
760 Caroline Marshall change the operating term parkin in the central ity Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
model (... revenue from salevs.
Retain the carpark and
Ifnot already, consider offering day-long of longer-term parking at full commercial rates, leaving | The impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
761 Boyd Kedzlie change the operating [Retain this Council asset to provide a viabl for
i short term/high turn-over parking cheaper for central city visitors. for people with disabilities or mobilty challenges
Retain the carpark and
> Because selling good assets is wrong and you can just raise the prices. Its the main carpark for the court and it
762 Vincent Reilly change the operating ° ‘ Don'tsellit.
. shouldrit be put into private ownership. I have to pay Wilson's just to g0 o court that wil be very disappointing.
There's a decent amount of competition i the car parking market between on street, Mainland and Wilson's (and
) Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs.
763 Robert Fletcher Sellthe Carpark suchthat I'm not Given tha, | don't see why it i, definitelytry to get the best return possible on the asset.
ongoing operating costs)
should be in the business of commercial car park buildings.
Financial mplications for the council and ratepayers (.., fevente fom sale s,
764 Marty Black Sellthe Carpark |Put's more money into Council thus saving rate payers, oo P payers (e g
Lichfield Carpark s n a great location, and should be retained by CCC with a smallprice increase - L., maximurm daily
fee of $17-18. Other parks which are pr e the Wilson's West End Carpark) are
P I have paid up fora single day of parking, and there s a sk that this will
ifLichfieldis sold t
Myself and many of my colleagues make an effort to use CCC owned parking buildings as it means our parking fees go
Retain the carpark and | Y of my calleagl ° parking & parking fees g [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
towards the city,rather than a company's profits -t s nice to know our money is going to a g0od place o the days
765 Olvia Robertson change the operating No other deas other than those set out above. parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the.
where bussing or bikingis not possible.
madel counciland revenue from salevs.
Lichfield car parkwillalso p tthe stadium, and option to modify
parking fees (reasonably) for these events, .., a fixed fee of $20 for the night.
From an assets perspective, I think it is important to hold on to Council owned assets - especially where they are
generating areturn
Retain the carpark and_[The private car park owners are absolutely terible and ot concerned at all with the inerests of Christchurch residents.
766 Felicity Boyd D I y touse the Lichfield car parking building any time ' parkingnt he central city specifically The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model because itis CCC owned.
Retain the carpark and
767 Daniele Korevaar change the operating _[Prefer council/public ownership of assets, happy to accept higher prices for parking. shortterm parkingin NA
model
Retain the carpark and
768 Hannah Goslin change the operating  |Itimportant that the Council of inner | The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carparkand | oo\ e siverware. term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
769 isee change the operating parking, Availabiltyfor events eg Markets. parking AP peop!
- Itcan never be replaced and is very short sighted y . for population growth and transport
trends
Retain the carpark and The impact twill have on parking charges In the central city,Impact on accessibilty
770 Arthur Gordon-Wright change the operating 1 think it's a public good, and the council should maintain a stake in how it operates for people (g
model ransport, or goals)
| prefer holding on to an asset that n rates. | prefer using the council
Retain the carpark and | & P &
(owned car parks, knowing that my money Lasset, which may result inother The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
771 Angela Fenemor change the operating
oy areas. This is a long-term asset management and funding ssue, and should be viewed accordingly,rather than selling term parkingin the central city
off an asset for some quick wins (in terms of redeploying funding to other ventures).
Too many Wislon carparks in the ciy, that overcharge its hard
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city Impact on accessibility town at forthose Onslow Kept it a5 2 CCC asset, many of us ratepayers use i, 5o 's a good asset to town. So
7 Elaine Dunlop Option 1 retain enough with the cost of iving to park reasonably i town for a
for peop ot income and with disabilties it returs 3% a least ts not losing money.
visit with family.
Short term parking in Impact
773 Lois Witte. Sell the Carpark [ To me the money could better be spent on important projects. . s
opulation growth and transporttrends,Financial implications for the council and
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongs
have arking prices it e be
Retain the carpark and parng prices e The impact itwill in the central city,The availability o short
nigher than council parks.Prvate tooperateinaway
774 Maria Penny change the operating ot P, term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
madel mobility challenges
dvocate for is important for of residents. 1y chaliengs
Retain the carpark and Shortterm parking in Potential
775 Jane Goodey change the operating _[I'd rather help fund the council than an international parkin company. I's a Christchurch asset. No businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and Don'tsellit.s
modet nospitality foot trafic?)
Reainthe carparkand  [We need t kep assets n New Zealand hands and this helps 1 have an nfluence n parkngprices. CRANGINGINS |\ oo ettothe The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty Longterm that stay in council hands for
776 Alisa Pedersen P ook better and provide returns that can be used i the coming years. Selling y : for peopl Financial the the economic health of the council,we can't rely on ates alone and passive
commercial level the council would like, it's not ke it's makinga loss, so why sell.
model assets is avery shortterm g: \eading to further problems down the foad. council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) income from assets s important. Longterm thinking over short term gains.
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
Coutd be a good reliable longterm source ofincome for the Council,and gives greater control to Councilover parking in businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
77 Spencer Beasley change the operating |1 Change nto high density city apartments, i feasible, as part of the central city cac oty
nospitality mp: peop
model
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and “Increase the parking charges
778 Nicholas Latham change the operating |l its profitable, keep the asset and retain the profits. - Abilty to payvia phone Other (Please specify) Future income
model - Charge for EV charging
The mpact il T the centralcity, T Srshort
parkand |1 that Wilson's will get hold of it and totallyrip people oftwith exorbitant fees and a term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
IThe bike parking s very important to me although it needs improvingn terms of
779 Jitian oetgen change the operating | model of making it close to impossible to challenge them when they get it wrong Working with inner ity businesses to ffer customer parking activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?), Financial orsoor oty
model 1 am also concerned that the bike park would go the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
i Keeps fees set by concil The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
780 Georgina andrew change the operating
e Too much private company parkingin the city centre already and they charge too much parking given population growth and transport trends.
The mpact il nthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and ) parking 1y, P | think it's hugely important that this car park i retained, as its highly beneficial
| think t's important for the council to keep 1 as this, with the potentia for activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future )
781 Soraya Nicholas change the operating to many central city businesses. I is private, there is no controlover future:
parking charges and also in capital growth demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
model charges or retaining it as a carpark building.
the counciland rat ue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
. ey Hesley Selthe Carpark_|79"1420the number of carpar spaces dos NOT decreaseor become unaffordabie | agtee o/t butnofsoldto o activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on o
witson's for people with Y for
parking gven population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
Council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
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Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of

Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for

Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors

Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the

Submission ID Name Organisation L Address Why do you prefer this option? e N - . . Other (Please specify ou believe are most important for the Council to consider when N
E organisation prefer? JeDE & the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? ( ecity) PR LEREY Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
This asset serves both Riverside, Oxford Tce, the hospital and central city along vith providing parking for both the The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potentialimpacts on
Retain the carpark and P 1y along with providing parking |A parking subscription model could be worth investigating. P parking cnare v P
Justice Precinct and corporates in the area. Localb " ic activity (e.g., will flect retailand
783 Shaun Coates change the operating This would allow for for high frequency daval
o (Given the potentiat impacts of d poor ctices | pialiy Impacton peopl mobilty
of private carpark nearby, tis imperitve this asset be retained and continues to be managed by the council - challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
for Transport
Retain the carpark and rend reducing I believe fyou sell this carpark will become very expensive given its proximity to
784 LizKevey change the operating || use this car for all day forwork. Make night time rates a bit more expensive transport, ¥ P Y expt prokimity’
emissions, or goals) Fi forthe council and Riverside
model
2. revenue from sale vs
shortterm parkingin Potential twice
businesses and economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and a week parking is expensive and a nightmare. We have no public revenue for the
785 Toni Early Keeping it as parking s a huge problem (s parking paring s exp ¢ P Y
piality foot rafic?) for population growth and ption so have to drive. Please consider thatthe ciy is used by ots of other [councilf managed correctly
people besides the cec ratepayers
The councilis very unlikely o be commercialrate of
buildings in the central city,of which the council owns two, the councilis notin  position to raise prices and expect
other forthe council its market share. It is possible that the council
raising it prices willsimply result inless market sh ! y
Private sector carpark owners may be able to offset losses from carpark ownership through tax provisions the council
doesn'thave access t. This could mean the private sectori in a better position than the councilto own and operate
shortterm parkingin utu for parking Revene from a ybe used to either pay orto
carparkfac y imilar parking
788 Gavin Thomas Sellthe Carpark I ransport trends, Financial the council s and visitrs (only if there s a
v and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) compelling reason to fund from this source rather than debt).
h The council does not need to own a parking buiding o
flcient rers and shoppers/visitor ay.
poli through incentivizing th
ttemati city other than ehicles. With new
forms of ransport such the coming 20 years or own a facility that
supports a continuation of single occupant vehicle use.
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
787 John Burnell P pavers (e
Retain the carpark and ays andthe
P industry monopoly Wilsons. 100% carpark operated by CCC. If CCC can'trun a parking building with 800 carparks to ear 6-7% v
788 Gary Barber change the operating The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city carpark s a balance of encouraging patrons into the city centre and
We will never use a Wilsons carpark. yield on the property investment, then CCC shouldn't be running the City.
model pricing verse monopoly option.
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
parkand [Ithink y Iusethe Lchfeld Carpark everytme  come. | o iy, here et o term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
780 Barbara Price change the operating _[into town as tis a good central location. & Icanrest, M . > activty (e, will educed parking afect retail and hospitaltyfoot traific?)impact on
model aist problem for me, as for people with disabil Y for
parking given population growth and transporttrends
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parking n the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
activty (e, will educed parking afect retail and hospitaltyfoot traific?)Impact on
790 John McGoldrick Sellthe Carpark for other uses. No; keep as a car park y(es parking piatity ) p'm 0n going maintenance costs
for people with y
ransport trends,Financial forthe
counciland ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it willhave on parking charges inthe central cit,The availabily of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
s To maintain an affordable parking option in the city for residents. The CBD needs to accessible for all residents and if we parking| . P
791 Elzabeth McGougan change the operating activty (., will reduced parking afect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?)Impact on
loose this car park, then parking cost willrise.
madel for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends
This car « BD & to attract users ts imperitive o keep parking fees as
possible. This cy.
(Gouncil ownership will ensure control over partking e rates which should'nt be totally profit driven. Currently the car
g parking a v The impact itwill in the central city,The availability of short
K soitisnota the long term willcan achi benelitfor the future.
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
Seling this assett il likely resultin parking fees increasing & n turn create a deterrent to use the facilty.
792 Ray Button change the operating activty (., will educed parking afect retail and hospitalty foot traific?)impact on
The shortterm gain from selling el
model for people with disabilt ! for
| amretired & often use the Lichfeld car park but i parking fees were to
parking given population growth and transport trends.
reconsider usingit.
et the carparkand The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
s We won't have controlof parking prices and ifwe do sl the Carpark then itwill be un by a certain company from Hong term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local busi d economic
798 Aaron Comwall change the operating No
e Kong who most people detest. activty (.., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?),Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends.
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,The availabilty of short
parkand tswil term profi, them will provide profit over a long The Council should consider the long term impacts of parking fees being given to other parking
term parkingin the central city,Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging It does not make sense that selling the building would reduce parking supply, as a
708 Ariel Waldron perating _[timeframe. is one of the only cheaper options that competes with Wilson's parking and Parking. companies, as this will not benefit the local economy and ratepayers willno longer benefit fom the
reducing emissions, or Financialimplications parking operator is the most likely purchaser.
model , and I would rather th d keep it n the local economy. asset.
forth Land ratepayers (e.8.,
et e camancana The impact itwill have on parking charges in the central cit,Potential impacts on
long term car parks forinner city dwellers with no car park n their apartment building. Also more of [iocal g il flect retailand Iike to pay for parking in the CBD and know that the money | pay s goingto the
795 Emma Bradley change the operating [to keep the asset and income for the CCC e P v P P © o8 payior parking VIpayisgong
the share car options like mevo. pitalit foot traffic2),Fi forthe council u
model
revenu
d [The Lichfield Carpark artor and itvital that h o ensure far [The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on (Auckiand council (AT ransport) run and operated a car park i the CBD next o
ehii L Y i Ureair |y o car park doesn't need to remain open 24/7 and to save on cost reducing hours could help. Eg Impact t will have on parking charges raley, lallmp: u uncil (AT transport) ru per rparki X
796 William Wratten-Anderson change the operating _|parking. A 3% feturn to s small but jven the car park's social tothe oo o Wetnendy oot 100 ocat b d (e.g.wil tretailand private car parks. The price difference is extreme the council oy breaks even. ~|Keep the price reasonable
model city pricing. v v P hospitalityfoot trafic?) The benefits for the CBD are the main reason it remains.
Seliingthe carpark vill most likely resultin Wilsons buying it - which will lead to more expensive fees, all goingto a
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,mpact on accessibilty
retainthe carparkand instead of COC. Asa ,1paid park carpark for THREE o e
P HOURS. Selling the carpark wil give a short term cash boost butin the long term it will be a significant loss to the pecpl Y &
797 Natalie Brannigan change the operating wansport, v goals), Financial ying-up ison:
community. I not opposed o cutting down on carparks in the central city overall, as the less cars the better, but while
madel o e b the counciland rat from sale vs. ongoing
operating costs),Other (Please specify)
which benefits the community
I think i have said it al in the above. | stil el the Council should be pushing
their bus services. Also look nto an expresstrain sevice from outying areas.
Use these services to bring in fundingto Council. People are more aware of
Extend the train
nd tram service Have a weekly or monthly ticketfortain or tram services. I
touse t,this would bring In
encouraging publi ,reducing worked bilantly in Cape Town we all took the train into Cape Town on a weekly
revenue to Council by having fuller busses. Council should get
lftthe area i it the eastlooks so run down and has ~[No'sellt. Almost all other parking around town dosnit belong to council, so why would council what [emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and or monthlyticket, there was a breakfast cartiage in the morning on the 7am
798 CatCounsell Sellthe Carpark 1id of all car parking in City Central. Forcing the use of busses
been sorely neglected by council 0 hold on o this carpark? revenue from sale s, Other (Please rain and it became a rinks service on the 5.30pm. Itwas always packed and
would become a more workable solution. Think of the number
specity) o busy. Think outside the box. You have access to these services so use them,
make car parking expensive or get rd of it from cental ity o encourage people
o bus or train. Wit the new stadium opening you could have tikets for getting
into town for events. Can you even see the possibiltes you have for turing bus
and tain tave nto the way to get to and from work each day.and be putting
money nto the councils coffers
The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking chare v P
(Othenwise Wilson Parking or some other organisation willtake over, increase prices, get vehicles towed / fined etc ke \ I " ic activity (e.g., will flect retailand
799 Diane Singleton change the operating ;
e Itis making an assetis sold it can't make anymore money. pialiy Impacton peopl mobilty
challenges,Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
B t the cty desperately needst th dthe local ot that
jecause s a service the cty desperately needs to support business and the local econom. ltls a service tha The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,The availabilty of short | doubt the accuracy o figures relating am sure any lors are in power for a y shorttime and tomakea
(Council has provided for over 60 o provide tothe people of Canterbury. With the car park
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic costs of the rebuild that were not covered b \asting mark. pop
only a coupte of bocks from both the Hospital and the Stadium it would be incrediby irresponsible o allow the parking
800 Warwick Harris change the operating Bring th yup & atthe exits. activty (.., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traific?)impact on spread out over x amount ofyears so that the ongoing revenue would il continue to grow and will need this nfrastructure to be retained to provide
to be controlled by any other entty than the council. f council then they
model for people with Y for comfortably cover costs. Retaining the car parkwill not cause any pressure on[service before profit and o put profits back into the local economy not send them
city wide parking prices. If sold twould allow Wilson Parking to have a monopoly over the parking and would possibly
parking given population growth and transport trends ratepayers, soto sell for short term gain makes no sense whatsoever. overseas.
be i breach of commerce commission rules on competition.
Retain the carparkand 1 donot believe model The staff any  [Theimpactitwil in the central city,The availabilty o short [Without the councit ownership the price ofcity parking wilskyrocket and make the
w01 ey e corbarkon. | hiscounctprovige tothe local economy. that CCC keep ownership and operation of s ! Alfor example. does need o [term parking n the central city,Impact on accessibily for people with disabilies or It was sold that sends the message to potential investors that the council has |central city a much Pt the ity n
¥ing # - "8 |ihe carpark to keep out foreign companies like Wilson Parking. with paywave at the exit and to be able to park y . for population growth and transport no confidence in the economic growth of the city. ifthereis priced
without having to hold on to a ticketall day would also be good. trends parking  will avoid the cty completely.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
\Whit it s important to encourage public transport usage privatizing public
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and parking s not a oo way 1o do ths as parking is needed for peaple who for
Selling the carpark o a pivate organization does not have the best interest of Christchurch cit dasthe  |Make orfirst hourfree tobetter comp also for people with Y for
802 Layta Willows change the operating whatever reason cannot realisticaly use public transportation,if the ichfield
decision should on lchfietd and bring in more profits forthe council wansport
madel parking buildingi to be sold to a private organization it would only be fai to
(e.g.,encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
investin improvements in Christchurch public transport
oals) Financial ) 5.
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retai the carpark and
& It currently making a profit once i’ sold, i's sold and can't be bought back o used for any other purpose. Ifi's not Financial for the counciland rat revenue from sale s,
803 David Gardner change the operating raise the cost o parkingthere.

model

making enough profit, raise the cost of parking.

ongoing operating costs)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " Zhs _y - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation e Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when |
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and
P Itis a City asset to be used to promote theto use CBDand to to have a City Centre. Potential (
804 Peter Bradshaw change the operating Build more similar structures in the City
paring affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
model
netain the carparkand|AC1OUEN s claimed tht the asset does not offer an adequate commercial eturn, thiscar parkis a very wel shortterm parkingin Potential onle
> isanassettoall the 1am sure that businesses and economic activty (e.€., will reduced parking affect retail and
805 Keith Adams change the operating
e Wilsons parking are salivating at the prospect of picking this location p. They have plenty of other gravel pts around y foot raffc?), for population growth and
the city to make their abscene profis. Keep this one in Council ownership. Thank you. transport trends
By Kbuilding, heaper than the market price, at
peopl todrive into town. Thi tihe Council andis
itis opposite the bus exch
” v PP impact on accessibiliy for people with disabilities or mobility
hall
806 Peter Galbraith Sellthe Carpark [ believe the city council should retain ownership of STRATEGIC assets, such as the airport, Lytelton Port, and Enable. | Could you lease the building, and retain ownership of the land? o —
Car parking is not a strategic asset, should sell all it Kland, and let the market set the parking N e rom o oo forth
rate. Al public streets in the central city should also be paid parking, and the price should be set ata price that
% . sothat parkingis required. There should also be more provision of
disabled paring for those that need to drive.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingn the central cty,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
ity (e.6., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),mpact
Retain the carpark and [I¢ll end up being sold to Wilsons and the money will o offshore or at least away from the city. They have a reputation of L (6., Wil reduced parking atec el and hospralty (1 vt e
807 Dan Heaphy perating  upkept carparks. it get a bit of money right now but loses an income o peop -
model steam for years to come. ransport
(e.¢. encouraging 3 or
goats) Financial the council
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Short term parking in Potential
parkingin pecially with theatres
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
| feel it is important that the council run car parking n the city and not private companies who are only out for profit and to be safe for all people. Many come into the
808 Ann MeLeod change the operating pitality t peop mobility once sold costs o
ot the welfare of the users of the car parks. city who v in rural Canterbury and need their cars to get
model challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport o
Selling the Lichfield Carp: negatively impact in the CBD and cannot
realistically use public ransport, cycle, or walk. There are valid reasons for this, including:
Parents who need quick access to their vehicle for childcare responsibilis.
People with mobility challenges who rely on accessible parking.
Individuals with mental health concerns who feel safer raveling in their own vehicl.
Those with time constraints, for whom driving s often faster than public transport—especialy for residents outside the
cityor in areas with limited bus routes.
Workers with rregular shitts or late-night hours, where publictransport is not a viable option due to limited service
times.
| speak from personal experience as of a toddler who attends d thecity. L
Retain the carpark and
centre, | cannot bus, bike, orwalk due to time constraints. Once my child starts school, this may change, and | hope to [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
809 Sarah Thompson change the operating
gt y. But for now, parkingls essential for me and many others in similar for people with disabilities or mobilty challenges
situations.
(Council must consider : atime ofrising. Everythingis
increasing - including parking costs. Currently, $16.50 s manageable, but some parking buildings are charging $21 or
more. That's the cost of a home-Cooked meal.
Retaining Lichfield Carpark allows Councilto central cty parking d
affordabilty for those who need it most. Selling this asset would reduce that influence and ikely lead to higher costs,
" harder for peopl y struggling.
taluxury - itis anecessity for options. Ratepayer capital
benefit . not just financial returns.
Please take these community needs nto account when making your decision.
use the Carpark 2x per week when | need to bring a car, and the bicycle park
it underneat for itis to me from a ethical point
810 Karen Manson Other (Please specify) Companies profiting offcar-parking, when thereisaneed |of view that  only pay money to CCC for them to make a profit, not a Please don'tsell ittt
sometimes for people o drive. commercial private entity. It is unavoidable that | need to bring the car for work
purposes a couple for times a week
There are already good car parking buildings n ths are. Reuse the money on the other side of the square.. The Council believes that people will move from for transport trends,Financial  |Comment before that the city is well served with parking
811 Joan Blatehford Sellthe Carpark ~[Sell totund a car park use of people using the Central library and allthe d I dontt Anew parking the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing options in around Lichfield Street so sl it and use the money |See above. But this could be a public private partnership.
the theatres in Gloucester and Armagh Streets. thatit could be converted to another type of use when we have  arless city! operating costs) Other (Please specify) o build another one on the north side of the square.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and While it s wise to have financial targets for the car park, I think that these should be given less weight
Ifallof our lowed o there will be no way to combat ave finan term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
812 Matt Coulthard change the operating p he ‘service by the structure. Yes, it should pay for itsel, but pice
increases activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
model increases to keep up with the marketare not something I'd be proud of as a rate payer. i
for peopl
The impact twil i the centralcity,The availabilty of short
Fetain the carpark.and term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
813 Peter E Ingham perating |t jth E parking " paring given poputation &
e and transport rends,Environmental considerations e.g., encouraging public
transport, or
The impact twill in the central city,The availability o short
Retain the carpark and
oftering pfloors. ging parks to higher loors and charge [term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
814 JoSanott P | would y needs rather than P No
B more forthis service. Introduce earty bird parking, but again limit to higher floors. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
for people with disabilt
Parking in the cityis important to all residents of disitors. It is ¢ togetapark
o .coc town, shop local iy,
however, are also making it unbearable to do so atthe same time.
Passing one of our major parking spaces onto a competing company such as Wilsons means we are allowing a company
rom China (whose chairman was accused with corruption charges) to continue to make revenue from our community.
netain the corparkand The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
o5 sronte Barver e et oo |ts ot fairto ourcommunity. There are atready 67 Wison paring” pots inour cityalone, forthem o some other  [Keep s acarpark withreasonable costs. ear that f CCC oose thiscarpark, we loose any ntegity [term parking i the central city,Potentialimpacts o local busineses and economic
e 11 oner B lcompany outsice o the CCC to gain conrot of anather cental tridiculous. EspeciallyjustasTe  [of thecity. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot taffic?), Future
Kaha s about to be completed. Event parking could be controlled at a respectul cost but also a sight revenue gain demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
(commonin Atthough cup over selective periods, | would also
appreciate the funds going into our Local Gty Councilrather than an offshore account that does noting for our ity
(halfthe parks are rubble (and).
The only reason the CCC would consider the sell, s if they know the buildingis not up to code and dontwant to deal
with follow ata cost,therefor transparent.
[The mpact itwil fdngch the centralcity,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and  [The carpark is making money. The fact that the profitis ower than other council assets is irelevant. It s a social service o ping 1 hecomt e e o prking e popution gt he fact that it is making less profitthan someone has decreed should not be
816 Kevin Bennett perating [and any money it betterin the hands of the councilthan Wilson or Maintand Parking and can be used for the [No ISR ParKIE Even popuation ven a consideration. Personally would rather park in a council carpark than in Dot sellit
model betterment of the city P 5 2 private carpark such as Wilson Parking
revenu
A relable income source s valuable, put up the prices, change the parking mixto enhance profitabilty and be grateful
for  reliable income source. Lichiield car park provides the best parking for central shopping precinct and Riverside,
including fo the elderly and their drivers. ' happy to pay more for this service. Christchurch City Council (CCC)
lease take roviding car parks CC has allowed nigh g
s providing car ¢ The impact twil in the central city,The availability o short
o car parks. We have the stadium, toopen.
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic [It phrase the above ‘Financial
the demand for parks, which CCC should take direct responsibiliy for, not subbing out to private providers.
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g., will reduced retail and hospitality 2)Impact on for the council and revenuefor  [Providing adequate parking in the central ity is essential o L car parkis a cash cow. . Promote the car park as a profit maker that
well known for igh prices parking, prices, to maintain profitabily. Review bike parking, disabled !
817 Megan Virtue change the operating for people with disabilt Y for [the council ).CCChas  [Thi remain in direct control of |provid for longterm reliable valuable
and harsh penaties. CCC still has an obligation to support the central city and retain direct control o the amenitis, for [parking, EV parking to ensure the mixis right.
model epayers transport that Lichfield s profitable. Surelythis means [the CCC than a quick buck sell off
.8, encouraging public ransport,reducing emissions, o sustainabillty goals),Other [the operat
Statingthat the car park ‘s an asset that may face future demand challenges' i vague and unsubstantiated. It s likely o enc w:) g P ing emi inabilty goals), P
toace increased demand challenges for the reasons | outlined above, ( P
alive, ik d, a city known for . limplore CCC
ot to go down th fordabl ble, keep your p and retain
cashflow to fund other capital infrastructure.
ot T ;
Retaining the asset and reducing the prices for short term parking for shopping..and ADVERTISING those cheaper prices
should keep operators nearby in check
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short otselof assets
Ifitwa such a good ideato sell assets or shares in CCC enterprises does EVERY Government not sell Christchurch  |Keep it asitis term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic .
Retain the carpark and (Get the govt to gt their 25% controlling holdingin the CHCH Alrportif its such a
[Airport shares and get rd of their holdings....and CONTROL?2? advertise itwell; activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Future  [Tellthe Govt o gfttheir 25% holdingn the CHCH airport to
818 John Smith change the operating Keeping the big operators of carparks In check re pricing. go0d dea to sell off assets...money where your mouth .
0 back to the issue of 1 hour free parking on production of a tagissued and paid for by a store demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial the City Councilifit's such a good idea to sl off assts..
because CHCH airport would take over being the premiere airport in NZ...nad the Auckland tstand that toget into that chaotic cityarea... the council and rat from sale vs. ongoing
s sthep s e & v e oing Look at who s fostering ths "sale"...there will be deals being done in closed rooms.
thougnt. operating costs),Other (Please specify)
S0doittoth 1. L and keep their prices the same to
compete.
c Toperat Free up finances (o p: and o ofthis Financial Tor the council and ra evenue from sale vs.
819 Anne Lobb Sellthe Carpark reeue g " Ino e counct e v
lovely city. ongoing
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
. o Your role in the Which option do you - Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ) SIGAIEEE g ) Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation e Address (Why do you prefer this option? Pwor : N . o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when |
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[AS you've outlined, it doesn't make enough of  return for Council o retain it and treally isn't Core Council business to
) Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport,reducing
820 Haidee Scott Sellthe Carpark  |run a car park. I not keen for my rates to go towards it. It makes more sense to selt to someone who can putin the
emissions, or sustainability goals)
time and effort to get a beter retur.
The impact twil i the central city,The availabilty of short
821 RexGibson option 1 i fine with me term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth eting car Witson's thatissue WeBaLCKELS oy it very han
@ parking h paring given poputarion brings the CCC into disrepute ryhandy
and transport trends
short term parkingin
., encouragin
822 MATTHEW HANSON (o5 o Prefer d d to sell
goats),Financial the council 2
vs.
Retain the carpark and || am against selling the carpark feeswillbe un thecoc another The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short osing
823 marcus P d an asset. pany are likely sell t Ifyou're short on money lease it term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic et i DONTDO IT!!!
model the ciy. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?) :
Retain the carpark and
Ifitis o be sold, please do not sell to Wilson's, and preferably to a ocal, or a least NZ owned Ifthe council retains the building, 'm ok with a pricing review to achieve
824 Russell Grant change the operating | Council control shortterm parkingin
operator. acceptable returns.
del
Retai the carparkand [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabiliy of short
> [Atleastit's making a profit. | don't see what the problem isthat prompted this consultation. The car [term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
825 Nicholas Allen and fees charged for the car park remain within the people.
odm parkis a service to the community. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality ot traffic?),Impact on
for people with
Shortterm parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
. businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parkingaffect retail and
826 Kerry Du Pont change the operating I’ better knowing it i n local hands. It makes s feel that the city is providing services to the population. It doing pretty wellas itis, ut it i very expensive for short-term parking. .
modet o )
transport rend
retainthe corparkand The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
> Important for CHCH to keepts assets, ths carpark has the most compefitive pricing out o al the other carparks and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
827 Aimee Wright change the operating
o [don'twant to see it being hiked up. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport rends.
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and nospitaliy foot trafic?), for
Because the profits would be retained by the Council. Nobady, including me, wants profits o g0 to others when Havine CCC owned parking in the CBD will b good for the
828 Mariyn Yurjevich change the operating Never sell anything else to Wilsons! transport encouraging public transport No. It must be retained by the ratepayers.
eeping them can contribute towards rates reduction local businesses.
model o goals), forthe council and
revenue from sale vs. Other (Please
specity)
[The impact il have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and
term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
829 Jason Nolan perating |Keep the tax payer by More electric charging spots, o e e
model the &
revenu
Retain the carpark and
. encouraging publi ,reducing
830 David Dewar change the operating _[Believe CCC should hold ths assist no no
emissions, or sustainability goals)
model
[T mpact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on lacal b d economic _|Although | agree that
parking| Y ‘ [One thing | ove about central Christehurch is that | always know that | can get
d [councit Itravel ayoung baby and asit's activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impacton [important transportisn't uitable. For
there and park if driving), which means I'm confident t's an easy tip. I this
831 Leonie Collins change the operating |consistent, reliable and central. The pricingis much than elsewherein for people with y for  [example, we have a sixmonth old baby and we usually go'to e e atraction ot | ove how centralitis and how accessible t s toall the shops, cafes etc
model the city. If it were sold, the pricing would go through the roof. parking given population growth and transport trends, Financia forthe  [townwith whereusing | e oA, . mingin
Council and 8. revenue from sale s, Other  {public transport woul “ v
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
Retainthe carpark and I feel ts best the council to k ts. The profit they be used to benefit it parking| raleity, allmp: us! !
activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
832 Chris Ross-Smith change the operating [to selli understand the funds would also be used to fund the community, but that would be a one off gain. The profit
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial
model from the assets are ongoing.
the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Retain the carpark and pact itwl
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
833 AnnaKoster change the operating |Better o keep gback thana private (p Fixed cost for multiple hours when you have stayed for a certain length of time.
o activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
for people with disabilt
@ lications above as "revenue from
| suggest alonger-term strategy of investing in public and active transport to reduce future need for satovs o " o
| prefer to keep this asset in publi \ d provide CCC with greater | parkingnthe city. Ifthis s successful, and CCC retains ownership of this carpark, then this will o
reasons why ths carpark can't generate revenue for CCC and therefore
parkand [controlover parking the city, for ofthis area i the future. Once thas [present repurposing this vital central ciy area could be morefar [ The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
financial implications are important, but not for the reasons stated. Similarly,
834 Rob perating [been sold there will @ both n terms of l0ss of potential future income a any nai by sellingit now. Once o peop 8. against
model and loss of public control over ritical nfrastructure. In my view, this area i too important to the cityto allowthisto|sold, be lost forever. Perhap: transport, v goals) &
changes intransport choices that could be realised vith greater investment in
happen. Leasing it for a fixed period, but .
blic and active transport, funded by parking
s that would allow continued revenue generation and control over fees and pricin.
from CCC owned carparks.
[The impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and The Council does not need to own all car parking, but needs to own a selected fewin strategic city  [term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
Ifthe Councils stiving y centre, then car toolthat can be used to assistin
835 Leslie Hill change the operating locations to drive inner ity growth. Overtime i a strategy succeeds and critical mass is achieved, |activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?)Future [Fits with an inner city growth/development strategy.
achieving such a trategy.. fin private hands, more difficult o involve parking into any such strategy.
model then car parks could then be sold off. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please
specity)
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabiity of short
etains an assett but ikely prevent spricing to soar o high, as | suspect i it were privatised the pricing would need a
836 Findley Watt change the operating term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
significant increase as that ROl is shocking
model and transport rends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local b \d economic Please don't sell it. Wilsons has too much hold in the city and their fees are
| use this car park a ot. | have used others around the city and much prefer this one. It is not Wilson owned whichis a
837 Marene Dawson changethe operating | **° 1" With the new stadium opening next year will bring in extra revenue for sure. activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on becoming exorbitant. The stadium will bring in extra revenue for sure and itis so
model e plLs. for people with : for handyto everything n the city.
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Impact peop Future
Retain the carpark and demand for transport
838 Vanessa Preston change the operating 1 think itis important to hang on o the city's assets and avoid selling them for short term gain. . encouraging public transport o
del goals),Financial forthe council
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[like that th ity guard there 2477, Inave been &
[The impact it wilt have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short | < hat thereis a security guard there ave beento
Retain the carpark and other parking buildings and there's no security and it just
Because itis more use to people as a councilcar park than a Wilson Parking car park. Itis better fo the profits o be term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or P Ifit was ticketless that would be beter for the environment. Maybe some Itis avery good service that the council provide, and it would be terrible shame to
839 Lisa Platt change the operating o sell it would be to ip of the people of Christchurch / Canterbury. doesn't feel safe. | much prefer using the council carpark as
spent paying for the general fund for payers. y ges,Financial 1 chargeable EV parks, Paywave at the exit? lose that service.
model Parking send alltheir
Other
prof
The impact twil inthe central city Th of short
Retain the carpark and || always use this car park when | come to Christchurch, always have. 1will continue to use this car park as longasit | Council must retain the carpark so that Wilson Parking do not get the monopoly on car parks in Impact itwil ! ) " | he city has changed so much it terrif into o y helpful, as people on the end of
term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilties or Itis a service | have gratefully used albeit irregularly since | got my first car in the
840 Helen Cholmondeley change the operating |belongs o the council. 1will ot support Wilson Parking and strongly believe they should not be allowed to operate as ~[Chch. allowed to . with Councilstaying in parking . e central Cheh, | am so gratefulLchfield car parkis silinthe [t itercoms that have hetped me on mre than one occasion with using the |19 20
model extensively as they do. this s a duopoly on parkingin Chch. | don't want to have to pay $20 an hour to park. y the cou £ same place which | can find easily. pay machines.
1 would like t0 See electrc cars paying for the charging that they se while using the carpark. Close
Retain the carpark and the public tolets as there is a lot maintained required. At nght, from Level 4 to 8 - turn the parameter
Anonymous (verified by
841 N rment) change the operating lights around so power. Start fining people
model forusing disabled parking without a permit. There are a ot of uber drivers using Plymouth Lane at
night.
Retain the carpark and The impact twil in the central city,The availability o short
> | think the council should have some involvement in public parking If sold i guess it would possibly g0 to someone like {1 would rather pay a market rate for parking to the council than to a foreign company who dosn give pact it Not all council assets will return top market rates but as long as it continuesto~[While my residential address i In Selwyn District am also a ratepayer in
842 Brian Tayior change the operating term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Wilson parking who think are an unreasonable company who already have a significant controlof parkinginthe city . [a toss about the rate payers of the city P provides a service to the people of Christchurch Christchurch
model activity(e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?)
The impact itwill in the central city,The availability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaity foot traffic?)impact on Tokeepitis and local businesses. Traditionall
d |1usethe car Igototown be keen to use it it doesn't belong to CCC. Other parking V(e paringaf pitality ) p'm Hosatal P o . p my
843 Stephen Bush change the operating tip offand are q Youdo Ilove the Keep and extent the pap: peo i V1" |\ouneed a better editor! Haha.
transport centre and new Stadium. 50 now more than ever city businesses need the support of parking
model parking offered at the car park, long may that continue.
(e, encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, of sustainabillty infrastructure like Lichfield Street car park
goals), Financial the council g
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specily)
Retain the carpark and [The impact itwil inthe centralcity,The availabilty of short
844 JOHN DALLEY change the operating term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth no no
model and transport trends
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
carpark not cost as much as road parking, i like car park not on
845 Emelin Pakete perating | Carparks hgood cant payfines. Need carparkfor work to use Lerm parking i the central ity Impact on accessibilty for people with disabiles or [ don'tread plate of my car Lady nice she email me resept  need for work
model mobitty Other (Please specify)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
ey reason - Wilsons monopoly is in a near complete take over of this city,they have anti-Consumer pricing models and
behaviour. Its very likely if a that theywill be abl apital
carparking hostage.
Retain the carpark and | Aditionally - while | agree that it would be ideal to have better eturns, | have doubs that the council willreinvest in a searideactwnere o it couta | PGt twillhave on parking charges nthe cental ity impact on accessibily
846 Vincent Huxford change the operating | meaningful way. fwe wan to move away from being relianton cars we nee o look nto Ught ail. Ifwe want tofurure [/ # FE 59 °% BP0 AP Y 80, currenty hevag for peop! X for parking given
proof that's our option. You have allowed a city to develop n a sprawl and put in roadblocks for building upwards, ¢ - population growth and transport trends
carparks will become less needied f good choices are made i how to encourage less car usage.
| anditis il and cycleways sil have frequent y- especially in som
busy areas, | have tried bussing but delays are commonplace.
Retain the carpark and [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
847 Liam Harpur perating [Keeps outof Wilsons local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
- encouraging publ . reducing
| believe that with the imminent change to autonomous vehicles (the “automobile"), the need for public carparks will be | don'tthink that big uture. We need to hat's going
848 Mark Schroeder Sellthe Carpark ° ° emissions, or sustainability goals), Financial implications for the council and
. It would be better o sellt now to someone who doesn't know what's coming. to happen, rather than what has been happening forthe tast 60 years.
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongs
. The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
There needs to be competition to Wilson car parking (and others) in the CBD. Parking costs are a major disincentive to term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
849 John McDonagh change the operating
e visiting the CBD activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?] Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and Ifthis car parkwas sold it andwhen en had twas dificult o get on and offbus, bus so easy 10
P The carpark has been a . So easyto park, You will be making hen ol toleave carifvisiting [Potential (e.g. will reduced 3 & 4
850 Shelley McGonigle change the operating People willdrive parkingis plentiful and free |m achieved in 10%years, there will be very little car  [parkin Lichfield
the shopping area. parakiore. parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),Other (Please specify)
model \ing availabl Street
Financial Torth [and rat from sal
ot s ek Selthe Carprk forthe council ant - revenue from sale v,
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and
Local (e.6. will reduced flect retailand
852 Megan Fisher change the operating o
model prally for
transport trends
(Car parking is one element o transportation around Chiistchurch city, alongside bikes and public transportation. I think
itisthe role of the councilto provide public spaces (ata fee to cover or contribute to costs, where appropriate) o serve
the community. The council does not exist to make a proft. That the car park makes a profitis good, as it alows the
[council to reinvest that money, but even by owning a car park they are serving the public g0od. | acknowledge there are
Retain the carpark and y ' cwninga car park they 8 the public g 8 ) [The impact it will in the central city,The availability of short
1 Wilsons) but a ahigh of car parking, y a |Fmnot sure there's a problem to solve here. t might be low performing at 3% but i's still pofitable,
853 TeressaDillon change the operating term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth No thankyou
monopoly on car parking prices n the city. and as a council asset its role isn't to make profit, i’s to serve the community.
model . and transport trends
Furthermore, a one off sale of an assetis a short term solution, where it's not clear what the problern s - the asset will
be worth more in . both from profi at3%) as well as alue of capital over time.
Athough (in Rolleston), for work 4 days a week, parkingin Lichfield
car park. Inthe last few weeks, most days by lunchtime the carpark s at or near capaci.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P parking chare » v The council spends a ot of money on making central city beautifu. It willonly
We need people to central cit anincrease to parking costs. Then other car term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic '
854 Alyson Rooney change the operating Keepitasitis. I's still makinga profit and providing service for the people of Chch. be vibrant if people come. Cost effective pricing for car parkingwill encourage [Please don'tsellt
A parking will also increase as the market changes activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future oeapletosome
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
et the carparkand | note that a ot of people working i the city park there all day. It convenient. Perhaps afewmore  |The impactitwill have on parking charges in the centra city,The availabilty of short
ass Rebecca Jones P payto park,stays in Ifyouselli, Whatsthe t have free parking all day. Many streets have disappeared under the  [term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local businesses and economic onty o reteratethat continuing to make money from our community isbetter |
@ mm: % | point of that? tadium and This might freeupmore  [activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on than our money going into someone else’s pocket.
space for casual parkingin the building = more tumover = more money. for people with
| beleve that . tis proftable, in
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
parking so that ‘tincrease their prices too much. ;
856 Melody Baird change the operating CCG isn'ta business, and keeping assets like this is important as they provide a public g0od. for peop! (g,
model transport, v
That said, 1 am also a big fan of public and active ransport for those that are able to take these modes. " ol
[whiter o rdriving, 3 I T
Retain the carpark and The car park s making a profit, just not agiant one. That's fine. I sill making money for the CCC.  [The impact it wil have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
those with disabilties - don't have a choice. They need access to affordable parking, and leaving them at the mercy of ‘ !
857 Katia De Lu change the operating Can'tthat be enough? The CCG isn't a business; it exsts for the p . Making for peop! g,
driven private is unfair and hem f and enjoying the city
model accessible for allis a public good. transpor, y goals)
centre.
Retain the carpark and Make the price competitive with the other carparks, | always use the others carparks because they s or smitar it loag
858 Nic Peters change the operating || don't want the council to sell any assets are cheaper. Putting the price up does not help the economic viability of the carpark, make the. for transport trends ot ore for reon
modet prices equal across the centralcity. :
Form a MOU with Te Whata Ora to use the Lichfield Street Carpark as a carparking faclity for hospital
staf, thus freeing up isitors to the hospital. ! Thisis forasafe and for hospital
Oxford Terrace to & from the hospital and carpark for safety reasons particularly after 6pm (summer) staf, use this opportunity to solve the hospital staff carparking problem once and
Retain the carpark and and 5pm (winter), and before 7am allyear round. Some carparks could be for casual hospital staff Keepitin Councit's hands and ret the local {forall, whilst freeing up on street carparking for visitors to the hospital. Whenever
! P Christchurch have theywant, in pm (winter), year rou rparks cou rcasual hospl Stepping up and helping the hospital staff with an adequate P i Whilst freeing up on street carparking for isitors P ver
859 MThompson change the operating use in a pay as you g whilst others could more semi-p or |otner pecity) thanintothe of private thereisa on, hospital staffis p existent.
their own hands. and safe carparking option as promised ‘
model permanent payment basis, meaning hospital taff get a dedicated carpark on the firstfew floors with investors Don'tlet Lichfield Street carpark gt into the hands of private entites. Keep and use
Casual users . Councilcould (th and this asset to the advantage of Council, the hospital staff, and the visitors to the
% profitretun) to Te Whata Ora, with Te Whata Ora managing the day to day running of i Islikely to nospital
be run at full capacity especially ifthe price s right.
foriy toMinimise the Ratepayers, This facility is already owned The income can offset rate ises, you guys need to get serious about keepin
priorty nimi payers, This facllity Yy The impact it wilt have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of short ! lses, you guy get serl ping
parkand sohavea ‘s returns, if higher fees are required o be t, Witsons are e sk e conrat ety Porentit mmscrs an locat tsecaes an conomc | Revenue, growth means more equirment forparking fe e €0 5% luis ust unsustainable o ne il be bl 0 afor o e
860 Aaron Nuttall change the operating ot afraid of charging and if they buy it pices would £0 up, So why not increase them but within an affordable range,  [A Car park. Overnight parking for appartments? P ! P g a P their own home currently at near $100 a week ust for rates , damn near getting
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalty foot traffic?),Other  [increased revenue by putting fees up reasonably.
model also it potentialylimits the rates people pay. Ifyou get aWilson grabs it thenyou oonee ety to the stage we pay rental to the councilto lve in out own homes. Find more
Wil put people oft coming into the ity, foadside parking is rediculously short and expensive as it is. P revenue generation!
We don't have enough parking n our city center now. With more renovations/ rebuilds and new builds happening,
alongwith the new indoor pool and staium - these are huge draw cards to bring people to the city. Ifwe don't have
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
enough options for parking | know people will opt to not come in. A LOT of people | know will not use public transport or
861 Rebecca Fuller change the operating Not at this stage term parking in the central cit, i for no No thankyou
can afford youwil g for many in our community. It makes a
model and transport rends
profit, why get ridof i, It themore Christchurch 1 rather
support council that
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
| support retaining assets. In the future there will be fewer carpark the CBD lace on the businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
862 Mary Crowe change the operating
e current sites. pitality Impact peopl mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
863 Tekura Lusby Sellthe Carpark P payers (e g
Making the central city accessible to residents is important. City should be confident about future demand for acess to
" shortterm parkingin (Potential
a outlook). And given that West End carpark, operated by
businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
864 Alastair Paulin change the operating _[Wilsons, al day is $35 ct $16.50 for Lichfield, there is room to increase parking charges and stillnot deter use. This is an |Street Art! After-hours raves! midnight skateboarding competitions... oo —
model tthat public service that s in the best nterests of the city, especially in I peop v
terms of preserving cental city spend and vibrancy. e
Retain the carpark and {twould be great i you could turn it sn'ta carparkl Th somuch
P The carpark cannot be used for another purpose and it better for the councilto have control over the carpark and greatify e cam Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing
865 Molly Magid change the operating space i the centre ity devoted to car parking, it would be great i this could be used as a community
pricing, as well as getting the revenue from the parking. emissions, or sustainabilty goals)
madel space and in parking it
Retain th iand [The mpact itwil fdngeh the centralcity,The availabilty of short
etain the carparkand 1, . history when govt entities have sold off assets while | looks ok nitially it always ends up costing much more. We e impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of shor | would hold off sellingtill you see the impact of the stadium and this car park value
866 Michelle Harvey change the operating term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth No
should retain this as it generates funds while | understand the capital could b used elsewhere the best option s to keep may increase
model and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and Ifthe sale goes ahead the council should consider not only who i offering the best price for the
The P the better, ofthe dtoan for people with Y for
867 Ryely Burtenshaw-Day change the operating carpark, but also who will v that
owner that phere of current [ in pricing, transport trenct
model in the CBD still have some level of competition.
(e.¢. encouraging 3 or
goals) Financial the council
vs. ongoing operating costs)
Short term parking in Potential
fetain the carpark.and usnesss andeconomic act é wil reduced parking affect retail and
868 Angela Davis change the operating | As there is need for parking in Christchurch CBD and we need to retain are assets Keep the price reasonable for evenings and weekends Y 'g'm parking
madel pitality )
transport rend
The impact twill inthe central it
As tong as t continues as a public car park and there P
869 Charlene Herring Sellthe Carpark 8. encouraging public transport o
company), the city does not need to own it
Financial Tor the council and ra evenue from sale vs.
870 Sharmayne zilinskas Sellthe Carpark |Council not very good at running businesses sntoins uncl venu . Pay off debt to reduce rate rises
impact peop Futre
demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
871 Chis No parkingglven popuation & P Ifsold, money park building theatre [Disabled parks by lifts
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact itwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot
872 Jane Day Do it for the best interest of the people of Christchurch v(es parking pratty No
rattc?) , reducing
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
revenue from sale vs.
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- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and Impact on accessibility for people with disabiliies or mobilty
873 Judith deans change the operating hall :
model reduciny or goals)
building and transport,
. encouraging publi ,reducing Decrease the number o parks and increase the cost to assist Use the glep use.
874 Ghris Charton of fung portoptions and
emissions, or sustainabily goals),Other (Please specify) sustainable transport Decrease the number of parks and put cost up
discourage single occupant car travel
[T impact i will have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
875 Pierre o for people with Y for  [no o no
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
council and 8. revenue from sale s, Other
e PR Seltne Corprk Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs
ongoing
Retain the carpark and
877 Matt Williams perating [City needs to assets, gh 3rd party p sub-par offerings The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Retain the carpark and
> | don'tthink the council should be selling off assets. And I'd much rather my money be going to the council rather than a short term parkingin ! for parking
878 Alice Martell-Martin change the operating
e private firm. Evenifthat means the price increases given population growth and transport trends
[The impact ftwill have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilities or
879 Cath Read change the operating _[To retain assets for the future and for the council to have a car park in Christchurch A prime: peop
y challenges, for population growth and transport
model
trends
Rates are far too high inretation to payers-solf th dsof sale are . |implementa fees and fines for cars that stop only briefly for rop-offs or ke others, | ndue sosaleof
Financial forthe council and at revenue from sale vs.
880 Paul King Sellthe Carpark debt other costs, burdenon pick -ups of orof ) planning ules [ unlikely to have a strongly pact and, i the pr
ratepayers insuffcient on-premises short term the purpose. 1Boing operating ethically, represents an opportunity to ease the rates burden.
if parkingfor handicap, and alsobeparking  [The impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retainthe carparkand || the GBD e it that|2va12DI or seniors at a discounted rate. | don'beteve that seniors ar isting the CBD asoften [ term paringinthe central iy, Potential impacts on ocal businesses and economic Parking s needed in the CBD. Giving Wilson's more of a monopoly does not
881 Joyce Seale change the operating Wmmake“ew:":w:mm‘tmm ark‘:"““” uset and have a hard time finding and paying the high parking fees. They also are not as smart phone activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on help. Plus if you sell there is no guarantee that the future owner will retain the
model parking to'trial ree parking for seniors for people with : for building as a car park.
in CCC parking areas. Justa thought... parking given population growth and transport trends.
shortterm parking in Potential
Fetain the carpark.and No. We need to retain parkin u o s cconome acn (z wil reduced parking affect retail and
882 Ann Mewhirter change the operating | Want council o retain influence on pricing and parking availability - parking h especially viee, parking
o, etderty and those with disabilty issues Impacton peop mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and_|Any other operator willover charge for the feeswillbe has term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
883 Denise Olley P e [Advertise more discount for longer stays activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
model A5 things are no one wants to travel to the inner ciy. Parking is the biggest issue. for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Car parking inthe central ity will be very important for events to be held at  Visitors from out of town
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic Itis important for the area given the push to reduce car parking spaces around the
Wil be able to use it without the stress of trying to find a non existent car park elsewhere around the city. Tourists will be
884 Barbara Hickin change the operating activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on Sellthe tand in Sockburn where the oils VINZ building was. ciy.
able the car than distances or atallbecause of easy
madel for people with Y for
accesstoa car to putitems in.
parking given population growth and transport trends.
for Transport
wend: £ transpor,reducing
885 Tony Suckling Sellthe Carpark  [Funding could be used more usefully No Private enterprise could manage it more efficiently
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
revenue from sale us.
The impact twill in the central city,Th Srshort
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
sperated activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitaityfoot raffic?)impact on [Reducing short-term casual parking does not resutn less
886 Tony Penny Sellthe Carpark P for people with disabilt Y for [travel and environmental effects as drivers willtravel o other
(Opportunity to imit rates rise.
transport trends, Financial forthe
council and rat revenue from sale us. oth
Rate increases in Christchurch have been excessivel a Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs.
887 christopher weir Sellthe Carpark v N itatafairand No No
initative to free up capital should be considered by the Council so as to minimise the future burden on ratepayers ongoing operating costs)
There are at least operators in tokeep Financial forthe council and rat . revenue from sale s,
888 Brent Rawstron Sellthe Carpark no
Supplying car ta core Council alteratives ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
889 bill bird change the operating _|To many Wilsons carparks taking funds offshore No short term parkingin Keep it
modet
Impact on accessibility for people with disabilities or mobily
890 Michae Fitzgerald Sellthe Carpark |1 don't see car parks as strategic assets. Roller Disco venue hallen & , Roler Discovenue
reduciny : goals) Other (Please specify)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
petanthe carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
| would prefer that parking is retained by council. Currently,a ot of parking s owned by Wilson car parking and a Hon activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
891 Alex Brocklehurst change the operating M paineg " v parine 4 parking ¢ Ve parine - L
o Kong b disit thecity. for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the.
council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
892 Jitian Plunket paring v P
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect rtail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and
893 Matthew James Maynard change the operating [Hate Wilsons shortterm parkingin
model
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
894 Ian Hodgetts change the operating |1 think it is important for councilto retain ownership of public amenities. Camerars o abuses this public amenity. o
madel patly b
transport rend
A - s The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on My partner frequently uses the bike park as she works nearby In a bulding
Retain the carparkand | o Y Y Retain the carpark and keep the current operating model. While th is not local (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and without bike parks. It seems unlikely that this would be retained as it is P -we have usethe
profit the cost of use will be increased and passed on to users. As reasonably frequent user of the carpark, and without P °
895 Chris Dopheide change the operating et ot e extocton 1o | comParable to the 6% expected, proft s or shoutdn't be)  key driverforcouncil. Suelyt pitality Impact peop mobiliy probably not use ofthe area, further  |carpark late at night and it feels safe. We have seen many people with missing
model 2t works - v s s return i better than 0% retur i it is sold? hallen P , restrict the ability of many people o cycle to work/ shopping. Itwould resultn _tckets get swiftly resolved, and had our queries answered in person.
decrease competition and resultin an increased monopoly in parking buildings. i ) N
P mp:
Retain the carpark and Firsthour Free,?
etain the carparkand | oo, ocat councilasset's as projects through the council rsthour Free, The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
896 Lisa Harrison change the operating : O better options just for the community that works in the city center for them to get a special rate,
better than Wilson's carparks around city center taking more money the councitand revenue from sale vs.
model either daily or weekly rate,and use an app of card o monitor this? A frequent user
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
897 Shane Muprhy change the operating _[Becauseit the inner ity Either 1 hours free parking or validated parking as they doin America. activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
shortterm parkingin ! for parking
898 david munyaka Sellthe Carpark  [Less isk it No transport trends, Financial the council No No
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil h fing ch the central city,Potential impacts
Retanthe carparkan e mpact il v on pain s i cntel iy oanil mpacts n
899 Alan Dearden change the operating _[We need to keepallof the city's assets. Keep it as parking for hospital parking o (o8 ey
pitality peop
model
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and | Assume there is no debt against building, i C Uik itwill it for d transport trends,Financial has o stay as a car park, unless you want the central city o become a ghost
900 AshokGanda change the operating debt againstit, the asset, 's face and still the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing town. people il still rive cars, itis a good asset and willalways provide
model pleted n next 20 years, Site is Fully Insured. operating costs) income.
Retain the carpark and [The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
901 Hannah Fyffe change the operating ifal carparking providers are privately funded then potential for price increases and lack of competitiveness ocal businesses and economic actvity (e.g. il reduced parkingaffect retail and
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
cCCneedsto d p d prevent 10%
shortterm parkingin Potential
every year, which s not sustainable, especially for the poor.
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
d [ccc shoutd of parking and the City so thatit can have a monopoly
pitality Impacton peop mobilty |Giving away assets,just because you can'trun them profitably
902 rory kinahan P Runwell, o priced parking availabilty AND a decent
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport s not good decision making:
model revenue. We should stop firmes take our for it
dividends. Logic suggests that he money from parking in Chiistchurch should only benefit the people and ratepayers of trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e
Blc suges ytrom parking v peop Py vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify)
(Christchurch
shortterm parkingin ! forthe
%03 Lisa Fawcett Sellthe Carpark | Frees up capital parking
council and ratepayers (.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Itis a valuab tothe city and  [The impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and well maintained and safe. t * forlong has a [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
04 Heather change the operating [ believe itis important to maint tocreatea guaranteed forward to cover costs. Ifitis ashortterm _[activity (e.g., wilreduced parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on
model gain but probably all. atthe cost of dvibrancy for people with ! for
and saftey. parking given population growth and transport trends.
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
05 Bruce Rogers Sellthe Carpark  [There is no reason for the CCC to own a commerce fal car park. .
506 Brian Reedy Selthe Carpark funds to improve short term parkingin
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and pitality foot raffic?), Impact peop mobility
07 Rodrigo Gomez Fell change the operating |t gives the council leverage i the future parking market n the CBD challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
model trens & ransport, reducing
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
2. revenue from sale vs.
Financial Tor the counciland revenue from sale vs.
208 Geoffrey Shaw No ! v Sell but pay down debt
ongoing
shortterm parkingin -Potential
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Ifthe carparkwas sold the Council would not only get a good price but also collect
209 Richard Duerden Sellthe Carpark |Pay down deb, keep the rate increases to a minimum nospitaliy foot trafic?), for population growth and
rates on avaluable piece of ealestate
transport rends, Financial ) revenue
from sale vs
shortterm parkingn
Retain the carpark and parne
I thinkif sold the not he sale price . ust ncrease the parking (.8, encouragin , or
910 Neil Smart change the operating
bikes and goals) Financial the council
model
vs.
Potential ity (6.2, will reduced
vetail and hospitality foot traffic?) (g
s11 Paul Hogan Sellthe Carpark  [Like the idea offreeing up capital forother uses No transport, y ) Financial No No
the council and rat evenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and [The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
912 Robyn Bisset perating |Assistin ity car park prices No term parkingin the central city,| peop No Easily accessible in Central city
model mobility challenges
Retain the carpark and
913 Don Rapley change the operating _[Surely can make the model proftable shortterm parkingin Noi
model
Better operator Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&., revenue from sale vs [Cash up to pay back debt. We are well over debt acceptabilty for our city. Our
914 Peter Broughton Sellthe Carpark > No P pavers (e g plopay prebiity v
ity Council needs cash to hold rates. ongoing rates are too high.
Our private car ifthey gain a full of the inner ity car parking tis hghl The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Potentialimpacts on
P Ve 1y carpartkngItIs NEY |, ey ine st option for altour car the price 2 atit's P parking cnare v P
d [ikely they here and many other places. This has been seen not only in Christchurch, but local b d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and
maximum. Ifcars are not parked, that is money wasted. This would also help to force private
915 Samuel Boyne change the operating _[also elsewhere in the country.In a city ke Christchurch where spread means personal drivings priortised, parking pitality foot traffc?), for d
carparks to reduce theirprices to compete, having an overall effect on the CBD. Gar parks should be
model locations ke this help drive the local economy, by allowing people to come into the city and spend their money in transport encouraging
used as an economic motivator, nota profit center.
shops,rather than driving around looking fo parks. reducing emissions, or sustainabiliy goals)
P the city, and charging a market clearing price.
Early in the rebuild of the city,this project needed to be done !
e ! W, his prol There is a significant opportunity cost for the councilin owning such assets. Most liely council could [Financial forthe council and rat . revenue from sale s,
916 Jack Gibbons Sellthe Carpark  [have now been achieved, dwilldo for The market of private car park
find better returns for or 2
operators is now if more s needed and people are willing tomake such a project have a
return, then they wil.
ot o [ refer that Christohurch Gity Council owned and ran the car park, but the only other option for me
o itand offer it for term lease. Not a 99 year lease thatis [The impact it will inthe central city,The availability of short
of Christchurch. You can only sell an asset once, thenitis gone forever.
Retain the carpark and as good as sellingt term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic s a ratepayer, I would love to say “l own a car park (small share thereof)”
Would you prefer to ive in the house you own o one that you rent. Ongoing services for Chistchurch can be financed
017 Cameron Neilson change the operating activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on rather than | used to own a car park, but I sold . “It s now the it on benalfof
o by borrowings, which can be paid for from the income from other assets. Private enterprise does just that. Why would o e
[anyone buy a car parkif it would not make a handsome profit. Ask Wilson's car parking about their profit making forpeopie with 8 a
parking given population growth and transport trends.
venturest | bet they would buy the new car park?
. . [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
Retinthe carprkana |PECAUS8SEng our orenfastuctur has proven s good n thepast... oftn it says“campetie fo ashorttime o P
then corporate greed seeps in as they put economic return first. e -
918 Sabrina Cooke change the operating porate g 2 VP transport, ’ ) Financial
model ) the counciland rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing
Keeping our assets letsthe city control the resource for the people.
operating costs)
Retain the carpark and or diransport
919 Lois Moore change the operating |1 prefer that the council mountain control of the parking fees. trendt transpor, reducing
model emissions, or goals)
920 cliff Keepit Other (Please specify) Revenue goes to the community
utinto specific iner ]
021 Sam McLean Sellthe carpark Other (Please specify) Financialimplications P P
community amenities.
The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,Impact on accessibiliy
Retain the carpark and . E:|E w parking charg ral iy, Imp: . ':‘y
922 Ruth Jardine change the operating |Keep Wilson's out! Offer rate payers a concession to use the car park when rates are increased (a sweetener) peop! 3 or
odot population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
t revenue from sale vs.
shortterm parkingin ) forth
923 Paul Fitzharris Sellthe Carpark [GIVES COUNCIL MORE OPTIONS parking
Council and ratepayers (e, evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
eed and other p panies. Also, asset produce benefitto the.
924 Graham McGeoch change the operating |1 transport trendt
model pubtic: (.. encouragin , or
Put parkingin from out of town stop
clogging up our streets makin the unsafe for kids crossingthe road. Theyd then
The impact it wilt have on parking charges in the central city, Potentialimpactson  [You could make it free parking to encourage visitors to the city 8EIng Up our str dng the u  kids crossing the Y
| think either option will result in higher car given it p y aloss now. y and pay to park. Ed for clogged street -
Local (e.8. wilreduced retailand  [and make the city air bn b owners pay for it. Most of those: payforit. it keepthen sel. E
925 Chris Barlow Sellthe Carpark  [and use it to do good things, like y hill fun plat foryoung [See above. of towers and
pitality foot traffic2),Fi for the council be shortterm lets with no parking. | _[bik now. lockups for bikes nst
\ids, toddlers, you've just destroyed on Manchester street, just south of marg mahy playground. or no parking. You are ruiningthe suburbs, bting back rules on new builds having
.Other do not want to be subsidizing it in my rates. It should pay for
parking spaces or put time imit on parking n suburbs. Only by making it hard to
tempt these townhouse instead
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and ocal (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
926 Jwittschut change the operating _[1f managed well it should be a good future asset for the city and rate payers. Provide a discount to senior rate payers. raffic?) impact on peop mobillty
model challenges, Financial Land ratep: £
sale us.
The impact twil T the centralcity,The availabilty of short
Fetain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
7 Gerty Deacon perating | Don' et mane rondstangouhand tamsor
ot y challenges, for population g P
trends
The impact vl T he central ity The avallabiity of short
P |As Christchurch grows and we look at a busy central city we
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Keep it as a public owned asset
928 John Hendrickx911 Public carpark activity (e.g., will reduced retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
o atract peopte we need car parking We neea parking
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends,Other (Please
specify)
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
929 Margaret Harris change the operating _[Becauseits easier for me to access the inner city as ' not as agile as | once was. cac oty
hospitaliy f mp: peop
modet
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
g for lati th and transport
930 Toni Keep car park council owned. At ease fees g0 to council Y chalieng population growh and transpor
trens P ransport, reducing
emissions, or ) Financial forthe council and
8. revenue from sale s,
Retain the carpark and [The mpact twil T the central oty The availabilty of short
931 Nic Falloon change the operating _[An alternative to private owned operators are won't have a monopoly of pricing term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
modet and transport rend
Impact on accessibilty for people with disabilities or mobily
hallen
932 Maria godinet-watts Sellthe Carpark  [Free up some capital. y
v goals), forthe council and
revenue from sale vs. ongg
it's what councils do is have a carpark... It's part of why we pay rates .. |only go
et the carparkand No, | don't but we don't have enough as it s so getting rid of it would be crippling....| don't like the | The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city.The availabiltyof short to that carpark because of the ease of it and the short term it ffers - itsthe.
> because | don't have any reassurance that selling the carpark would be of benefit that you have listed Fresh Choice carparkat al, o only ever go to the Lichfield one ... Maybe if Ballantynes boughtit |term parking i the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic. ony reason I go that offering as its such a hassle now to go )
933 Amy Castelow change the operating " ...just leave it as s .. s a huge asset to the community
o | also wouldn't have an towhere the tobe spent should this be freed that would be different as | think | could trust that move .. they have more of a need for the ight  [activty (e.g.,will recuced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on into town after the earthquakes so the fact | can run n and outis a god send...
answeras is them that people go to park there for people with Less spending on pointless road works and more on making our lies easy living
in CHCH s a battle at the moment ...
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
934 Pieta Gray perating | There are few CCC and most are pr
e activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The mpact il have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic Dontsellto SelectaNz atoren | anacilt R
935 Graham Ewing Sellthe Carpark  [Nota core Council service and frees up capital for core services. no. activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Financial company.Increase the competition n prking picing and do ot increase the [+ 220 PECAE eaton 10 BT
the counciland rat evenue from sale vs. ongoing domination of the City parking market by Wilson Parking parking buitding
[The impact twill ave on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and
) Locatb d economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking afect retail and
936 Anela Davies change the operating It an important option for families or people with mobillty issues
pitality ! peop mobility
model
chaltenges
[The impact il Nave on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabily of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and V(e parking praity ) o
937 Claudine Fraser perating |with n more car parks and better inner to outer city public transport keep it affordable, encourage more people into the CBD forpeopie with . yof labl
transport
model
(.., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, of sustainability
oals) Financial \ 5
vs. ong
The impact twill have on parking charges in the central ity Potential impacts on
parkand [Although . the reality s easy parking will continue to attract people to the central city. e e on parkine o Hg[e wmreﬁucedw ottty
938 Catherine Moran perating [People are ipport Council Parking than private car parks . People wil startto avoid the central cityIf too o o
pitality foot traffc?), r
1 i t i
model expansive or monopolised by private car parks ospra oot
petainthe carprkand :hewmpakct \Iw\:Lhz\le o rav‘klr;g;:ha‘vg:ss mlhicent‘ralc‘l\hy]he avanam:ty ofshort
erm parking inthe central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
939 Robert Guthrie change the operating [Hold assets No parking v P No No
e activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and The impact twil nthe central ity The avaitabiity of short
940 Lindy harward P | atways use ths carp term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility or people with disabilites or
model mobiliy challenges
The more assets we sell offthe weaker a Council we have. It anything Council should be controlling these parking rates The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
. [and the number of thecity. tomakeita term parkingin the central city,Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging ) [Assets usually make money. If this goes we'll iever make money from it so
Ifwe don't control this, Aussie Wilson's Parking will. Why ts,not less, ifwe are to ofthecityasa
41 Siay Keith Adamson change the operating Swap it with West End Car Park, so we don't have to pay Wilsons for Council car parking? reducing emissions, or Financial implications make t from? I think we's p t
should they be able to control us o that kind o level? community.
model Itwas bizarre to me that West End Car Parkis owned by Wilsons and Council pay for parking there, when we have a car for th Land ratepayers (e.¢. much...
parkjust down the road n Lichfield. Missed a trick there eh.. costs) Other (Please specify)
[Councilis not in the business of owning carparks. The only reason to own a carparkwould be o provide a facily nitially
Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs.
942 Murray Spackman Sellthe Carpark  ifrisk element too high for developers but then sell t once iniiall developed and profitable. It may be useful to adjust  |No st opemating cout) No
charges to increase profitabilty before seling. going operating
Financial Tor the councitand & revenue from sale vs
943 Graeme Young Sellit
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralciy,Potential impacts on
local . will educed retailand
Retain the carpark and lee
,after ten or twenty change andwill Impact peopl mobilty Keep the name garden city, ts so sad to see mult units all over with 60m2 while
944 Yousef Al Halwani change the operating eepasis
o inwhich the city will be unlikelyto live in Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport we have al ands around the city avalable.
trends,Financial the d ratepayers (e.6.,
vs. ong
Itis good for the city to have a mix of public and private ownership of car parks n the city. We have had a mixed parking The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
ownership model for Ifthere P sky rocket term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
[and a dectine in the number of people visiting the central city. This will impact on businesses and employment i the activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and peopl % - P play V(eg parking pitality Hmp: | am concerned the council wilt use the one off honey hit of a
centralcity. | think ownership of the car parkis good the way ts. We pitin council for people with disabilt Y for Think of the future ofthe city. Asset stripping will leave the city poorer in the
045 Douglas Jenkinson change the operating sale of the asset to use in the council operating budget. Inthe
the future of our city. We need to provide more EV charging points. transport ’ long run
model long run this will lead to rate ises. Don't do .
Central falled to nvest in rail or th reduce the need for parking but our main form of (8. encouragin or
transport in Christchurch s the car. Not all cars are polluting. It would be good for the park to have more EV charging goals),Financial the council e
points. vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specily)
Retain the carpark and The impact twil T the central ity The avaitabiity of short
(Car Parkingis an assetfor the council and shouldn't be a burden. Plenty of takers whowil run it for proft so the councit
926 Rhondda Bergman change the operating term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
should be doing the same thing.
model and transport trends
Please keep i, I 5 going to run at a st then that's ifferent but [ think ftwould be
shortterm parkingin 1 forparking  |Most peaple willtravel by car rrespective of a bus goinginto "
! hink of people before profts. A parking building allows for a ot of people to ~|welcome. If people know that car park s open they don't need to think. O where
| think the cat park s a cty icon. Please retain it Make it for p transport (e, |thecity. Iwould bus as It's more simpler for me but others lie
047 Rosie Thomson shopin the central city. Disabled people usually ravel by car as s a lotfor |can | parkin the central city. Also with the stadium opening there is going to be a
smallprofi,Lifefsn' all about money. car transpor, o goals)Other  [to'shop in town and a big car park building would be great. You
" them to hop on and off buses. real need for a ot of parking. Think of all the concert goers. They need somewhere
(Please specify) nave to weigh up whether s economically viable. You do hav opone
Retain the carpark and for transport rends,Financial
No...but hard tooffer o a v alue of targetof Itis a large covered area- sold structure at heightin central | the decision s to sellidentify  specifictarget goal with the funds and follow
948 Letitia morettini change the operating ~[Can be a good thinto have a public space available for use in times not yet defined. ) the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
funds. ‘General coffers’isn'tntsel attractive ciy, | ciit 8 and
model Other (Please specify)
retai the carparkand The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
> | don't believe in selling counsel assets o pay a deb. They should remain in residents' possession and earn profitsfor ~No but free parking of one or two hours should be available to people who with to popiinto town to [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic '
949 William Menzel change the operating | didn't vote for the current city government to sl off city/crown assets.
B future to keeps rates down. shop and support businesses too. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot taffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Shortterm parkingin Potential
d bilty t tralciy. Especially for "thikol far. held businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
950 Caroline Lees change the operating _[within working distance of Lichfield st car park pialiy Impact peop mobility
model challenges, Financial th Land
sale vs.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
951 Pauline Thomson change the operating
Y for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
Council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The iImpact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carparkand |1 am not concerned which option s taken but | am concerned that increased fees wil put people off coming nto town. A term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
952 Lorraine Harison change the operating _|Wilson's carpark wanted to charge me $32 for 2 hours, willhike thereis activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?),Financial
model the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retai the carpark and
953 Graham Maguire change the operating
model
shortterm parkingin utu for parking
954 Kurt Lehmann Sellthe Carpark keeprising control ransport trends, Financial the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
encouraging. . reducing
emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
055 Andrew Gresham Sellthe Carpark I ine with Council Reinvest o Reinvest in innovative public transport systems
revenue from sale vs. Other (Please
specity)
Retain the carpark and
> The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
956 Darren Cottam change the operating _[Keep a valuable asset
parking given population growth and transport trends.
modet
The mpact twil T the central oty The avaitabilty of short
retainthe cormarkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
o7 Norman tade o et a1 rate payers owned and should eturn a senvice and a profitinsta solar D Just part for rate payers.use your imagination guys solar power hydroponic veg activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot taffic?), Future It ratepayers sel t the councilwil justwaste the §0m on stupid stufwe |
@ md:‘ "% | council offices etc. gardens and farmers stalls weekend demand for parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial [don't need or require.(no disrespect intended) cheers g
the council and rat from salevs. ongoing
The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,Future demand for
wansport
958 Cassandra Jonson Sellthe Carpark oycle be spent elsewhere. No (.6, encouragin transpor, ’ Consider overallparkingin the area. No
goals),Financial the council e
vs.
The impact it wil the central city,Th of short
Retain the carparkand [The Lichfield St Carpark is my favourite because it , easy access, ditis not wml'":rkm‘ ‘V"\"memmmw Pmn“a“;‘amo:l'mlDusmessesa"u A
959 Rosemary Walkington change the operating |owned or managed by Wilson's ! | believe their practises are bordering on immoral. | willuse Council, or Mainlands or paring " i
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
model free parking.
for people with disabil
basicall arking prices, which The impact twil in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Y high parking pr pact itwl
late and escalate. The CCC carpark yone that has. prices andis Locat b d (e.g. wilreduced and
960 Frances Ogier change the operating Consider the costs could muttiple sites
B to use when | drive a car into town. As a rate payer, it s an asset that | see value in and would ke the CCC to hold on to. pialiy Impact peop! mobility
| want to see the CCC always have a say on carparking prices i the centra city. challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and [The impact twil T he centralcity.The avallability of short
961 tainLynn change the operating _[Remains in public hands in central city Retain ownership and consider options term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or No Retain
madel mobiliy challenges
Retain the carpark and shortterm parkingin Impact for
962 Roderick BURBERY change the operating (1 am against the sale of Council assets. Financial forthe council
model and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
fetain the carpark.and term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
%3 Leigh Richardson change the operating |Never sell pubic assets P ! P
o activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you " . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~|Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for " " Zhs _y - N Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and parking
| faith that hat ever it things that really do businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
964 Peter Bartley change the operating Sell shares In the car park but retain ownership
o, benefit the all of christchurch. pitality Impacton peop mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and
(Othenwise private companies willcontrol all parking, who are $rather y locat b d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and
965 Kanika Singh change the operating
e remains vibrant and attracting people nto town. piality I peop mobility
chaltenges
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
%66 Monica Dawson Sellthe Carpark  [Free up money. No. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on It needs to be there.
for people with disabilt y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The impact twill have on parking charges i the central city,The availabiity of short
Ftain the carpark.and term parkingin the central city,Impact on accessibilty for people with disabiliies or
%7 Anne MeAllister perating |Retaining the car park tin other P [Very good car park and asset for the city. Suggest tine paims. [ > rime: peop
ges, for population growth and transport
model
trends
The impact it will inthe central city.The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
968 Pauline Shutt Park N Ride for out of for these eventsthe lkes of Set ds. [activity (e.¢. wil reduced parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on
for people with Financial implicati
forth Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
Retain the carpark and
" rparl Financial forthe council and rate revenue from sale vs.
969 Ross change the operating Parking money from ‘tthe council? No No No
ongoing operating costs)
modet
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabilty of short
970 Philp Folter D It model is moving forward. KPI s for management to meet. Metro card used for people to pay quickly. term parking in the central ity,Impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilites or
model mobility challenges
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and Locat b d (e.g. vl reduced and
Nothing, itis central and i | can not get a carpark i the Court Carpark wile on duty
071 DAVID THEVERS perating | Itwill keep Iso bringin finance hospitality foot trafic?),Future demand for parking given population growth and
this would be a handy alterative
model transport trends,Financial the council revene
from sale vs
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
for people with ! for
972 Lyndsay Mckee Sellthe Carpark  [The council can use the money elsewhere It must be retained as a car parking space
transport
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
goats) Financial the council £
vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Ifthe car parking building at the crossing s making money why is the council ane not? Maybe the city " pane chare o v
term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
Council should lose a thid of it staff and operate l bothin local
073 lan Drew activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
believable ie local . Myfarther s .
was the country Clark for a large council near christchurch so have any idea on how things work orpeop g
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parkng n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
974 Trisha Blic Sellthe Carpark | The money could be used for other investments activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
for people with Financial implications
for the Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
The mpact il T the centralcity.The avallabiity of short
Retain the carpark and
[Adequate parking will be essential for a decade or twoyet and continued ownership will allow Councillors to exert some term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
975 Hugh Perkins change the operating
e influence over the supply and hence the price. and tansport trends,Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g.
revenu . sts)
Retain the carpark and The impact twillhave on parking charges in the central cityThe availabilty of short
P Less likely to fees an P high as they can > parking charg v M
976 craig brown change the operating No. term parking n the central ity Future demand for parking given population growth
(ot away with. Carparking i Limited in the central city wich makrs it ripe for rip oftpricing.
model and
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
[Sacly, the Right often sells off the family silver and later they cannot retreve it despite regrets and arise n costs. There term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Retain the carpark and It could be used for the social benefit ofthe many people struggling in theirives -a
o pautine Tayior e e operaine |16 ManY examplesin the national government ere and abroad. Puting assets such as tiscarparknprate hands | activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on Please think of our assets s belonging to the people of Chistchurch and not ek
Y PEraE 115t plays into the hands of Lobbyists already rich who benefit hugely. Please learn from history and also act on behaltof | " for people with disabilit y for yours to sell pace for
model migrants/the less educated. We could be city of compassion.
the people and not the rich lobbyists. transport
(.8, encouragin transport, v
Short term parking in Potential
fetain the carpark.and businesses and economic activity (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect retail and
978 Glenda Murphy change the operating | s walking distance to Christchurch Hospital Botanic Gardens /Hagley Park o achiy (86, P it
odet pitality peop mobiliy
chaltenges
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parking i the central city,Potential mpacts on local businesses and economic
979 Nick Allison change the operating _[Retain price influence over competitors no paring - i no no
e activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with
w50 moncaey Seltte Compark | of funds etsewhere Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.&. revenue from sale vs
ongoing
shortterm parking in Potential on
businesses and economic activty (e.&., will reduced parking affect retail and
981 Susan Kaschula Sellthe Carpark [Council should down debt and help mitigate increasing rates, piality foot rafic?) for population growth and el o a company to continue as a parking facility. Nope
Financial the council g tevenue
from sale vs.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
982 Frank Donald Pankhurst Sellthe Carpark  [Free’s up some money for HOPEFULLY sound decisions by ourCouncil NO term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth No No it should still be retained as a Car Parking building
and transport rends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Ifyou sellt, you ose control, The city needs parking. You can parkin the malis for ree, fyou want " paking chare N v
term parkng in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic agood dea, its gone, what do you sell
983 richard muller people backin There in asit How can you consider a city centre with no parking ?
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on next to pay for the next problematic bill?
is,sellingt opens it up to p pop!
for people with Other
The impact twil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
984 Abbie Venske activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with Financial implications
for th Land ratepayers (e.8.,
| take my 80-year-old mother shopping at Ballantynes. She cannot walk far and has a mobility card. Ifwe parkin the
Retain the carpark and |Lichfield St car park and use the disabled parks, we can come out of the lft and walk straght into Ballantynes. Ifshe
985 VickiCross change the operating _[had to walk further than that, we probably wouldn't bother going as it would be too hard for her. impact peop
model | realise this s not a reason to retain an unprofitable car park, but it why | value that particular car park. I wonder
whether others with  disabilty feel the same
The impact twil in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and
1 use ths car park as | feel better knowing my hat s being used for the city. | activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on
986 Georgina Lynch change the operating It avery useful car park. No deas sorry.
o don't ik y private car parking for people with
encouraging public transport, o
)
Retain the carpark and Potential (e.8. willreduced
987 Jane OMalley change the operating _[For the reasons given in the introduction parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
model population grovith and
The impact twill inthe central ity The availabilty of short
P Itis usually well used when we park there so we think it would make reasonable
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic i
988 RegBurge change the operating ~[Don't ke Wilson’s parkiny No g00d as car park location handy and easy activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
2 Burg e the operating parking & s 4 ¥ v(eg parking pitality Hmp: We are pensioners and itis handy for us to do our shopping and activities in the
model for people with disabilt ! for W
parking given population growth and transport trends. v
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
ftain the carpark.and activity(e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitalty foot raffic?), Impact on
989 Kevin Coutts change the operating |1 am against Ifthe CC the staf, all tocouncil No VieE. i paity o
for peopl it Y
del
mode! parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the.
council and ratepayers (.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The mpact itwil fdngch the central city,Potential impact:
cetam e corparans T mpac oo i s 1 i contl Pl mgacts
990 Ashleigh Titheridge perating |l preferto use a car localy No p et o
i pitality forth .
revenu
C tothe city centre s aificult now if don't b ifpark
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short oming nto the city centre s dificultnow f | don bring my car. f paring
Private car parks are too expensive and can be diffcult o use and pay for fthe correct apps are not downloaded in becomes more expensive and hard to ind just willnot come. All the new
991 Michelle Hunter change the operating term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic No
advance houses being built i the CBD don't have parking so more and more street
model activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
parking s taken up by residents, for others.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Retain the carpark and [The mpact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
992 Jutien perating notselltop panies. Itwilllose all control local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
993 Fred Feterika perating _[Feel that bea lot cheaper if kept under council ownership. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic No No
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and
Retain the carpark and (s parking
pitality Impact peopl mobilty Better outfor best price and
994 Alan Burt change the operating _[Keepit sellcheapand make profit and send out of nz Donotasa buyputup th raingt Keep money in Chch
B challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport hire staff with in ch chto also keep money in chch
trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify)
995 Joy Priest Sellthe Carpark  [To pay offother council deb.
shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and ’
6 el Byers oo |inater parkin my city, only for t Parking). d Hard to say as | don't know why the carpark sn'tprofitable. Is it ot being flled? s the debt to build it |businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
’ 50 M€ SPET2UTE |cormans for s eason. Seling cod b an opton I wasalocal (or t eastNZ)company makingthemoney. o6 much?s th parkingat oo cheap?  ink i shortsghted 0 sl o auick cashon. ity mpact eop mobily
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and [The Impact ftwill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
P Itwill continue to offer an affordable place to park,right in the CBD. Once it s sold, who knows how expensive the P pariking chare v P
997 Chantal Rosenhart change the operating Unsure. locat b d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and
parking will become, which may well mean fewer people coming nto town.
model nospitality foot trafic?)
[There should be plenty o parking buldings and you
Retain the carpark and Potential tivity (e.g., will reduced |sometimes don't know how long u will be shopping eating ect
We should be keeping our assets and using the profits to keep our rates down rates ate out of control and becorming
998 Stephenie Southard changethe operating 11" 5100 1 P¢ oo T e No parking afect retail and hospitality foot trafic?), Future demand for parking given (o tis good to pay at the end of your visit o town parking.  [No Just donftsell it
model & population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify) meters don't allow forthis it a real pain having to watch your
time and ho put
Retain the carpark and The mpact twil 7 the central oty The avaitabilty of short
999 Michael Baker change the operating _[Selling Assets wil leave us al poorer once the cash has been spent . Make the parking cheap enough for people to use term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth No Leave it alone
modet and transport rend
Retain the carparkand | i, 04 community asset. It makes a profi. The land the buildingis on, i very valuable. In years to come the cty
1000 Margaret Willams change the operating & v ° B1s on. I very v Make it fornight tiend The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
e may need ths land for another public purpose. Once s hone s gone. The site should be kept in public ownership
Retain the carpark and
i Financial for the council and at revenue from sale vs.
1001 Citlav change the operating fa private company own the carpark, it will be more expensive No
ongoing operating costs)
modet
Retain the carpark and
1002 Jennifer McKinlay change the operating [The fees in ifeariftis sold then No The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city Please don'tsell
model
[The mpact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
| do thinkit should be sold, but the council should be very careful who they sellt o based onwhich —|local businesses and economic actvity (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect retail and
public due to unfair " Impact peopl mobil
1008 Duncan Dixon e tountal appeats preaity ollty
processes. Selling not challenges, for parking given population growth and transport
pricing, but instead a rise through amonopoly/duopoly. trends Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.
vs. on
[The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
1004 Jennifer Webley Sellthe Carpark  |Would like funds to go to other projects Stay as car parking
pitality foot raffc?), for population growth and
Retain the carpark and
of empty Lot s by raising rates on undeveloped land in the
1005 Matteo Zh P hould other (Pl budget "
aeoZhang remain 8D, creating greater demand for the Lichfield Carpark. er (Please specify)
model
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1006 Pamela Grant change the operating
e activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1007 Rosemary Goodyear activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on | think it should stay in council hands
for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The mpact twil nthe central ity Th ofshort
pact itwl ) | must confess to not using it because | know very little about it (my bad). | use the
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic Parking charges advertised (other than when you drive in!)  have no dea of the
Have parking incentives like $2 an hour i the weekends. Ths encourages people to come in and other one as it connects me: the cost,
1008 Marianna Westley D (Chch needs to keep activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot raffic?), Financial ost per hour but I do for upthe road.
park. The carpark along the road did this and I still go there! it anhourin ~and even though that has
model the council and rat fevenue from sale vs. ongoing car parks are available but not the cost
fnished I stlluse t.
(A costing model needs o be considered whether the amount of money the
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale s,
1009 Trina Smith Sellthe Carpark  |We need to reduce council debt so rates can be more affordable carpark can generated is more than the cost of debt when selling asset and
longoing operating costs)
paying toff
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1010 Jenny Fleming perating _[Retain under model. giveitachance activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
madel for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P parking cnare v v
o1 Lsaates e oo (This carparkis nthe heart o the ity and s the most well Known /popular carpark when people st the central ciy. I term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
@ mm: "% | makes sense for councilto retain the carpark activity (e.g., wil reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact twil in the central city,The availability o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1012 David Willetts change the operating _[Holding assets gives securlty No activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on No No
model for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
shortterm parkingin iy, Envir
1013 Barbara Scott Sellthe Carpark  |We have an excellent Bus Service, taxi & Uber options Drop it Hospital car parking is a nightmare but Litchfield car park s also a nightmare.  [Drop it
(.., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, of sustainabiliy goals)
Shortterm parking in Tmpact Tor
1014 Auriette Gilmour Sellthe Carpark  [Seems to be the most financially responsible decision No transport, " ) Financial No No
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Retain the carpark and
Something s needed to pressure on and so make town Make the L carpark compy The Ci
1015 Owen Williams change the operating (>~ ¢ Make the first hourfree and the remaining time competitive with the Crossing carpark. Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends Consider the cost of parking in town verses surburban free-parking. e s
modet prospect: P
| have avoided Wilsons for over 20 years but have noticed that they do not
1016 en Ghambertain Selling the Lichfield carparkto anybody other than Wilsons would be okif an other carpark near the | The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty atways usetherrecwhite signage ie Hereford car park and now the hospital |
built and operated by than Wilsons. for people with disabilites or mobilty challenges car park called Park mate but really a Wilsons cover. They must not establish a
use them
The impact twil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and v(es parking pratty m
for people with disabilt ! for Ifyou want residents totravel back into the ciy to support local businesses,
1017 Sue Wison change the operating _[Keep packing costs down for Cantabrians No
e transport provide adequate, affordable parking
(e.¢., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, of sustainabillty
goals),Financial the council Py
|vs. ongoing operating costs)
aetainthe carparkand The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
More marketing to advertise that parking at this space is putting money back nto the community and [term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
1018 Hamish Gunby perating evenue means more money to offset nterest payments on council debt © paring pace s putting money v parking ” P
o reducing rates bills would be a good idea activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
| am leery of the privatisation of public property. While you say that the fees would remain competitve, that entirely
[depends on there being y . ytog that remain
Retain the carpark and |reasonable, because once the carpark i sold pricing would be ot o the council’s hands.
The impact twill have on parking charges n the central city, Future demand for
1018 Maxine Melville perating [Inshort, n p the incentive s fitoutof the carpark no oversigh. Ifthe
parking given population growth and transport trends.
model council maintains the carpark, even i the prices are quite high there s the benefit of the money funnelling back nto
public work and with tvoting
term.
Shortterm parking in
.8, encouraging public ransport,reducing emissions, o sustainabil
1020 Jean Flannery Sellthe Carpark it the council both d (e raging publlc transp ing e rsustalnabllity
goals),Financial the council Py
vs. ong
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
1021 1an Robertson Sellthe Carpark [As long as the funds are used to pay off DEBT,nothing else (Could open it up to nvestors if the returns are reasonable e e no
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Shortterm parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
Because there isnt enough parking in town and the other private operators charge an arm and aleg for parking s they businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
1022 SherylElson change the operating
dont have any competition p traffic?), for a
madel
ransport trend:
Shortterm parking in Potential
Fetain the carpark.and need it aways! for all people to get close safel businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and Keep the charges low as possible ...keeping in mind better to be 80% full than
1023 Mike Nicholis change the operating v v peop! . ust dont increase price....Will always be a car park. Do not sell our assets...! vieg, P 3 P ~keep!
Plus Impact peopl mobilty less...1
model
chaltenges
Retain the carpark and The impact it willhave on parking charges in the central city,Fnancial T
1024 James Hopkins change the operating _[Simply Do ot rust that the future owner willretain a picing model that doesn't extort users for parking. Sell only if their pricings locked to match ccc pricingin other nearby ccc car parks. the council and revenue from sale vs. .
maodel costs), -
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
d car park away from partof town that fortobeputin  [Yousayit make it more user friendly courts are
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on
1025 Brian Renwick change the operating _[place lie Wilsons who will fleece the ratepayer and not keep the carpark up their history PP park give them or other commercial clients daily or weekly/monthly deals and more e . 25 inthe comment ve already made make it user friendly
model throughout christchurch user friendly. or peop '
parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
counciland ratepayers (e.£., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
1026 Ronald Wallace change the operating _[Because ratepayers own it,and should be cheaper,no No The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city No No
model
[As you il charge. For parking surely that willoffset any
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on what Think tospend our disp <y | oucoud o
1027 Anita Armstrong change the operating | Why should Wilson's parking or any other profit from rate payers 1 hour free parking local businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and |about local beenh h d than high cost e L d
model nospitality foot traffic?)Other (Please specify) We don'thave the for overseas puetergaering
deas
arkand days that the The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
parkand |With hristchurch will need all the car parking facilities it can get. Very short sighted of the P P parking charg 1y, fty )
utilised fuly. | would ravel to town more frequently f parking was cheaper. We usedto be able to |term parking i the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic don't sell your assets. This is making a profit Promote it, Who knows it exsts
1028 Christine Renwick perating |councilto sell Perhaps you sh park and run parki 15 on days th
park on the street and pay a metre. The costs of for an expy henyou  [activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on anymore.
model the carpark s not utiised fuly.
are on a Umited income. for people with
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
ftain the carpark.and term parkingin the centra city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
1029 Diane Davies change the operating | Council can set the fees parking v P
e activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
1030 Keith Hawkins change the operating_|Because | have had enough of Wilsons parking no transport trends, Financial forthe no no
council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
[The Impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and pact itwl parking charg ralefty, lallmp
1031 John Kavanagh change the operatiny d parkin artof CC ocalb a (e.8. willreduced and
g e 1 operating parking " Y foot traffic?)Impact for peop mobilty
model
challenges
Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging publc transport, reducing
Ifwe try and willbecome a phant so sellit ad use the money for better
1032 Patricia Smith Selttne Carpark | Y No emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland No No. Just sl it
2 2. revenue from sale vs. ongs
potential (e.g. willreduced
retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact for people
Retain the carpark and ospitality foo forpeopl
R poputation
1033 Mary Long change the operating [Retain Assets
growth and . encouraging public
model
ansport, Financial the
council and ratepayers (.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
fetain the carpark.and shortterm parkingin for parkin
1034 John Larsen change the operating | Will bring on-going income for the CCC, with the right financial model parking parking
[iven population growth and transport trends
model
The impact it will inthe central city.The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econonic It not always about making a buck The people of Vou coutd run market days run by charities on sunday mornings when the
1035 Tony Moot perating _[its an asset paid for, and i not for th tosay sell Leave it alone, but could make available one floor for rough sieepers at ight activty (e.¢., will reduced vetail and hospitalty 2)mpacton itnot the corp of councilthat  |building s hardly used or aplace where food trucks could gather and have a
model for people with g for  |wnit place where you could get food after hours,
parking given population growth and transport trends, Other (Please specify)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
1036 Oleg Sheremetov P parking charg , P
the council and revenue from sale vs.
shortterm parkingin Impact for
[You mention that there are more important nfrastructure investments that should be made - rovided these ARE more parking
1087 Pam Bourke-Shaw Sellthe Carpark I
important (i better outcomes for the people of Chch) then selling s the best decision.
transport, v goals)
. ubl red
| would like the Councilto pay offdebt, or P Encouraging p reducing
1038 Brian Mariner Selltne Carpark | " no emissions, or sustainabiliy goals), Financial implications for the council and o
¢ ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ong
impact on accessibilty for people with disabilties or mobiliy
e 1y forpeop! Y People need to be able to bus cycle/tram and walk easily.
y (Chehis largely flat and should be completel ble.  [itis an ugly dump. ”
1039 Jane buckingham Sellthe Carpark d places bicycles asin holtand o goals), forthe counciland |01 oY 12t and should be completely accessibie 1520 ugly dume.
(Carparks are ugly and there are too many after the Need qualiy reliable public transport.
revenue from sale vs. Other (Please
earthquakes.
specity)
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and |Because when I need to park in town | want my money to g0 , not thatis devel s é o
1040 Melinda McPherson in dditionally, short sighted and a bad idea, as |No. Y ’g"w parking No
model for (L managed. prally ool et
The Councit's core business s not car parking; it should be in the hands of private sector specialists who run this type of
business. The Council should also not arks for the Court Theatre; you had a Financial for the council and revenue from sale us.
1041 PaulTe Hau Sellthe Carpark P v Sell Sell Sell
plan and a developerto build on this land but folded under pressure from Carter Group, (how's his car park going) not ongoing operating costs)
2000 enough wasting $200,000 ofrate payer money.
Retain the carpark and Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
1082 Neil Lambie D We need trens ransport, reducing
model emissions, or goals)
Ffetain the carparkand o 1 aoget fa it pay then then the council should be able Potential ity (e.g. will educed
1043 Terence Preddy change the operating P i See above. parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Financial implications for the council
to. Suggest lease to private company to retain asset but enjoy lease revenue.
and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Potential , wilreduced
arking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffc?) Impact on accosimity orpootc e have been Siresidents for 4 xyrs
1044 ANNLEE Sellthe Carpark [Divert $ toward reducing rate increases. parking pitaiity -mp: for peop! To be honest we are seldom in the city and don't even know this carpark.
with disabilties or mobiliy challenges, Financialimplications for the council and
With this in mind, should my answers be of minimaluse, please feel welcome to
revenue from sale vs.
detete my name from your surveys.
The internet has destroyed buying in person. Most bi cities in the world are like
townfor Theyall Temu and Al d there are no unpaid Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (.g.,revenue from salevs. |Ratepayers sick of paying fo stuff they didn't ask fr. | always [donuts, empty in the middle. The earthquakes made Christchurch a donut and
1045 PaulKing Sellthe Carpark Ve v P No. Selling it will be great. Give the money backto the ratepayers as a discount. P payers (e pay paying Y v P! 4 Ithas no future
carparks. O they shop in the malls that have free carparks. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify) use the parking at the mall fo free if can. destroyed it because the Government centrally planned a new donut city that
Learn rom it
Retain the carpark and short term parkingin utu for parking
1046 Gecilia Gately perating pingitin Council ensure that an affordable parking option is available inthe city centre.  [No ransport trends, Financial the council No
model and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
1 am quickly coming (o the view that the city is gearing up for
Retain the carpark and impact Fuwre  [th d mobile wh tvely walk distances, catch
P! Its already hard to park in the city.Being older and less mobile it is difficult navigating the city on a fixed income. | also a peapl 3 ‘e young and mabile who can actively walk distances, catct
1047 Karen Kingsford change the operating demand for parking given population growth and transport rends,Other (Please [buses or bike around the city. | pay alot on rates and use very
believe as a rate payer we shouldn' be selling off assets. Plus it i the best city carport around
model specity) Iitte of the additional spend for the above mentioned
concerns. |
Retain the carpark and [The impact il T he centralcity.The avallabilty of short
1048 Andrew Hornblow change the operating term parkingin the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport rends
hortterm parki Potential
petan necarprcand s nd sconoie sty .. i educed kg e et nd
1049 Cherytvette change the operating |Keep and make it cheaper to attract more residents to come to the city centre Ve parking
e y foot raffic?)Impact on peop mobility
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Tdon'tuse the carpark much. used 1o Use 1 1o visit at the public Nospial o Visiin own. | prefer now to 4se the bus or Financial Tor the counciland rat ~revenue from sale vs. Hopefuly inthe future, there wil b less cars in the city. More walking biking
1050 Steven Wilson Sellthe Carpark
ebike in. and busing
impact peop Financial
1051 Jenny Brown Sellthe Carpark  [The money could be better used elsewhere: the council and rat ue from sale vs. ongoing There are plenty of other carparks in the city
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
d [whysel dis often fulf not near full.Itis well used by Rate slayers do selling it local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
1052 John Robinson P to another company ter profit at the expense of rate payers Blowto traffic?), for d
model community. wansport trends,Financial unci g revenue
from sale vs
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact o
|f another entity can continue to operate it as a carpark, the money from the sale can be used for other Council ivity (.., wil reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic2)Impacton | o o\ oo cale stipulates the continued use as a carpark.
1053 AlliHusband Sellthe Carpark for people with
purposes or toreduce debt. | would not support the sale fthis were not the case.
encouraging public transport or
Financial for the council g
o
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Short term parking in Potential
Fetain the carpark and usnesse andeconomic act 15 willreduced parking affect retail and
1084 Charlotte Kuhn P tal for the future is a good idea. . viee P ”"rg” B
model pitallty foot raffic?).
revenu
(Overthe long term with correct repricing the return will xceed interest and cover capital repayments. Beyond that over
Retain the carpark and
the years it willbe able to provide a dividend to the Council / Ratepayers Financial for the council and £ revenue from sale s,
1055 Bob Thayer change the operating
Regards
model
Bob Thayer
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Fetain the carpark.and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic:
1056 Jwells change the operating ~ [Owning assets is a good thing parking . " Keep it
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect rtail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking afect retail and
1057 Angela Willams Sellthe Carpark [/ 21Y° "2 1sbetter done by pivate operators. tis ot he counct « ity foot trafic?) encouraging public
P [and the funds would be better used somewhere else. nospia P
wanspor, or Financial th
Council and 8. revenue from sale s,
Retain the carpark and
" rparl [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for Ensure parking pricing acts as a lever to encourage people to use public
1058 Cam Brinsdon change the operating | Minimizes the chance that aparking provider becomes amanopoly or duopoly
oot parking given population growth and transport trends. transport, .. charge people more if they are regular all day users.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and |Retains return builtfor and by I suspect the sale is being lobbied for by private: term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
P Y " s Review parking fees and consider charging a slight premium for during times of large concerts, parking o P Please do not et it fall into the hands of rapacious owners ike Wilson Parking,
1059 Margaret Sissons dwould lie a monopoly. This b the activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
sporting events that are to be held at the stadium Smart Compliance Management or similar
model offcial opening of the new stadium, Te Kaha,is nearly here. for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[The impact ftwill have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabiity of short
c parking scene seems by pany. As the number of independent car parks drop |1 fundamentally don'tbelieve that all council assets need to provide a strong commercialreturn.
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic .
a monopoly n PP ybasis and options to 909%-+ of my trips into the central city are by bike so it doesn' directly impact me,
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
1060 David Rowley g [todriveup return. car parks owned andrun people getinto the central city easily to spend money at the local businesses. Having thriving iy ut a ot of people still need to use vehicles to get around. Having good mobility
model more to cover costs than turn a commercial level profit should help keep pressure on other providers to not et pricing [businesses will o far more for the well being of the city than the council making some extra money e eouragme pub tamamort p d parks fully support.
escalate. offan asset ke thi BN p
short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
1061 KEITH YARDLEY Sellthe Carpark ~[ECONOMICALLY SENSIBLE - FREES UP CAPITAL AND A PRIVATE OPERATOR WILL RUN IT BETTER pitality for
transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue:
from sale s.
[The impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark to provide competition o the private providers, with only minor changes to the
1062 Ron Clarke parkto p P private pr ! e local b \d economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and Nl
operating model.
nospitality foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
1063 Catherine Connew change the operating | don' believe council should be selling assets. term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
model mobiliy challenges
Fetain the carpark.and shortterm parkingin for parking
1064 Wan Ingham. perating |Once sold itis out of for alltime. s P
given population growth and transport trends
model
Retain the carpark and
inthe carpark and |, o tside companies like Wilson and private people own to many parking options in the city. ell the building and lease it back...| know that the council already pays out an Potential tvity (e.g., will reduced
1065 DereJohnson change the operating This is the only one we use, if not using the buses.
N ates around $50 milion a year i the press are correct, Lichfield Street car parkis so handy totown. _[parking afect retal and hospitalty foot traffic?)
The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potentialimpacts on
Retain the carpark and ocaton deconemic st ng[e itretoeedyoing et ond
1066 Rata Robinson P , unfairly impose them ot
o Impacton peop mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and. |Believe a council owned and operated covered car park s necessary as a senvice to ratepayers. It s the only one in Cheh term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1067 Margaret Forward perating _[and fai ch However, is of no benefit o ratepayers if It operates ata loss and has to.|No activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on no no
model be supported by increased rates. for people with Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The mpact il nthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Fetain the carpark.and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
1068 Lawrence Gray change the operating | ts been paid for already, sale profit will disappear into a big black hole viee, parking pitality . No
o demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
the council and rat e from sale vs. ongoing
Potential (e, willreduced
arking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),Future demand for parking given
1069 Rob Aitken Sellthe Carpark | Council could use the funds more profitably No parking pitality hFutur parking g
population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
revenue from sale us.
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Ftain the carparkand |, .1.eic assets should be kept for the public good rather than be sold, and predatory companies like Witsons (which term parkingin the central city,Impact for
1070 Daniel Ware change the operating ¢ " punteE i predatony comp parkhe ation
ook to be the likely buyer) should be run out of our city,not encoraged in. ges, for population growth and transport
trends
Make sothatcar the shortterm parkingin ] for parking
1071 Alan Dawison Sellthe Carpark  [Government (central and regional) e not eficient asset owners - they should sellthe asset car park) ~f1om 7:30 am 0 9:00 P t06:00 pm. transport trends, Financial the council sellit
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operatin costs)
Retain the carpark and
> | chose to parkin Lichfield St Carpark because | know it is owned by the council rather than private companies (e.g. The impact twil inthe central ity Financial
1072 Fraser Jofery change the operating
. Wilsons) and therefore the revenue benefits the council the counciland rat fevenue from sale vs.
The impact twillh fing ch the central city,Impact il
aetainthe carparkand e mpacticl v npring crargesin e cenl iy pact o sy
1073 Cheryt Hanham P itisa frequently P hoppingin the CBD peop ! pardngg
e population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
2. revenue from sale vs.
impact bility for people with disabil bl
On the basis funds directed to walking, bikin mpact on accessibilty for people with disabilites or mobllty
1074 Daryle Deering Sellthe Carpark natten y
2. public transport
r goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Kee the asset. Function of the asset s to provide affordable, relable, safe parkingfor
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Council work for and Youhave a dutyto keep
1075 M) Engelbrecht activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on Keep the asset.
to come ipport busine: itdiffcult for o .
residents they will spend their dollar elsewhere where it is more valued. o peop g
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and
1076 Amy Colins perating 1t all parkingand ot take hold. Increase fees, promote it more using free/cheap options. The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Other (Please specify)  |Avoiding overseas companies having more a stake in parking;
madel
Retain th Kand
etain the carparkand 11, o+ wvant privatisation of council assets in any form & am particularly allergic to Wilson's Car Parking due to its Potential (e.g., will reduced
1077 Elizabeth Peoples change the operating
- treatment of people parking affect retail and hospitality foot taffic?)
Environmental considerations (¢.g., encouraging publc transport, reducing
1078 Johannes Welsch Sellthe Carpark  |Why doyou need to own a car park? s that councils core business? O tease it but retain ownership or public/private ops model? emissions, or goals) Financial forthe council and
revenue from sale vs. ong
1do ot agres with selling assets - once they are gone, they are gone. It 1s
[The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty important to have a city owned option for parking as most parking places are.
1079 Yolanda Sonyt no for peop! . owned by p pretty cut throat. | use alternat Please don'tsell it
transpor, v goals) transport as much as | can but when | do drive, | always parkin the CCC parking
building,
The impact twil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
ftain the carpark.and activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on We need more car parks. Just ook at the queues getting in and out of the car
1080 Yonny Yeung change the operating |Keep control of ths car park Expand the car park ViE. A pratty S paries. a
e for people with disabilt ! for park every day
parking given population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the
council and revenue from sale vs.
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
There are too many ifferent parking opefators inthe ity with inconsistent payment methods which makes itvery
1081 Anna Wilkes change the operating No activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
diffcult to park and pay quickly. | like the CC: tmethods as and simple to use.
model for people with Financial implications
for th Land ratepayers (e.g.,
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and [The site’s value willincrease over time and these gains belong to Christchurch. If fees need to rise then paying to
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1082 Kieran McGuigan perating _[council and y Sale to private interests willalso resaultin higher No. Parking close to the CBD will always be required
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaltyfoot traffic?), Future
model parking fees with no improvement to council finances
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
hortterm parki Potential
— e e
1083 Robert Hall change the operating _[Council can control availability o parking better cact (e, parking oy
pitality peop
del
mode! Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transporttrends
Retain the carpark and The impact twil in the central ity Th of short
1084 Andrea Langan change the operating P prise just take the nore Shops at the bottom. Cars above: term parking n the central city, Future demand for parking given population growth
model and transport rends
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation ein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[The impact it willhave on parking charges in the central city mpact on accessibilt
Retain the carpark and P pariing charg primp: v
Ifyou sel it will be bought by overseas buyer -probably Wilson Parking.. for peop Financial h
1085 Caroline Greenwood change the operating Keep as many of your exisiting carpark as possibe. No other Just keep it pease No
o Fees willincrease and | absolutely refuse to use this firm as they are unreasonable and profits leave the country. Council and ratepayers (.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility or people with disabilites or
1086 Roger Welsh perating |l prefer i in council hands. I ke the EV chargers in here. y encouraging public | think having parking n a central councit
model transport, or Financial the
council and revenue from sale vs.
short term parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
(Commercial carpark providers are not competitve in the central city - most are Wilson's. Surely the council could also businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
1087 Ann Morrell change the operating
e loperate it competitively? pitality t peop mobility
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
impact peop Financial
1088 Robyn Craw Sellthe Carpark  [Debt needs to be managed and car parking can stil be available to the public through private ownership. the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
arking affectretail and hospitality foot traffc?),Impact on accessibility for people
Retain the carpark and parking priaity P 1y for peop!
Bacause we should not el off our assets. There must be a way to make it economically viable. Although | do think we: &
1089 Cheryl Moffat change the operating No | beleve in retaining assets but it has to at least break even
e should encourage the use of public transport transport, y ) Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
operating costs)
Short term parking in Impact for
1000 Nonny Caro Sellthe Carpark  [free up capital
population growth and transport trends
Financial for the council and Tevenue from sale vs.
1001 Leo Dolan Sellthe Carpark  [Free up capital and reduce CCC hands-on commitment oo
Retain the carpark and The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
1002 Kaylee Hutchinson change the operating _|Car parking pensive, would help to prevent all competitve. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
[The impact ftwill have on parking charges i the centralcity,The availabiity of short
term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local b d econormic transportis improving there will always be rate
Retain the carpark and ity (e.g., will educed parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impacton [ payers that don't have the option of using public transport,
P! This carparkis one of the cheaper ones in town and rate payers deserve to have the option to park there and itiswell  |Are there particular times it's not used as much? Maybe close a floor for a night market or activties |21\ {&:8- willeduced parking affect retail and hospitaliy foot taffic?) Impact on _|payer: P ing public transp( Selling off assets for short term gain will impact us in the future and should not
1003 Steph Reid change the operating for people with Y for |working parents, people with disabilties and thos that don't
ustiised. It s an asset that generates income and should be preserved forthe future rather than a shortterm reprieve. |that benefit the community and would also generate income be considered
model parking given population growth and transporttrends,Financial implications for the [live close to:a public ransport route. These people arealso
Council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs), Other | ratepay
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and 1) Retain ownership and maintain the current model. local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and d that
We should retain the carpark as a public asset for the benefit of revenue than Land d control of
1004 Andrew Hey change the operating 2) Operate as a ot for profit local usedto fund local it hospitaliy f Impact peop mobility parkingin Christchurch, with council-owned options being  crucial part of the
sent offshore and public resources
model initatives challenges, Financial Land equation
sale vs. ongoing operating costs), Other (Please speciy)
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Retain the carpark and pact itwl ) Ves, the council is focused on the wrong things. It's anti car agenda is against
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1005 Gary Durey change the operating s acity asset of mportance Make it bigger and free the people of Christchurch and this car park and trying o sell t continues the | Make it bigger and free and | may start coming o the CBD again
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future e peobs
model anti-car” agenda. This needs to stop. DO NOT SELLIT
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and
The impact twil inthe central city,F for
1096 GILLIAN PORTER change the operating (| OBJECT TO PUTTING AN ASSET WE AS RATEPAYERS HAVE PAID FOR, INTO FORIEGN HANDS NO
parking given population growth and transport trends.
model
shortterm parkingin ! forthe
1007 Markhampton Sellthe Carpark  [I's not generating enough of a return. We could sellt and get a better return, sk free.
council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic 3% profitis stil profit! you need to keep parking reasonabe otherwise people
1008 Rosalie Inkster change the operating _[the other car parks are o rather e Urather than a cheaper parking fo residents of Christchurch maybe? o fixed rate parking activty (e, will educed parking affec retail and hospitaltyfoot trafic?)impact on won't come into town becauise t's too expensive to park! you don't pay to park
model for people with Financial implication at the mall and most people go there instead
forthe Land ratepayers (e.¢.,
Retain the carpark and
i The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Financial implications for
1009 Kha Pham Nguyen change the operating
the counciland rat revenue from sale vs
modet
[The mpact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carparkand {4 o orer to give than payinga stay localb nomic activity (e.g., will reduced frect retail and
1100 Thomas Miller change the operating P fity mon pay s Y Ino & No IYou spett anything wrong
e competitive. Why would we sell an asset making profit, evenifitis a slow one. pitality for d
transport rends
parkand. | prefer this option as having an asset which s generating a surplus profitis far more beneficial than a one time boost The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
1101 Michael Leefe change the operating _[from the asset sale. With the Stadium due to open soon this should also increase use and enable further revenue Have event rates or bookable spaces for when the stadium s in use. for peop! Financial the
model [generation supporting the council and enabling the control of rates increases. council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Potential ity (0.6 wil reduced [tis an asset generating a profi, the council should retain assets for long term
1102 Jamie Stratton Keop it
retail and hospitality foot traffic?) gain rather than short term from the sale
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1103 Glenys Sloan perating |1 agreatlocation for trps nto t activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
) [The impact it will have on parking charges i the centralcity mpact on accessibilty
parkand tosee the sale ofti public service, | think our public services o bethatt's not currently losing agood ting, however it does | N
1104 Hamish Dix change the operating |privatising them will lead t costto the end user, only aprivate  |need to make more money for you o keep it, | wouldn't be against price increases if it meant that the | > * oter  |Keepingour
[owner, rather than the public. carpark remained in public ownership. transport, ' goars:
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
Retain the carpark and
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1105 Lorraine McLeod P prefer to pay the CCC for parking P ke it the way itis e need to make it easy for people to us the city and the CBD Keep it Itis situated in the best place
N activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
overnment asset d and speaks and ths highy financialised approach to ity asset
Retain the carpark and & By o v
notuseful for effective fitable and that's sa Financial forthe council and rat revenue from sale vs.
1106 Samuel Zelter change the operating
B structure it will far outlive the 33 years of income the sale will generate, and any price increase of the parking willonly ongoing operating costs)
decrease the ratio of the lump sum cash generation and the ongoing income.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibil
Retain the carpark and P parlking charg e o
1107 Josh Wyatt change the operating  peopl i parking gl
o population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and [The impact fwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,The availabiity of short
1108 Toby Crookbain D jtsons will buy it and parking everywhere willincrease. Selling an asset thatis returning a pofit i absolutely moronc. term parking n the central ity Financial implications for the council and ratepayers. KEEP DOWNWARDS PRESSURE ON PARKING COSTS
model (e.¢. revenue from sale vs.
The impact itwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and increase as the pools and the stadium _[term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1109 Tim Capper perating 1 Wil start to draw people back into Christchurch and when the people start coming back the activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
model businesses il for people with disabilt ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact il inthe centralcity,Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
1110 Devin Glennie D The carpark aprofi. There! other t tprofit No parking raliym 1y forpeon No
model Y g
revenu sts)
ccc sould ,vision and (e.g.for each Lnew school, potential (0.6, wilreduced
1 DanielMiagek Selthe Carpark|1LPVEFOu, more paring plces (multistorytovnhouses.+ ith undergroud garage spaces), biggerpipesfor fesh, parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given
storm and waste water, increased capacity of water cleaning facility, etc.), smart permission for new buld. Can't see population growth and transport trends, Financial implications for the council and
this happening. Maybe bacause too much effort s put into managing own assets? t revenue from sale vs.
[The impact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
1112 Rachel
o traffic?), for "
ransport trend:
[ expect either option will have a very similar cost to the Users of the carpark as either the council or the new owners will
be tooking for that 5-6% return. Since there wil theusers| and have
Financial for the council and revenue from sale vs. doliars from tobetter the CCC
1113 Nathan Puddle Sellthe Carpark  [50million extra to offset rates, o invest n other things that itabetter
ongoing operating costs) community
asset that sits making 6% ayear.
Retain the carpark and The impact il inthe central it
1114 David Moore change the operating 1 thought Phil Mauger promised not to sell assets during hs election campaign. Retain it to keep options open . encouraging public transport, or | thought Phil Mauger tosel
del goals)
d [the councitthen howits operated. tobea continual issue inthe ity in the coming The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
1115 Simon Corkindale change the operating _|years and its important that the councilis positioned control of local businesses and economic actiity (e.g. will reduced parking afect retail and
model Ifwe sel t b i not controlled by the city. nospitality foot trafic?)
shortterm parkingin ! forthe
1116 Stephen Brown parking
council and ratepayers (.., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? L oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
[think ' mportant for the council o influence the price of parking in the central cty. The amount of on street or free [The Impact i will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
parkand [parkin in the lastfew years, and bring people into Llocat b d economic activty (e.g., will reduced parking afect reail and
parking v ‘g peopl Higher parking fees would hopefully encourage the use of public transport. But this would have to be (e
1117 Scott Wernham change the operating [the city. for d Have a lovely day. )
intentionally managed:
madel transport rends,Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport,
latsot retain &
& encouraging public reducin
(Council doesn't need to be in the carparking business - etter tosell the asset and use the maney to retre debt and/or
1118 Adair Bruorton Sellthe Carpark emissions, or ) Financial forthe counciland
f and the future.
ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongs
Retain the carpark and The impact twil the central city,Future demand f
etain the carparkand |, oncerned that this is a short-sighted decision. It is more than Likely that a private entity could raise prices Introduce surge pricing on stadium events to increase returns, and look panels © Impactitwil in the central ity,Future demand for
1119 Sean Widdowson change the operaing | e ton parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the
model v plevel. council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
| prefer council and therefore ratepayer ownd models over the isk of
The Lichfield acilty and offers a good petitorto
taking over ity facilities and increasing prices purely to make a profitoff oflocals.
prvate parking for freely fining
| agree that rates by offering tothe likes of The impact it will have on parking charges inthe central city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and users. b d
Wilson local businesses and economic actiity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
1120 Fiona Ogilvie change the operating Keep the land and building for future repurposing into central station for lightrail connections. residents of o Thisis
lfe into the CBD and y benefitthe ratepayers Y foot traffic?)Impact for peop mobility
model important for the spirit ofthe city, for residents to feel ke their Counciloffers
and the Councils re the best option to support and sustain the city. challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends o o e
Corp d private park not give them any roes
further hold in Christchurch. ©
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1121 Wayne Keen change the operating its the best long term activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
model for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Fetain the carpark and activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
1122 Jared Rowbotham perating the city, especially Unsure at this time. vieg, N"M &2 pitallty ! °m
o for peopl Y
dtransport trends,Financial forthe
council and ratepayers (.., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with disabilt ) f
1123 Hollyyeoman Keep it howits! peoplewi o o otner up |t selling, spend public transport!t
tran:
(.8, encouragin o
oats) Financial the council £
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specily)
Short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
1124 Nestorio r. Navarro change the operating ~[Maintain an important asset of the council and wilikely maintain jobs. improve retailing around the area that will maximize utilization of the carpark. pitality foot raffic?), for population growth and None
model encouraging 3
or goals)
The impact twill inthe centralcity.The avallabiity of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
Because | use it occasionally and | don't want t cared money.
1125 Chris Taylor change the operating activty (.., will educed parking afect retail and hospitalty foot traific?),Future
They are milking us too much already!
model demand for parking given population growth and transport trends,Other (Please
specify)
Depending on occupancy rates, readjust the amount oflong term spaces leased to other parties.
- Keeping assets inimportant. Even though t's not isted as an 1, I believe
measures an external doin orderto maximise
parkand value n CC car parking in ot purely profitbased ke Wilsor's. rofitabilty if sold, and how that would affect public, not just for day o day parking rates butthe |Th impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,Financial implications for
1126 Chiis Close perating |- Fees o operating i ifthatis indeed a top priorty. Ift's not profitable as- | - PUHe, not) o day parking P pariing chare : P
e o o potential d the lon term detrimental efects _{the counciland rat ue from sale vs.
g ould (ot fesutt of that. I'm confident that most members of public would rather pay CCC more for parking if it meant
more money s fltered to external parties and the pubic.
eeping the asset, utd surelyraise I y
competition.
s written p parks n the city is poly thatis run by
Retain the carpark and ' [Would ather keep it as is but i understand the parking rate needs to be increased. Hope t s kept to wison's and i’s unaffordable. Lichfield carpark s the only place | use f | drive
Vast of the carparks are owned by wilson already and itis very likely to e sold to them. Meaning il be monopoly
1127 ClaireLee change the operating ’ e minimal increased considering the cost of ving to keep it affordable. the less increase there s, the |The impact it will have on parking charges in the centra city tocity, and t s the only carpark that s not driven by profit and it should not be
model v narderfor wilson to increase their rate further run by “business profitable model” to moderate parking rates i city and to
o public
Dear Council,
| beleve selling this asset would be a misstep for Christchurch, and I would ke to encourage Council o reconsider.
Lichfield is not just a building —it is one ofthe key pieces of the C! ,
attractive, and accessible for ordinary people.
Like for many of us, Lichfield s our default place to park when visiting town. There s a sense of trust in choosing a
ility, knowing that the revenue city and feeds back rath
than private profit. It the CBD feel
| know | am not alone in actively avoiding private parking providers such as Wilson where possible. I pivate car parks
netai the carparian|ECOMe 0uronly option, many peopte wil imply isi the CED ess — ot because they do notwant o supportlocal The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
P business, but because ger feels fair or -min term parking n the central city,Potential impacts on local b d economic
1128 Daniel Eisenhut change the operating
b activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
the benefitof Ie nto the heartof town. demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Ifthe current return from Lichfieldis not where it should be, | would much prefer a conversation about improving
altogether. Paying a little more to keep
thatincome in Christchurch s, in my view, far better than watching it eave the city forever.
Lichfield car park accessibill 1 hope Council chooses to retain
lownership and continue investing in the long-term health of the CBD.
Thanik you for considering this feedback.
Kind regards,
Daniel Eisennut
impact peop Futre
Retain the carpark and demand for transport it makes a profit. Use the money to build light rail and cycle lanes please. Then we
1129 alexvan den broek change the operating encouraging public transport, or Itmakes a profit. keep it 4 Y & o P
wont need so many car parks
model ) Financial forthe council
revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Short term parking in ] Tor parkin
Retain the carpark and parking parking
tansport trends,Financia the council
1130 Sandra Brown D A tre etc, our be under council control Don'tsellthe carpark. Keep it under ccc control and ownership leave it s a carpark. Keep the carpark. Under ccc control and ownership s above Keep under ccc control and ownership
model and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please
specify)
shortterm parkingin ] forthe
1131 Peter Evans Sellthe Carpark  [Usen the money for something else. parking
council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and The mpact twil n the centralcity, T orshort
P! [White the Rol is only 3% or so, itis situated on a large piece of land in the central city, and itis an asset that can be used pact itwl
1132 Keith Humm change the operating Retain it as is without changing the operating model. term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
for the benefitof chh folk; it al aren'ttied
model and transport rend
oo often we have sold our community assets to the private sector. Typically the private sector s most nterested in shortterm parkingin Potential
Retan the carparkand without giving any in service. Also reactions to not spend on businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
maintenance, and when things get too bad, either sellitor demolish i: .6 NZ ailways where they simply asset stripped raffic?). for opulation growth and
1133 Geoff Holland change the operating | when things g ther sellt or demolish t: e.g NZ railways where they simply ripp pitallty e Papulation grow
o the system, andwe had to buy t back. & encouraging 3
The complete f**ckup with Transmission Gully roading projectis a very howthe happily v goals), for the council and
miles the public purse. t . revenue from sale s,
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carparkand |, oo pary weneed space for arking facilties. o oo o nien ot
1134 Hossein Ghanbari P v > P : No orpeop - No No, just don't sell it
i Removing it will have very negative Impact in terms of traffc if removed. transport
(e.g., encouraging public transport, reducing emissions, or sustainabilty
goats) Financial e councit £
vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twill inthe central ity,The availabiltyof short
d |The ground floor y y p there are o other mobility P
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1135 Caroline 0'Donnell change the operating _[parks available to get my wheelchair out.I'm concerned thatif it was sold " Increased mobilty parks i improve it Or other Disabilty access is my highest priorty.
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
model d prevent me f
for people with disabilt
[ sale only helps in the short term and whoever takes t over willpush the prices.
Its ahigh use parking building and ongoing the situation. Iwould
higher anyway. Why not retain the ownership and make more money with
retain the the carpark, change how it operates. They aren't high maintenance and requiring frequent Selling off publicly owned faciltes for short term gain never helps the public n the
1136 Callum Matheson The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city higher but fairer prices that value the locals. This keeps the money inside chch
tenancy changes or infrastructure refits to suit new tenants. Itis central n the center soiits very Llong run. Its ours, keep it ours.
and doesn't o out to some overseas company who worit be paying any
popular compared to other nelghboring parking buildings.
appropriste taxes on their income.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation tein Address Why do you prefer this option? uha . y h o Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when  |>
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? . P Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Financial for the counciland Tevenue from sale vs.
1137 Jane Radford Sellthe Carpark  [More money for the council o focus on other areas of need e
. |mereisa proteration of private carparks within the GBD and 1would tike councilto etain a level of control ver central
city parking (1'd consider reduced on street parking as a esult of greater pedestrianisation of the The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
1138 Josh Campbel-Tie change the operating
B (CBD). I would ke to avoid the city's carpark opti , this term parkingn the central city
results in monopolies in NZ, o the detriment of the consumer.
Retain the carpark and
> | ike knowing that gback andnota Wilson's. It why
1139 Sarah Cohen change the operating The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city Don'tsellit
always park there when | come to town.
madel
[The Impact ftwill have on parkin charges I the centralcity mpact on accessibilty
Retain the carpark and for peopi (e
Because retaining assets would be better for longer term financial stabilty, rather than short term gain. Plus council car
1140 Kate Adams change the operating transpor y goals) Financial
i & y priced parking like Wilson's.
model the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
The impact twill inthe central ity The availabilty of short
Fetain the carparkand o (e 1, pay councit owned,fetan key assets n Central Cty, council owned likely to be more responsive to change and term parkingin the centra cit,Potentialimpacts onlocal businesses and economic
1141 Rosina Gibbs change the operating (1~ ' ° PV ST Snet g g v P 30 | leniie fees o surge pricing, events,deals, ncentives activity(e.g., will reduced parkingaffect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) Impact on
model 8 " for people with disabili : for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and Setting the parking charges at a sUghtly igher level o Increase the return from the bulding s
| believe itis important for the councilto retain ownership of this asset so they can confinue to exert competitive
1142 Connor Elison change the operating acceptable, but this needs and should private parking |The impactitwill have on parking charges in the central city
influence on parking fees in the CED
model
The impact it will have on parking charges i the centra city,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and § parking chare v P
. local b d ity (e.g., will educed parking affect retail and
1143 Mere Morris change the operating [Its important to keep asset P ity
pitality mp: peop
madel
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short With the new stadium being built, people wil b loking to parkthere cars,
Please keep the car park as a council run business. | park there allthe time when | am in town. | have
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic especiallyif regions and don'twant
parked at at couple of Wilson run car parks and have been wrongfully over charged on those
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on car miles away, ifthey are not planning on staying the night in Christchurch. The
1144 Nadia Jones occasions. | feel t's the safest and cheapest places intown to park and so handy to everything. | have
for people with Y for ing extrafor by offering a booking
been happy to leave my car there over ight, after | have had a itte to much to rink, knowing it will
N transport trends, Financial forthe services for people who wish to park as close as they can, o avoid, or are.
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs) unable to use public transport.
shortterm parkingin Impact
1145 Henrietta Hall peopl !
wansport, or goals)
The impact twil T the central city,The availabilty of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
Retain the carpark and activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)Impact on
Retaining an asset that will grow in value over time as wel as control over how it
1146 Alison Marshall change the operating 1t maintains the asset forthe long term and provides the Council to dictate how the assetis used No for people with Y for toTeKahafor events e No
model transporttrena
(.8, encouragin , or .Other
Retain the carpark and
P Our public assets should remain as such. I the car park s profitable it makes no sense to sellit. I can'tsee any Privatising public assets is never in the public nterests,
1147 William Gordon-Wright change the operating Other (Please specify)
o [ustfication fo this decision atall. especially when they're profitable.
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale vs
1128 Bede Kearney Sellthe Carpark ~ [itis having debt which is used to compe P payers (e g
short term parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., wil reduced parking affect retail and
1149 Rohanne Compton change the operating _[Don'twant to see another asset sold pitality Impact peopl mobility
madel challenges Financial and ratepayers (e.8.,
sale vs
The impact it wil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic IThe cost of parkingis sure to increase, independent of wherher option 1 or 2 goes
Retain the carpark and [Aways retain it as a carpark to support . park
Having the carpark owned by the CC the nterestof C be retained dto, for activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on ahead. There will be many complaints, of course, but this s the nature of change,
1150 Vivien Pybus change the operating close to businesses in central Auckland their collapse - d No
example, if it was sold b h as Wilson Parking) us. for people with Y for and we will adapt. The current parking charges are pretty cheap relative to
madel & Smith & Caughey, as an example. |don'
transport trends, Financial forthe overseas citis.
Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and s a great car park that realised was there. I eel gotalot  [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
1151 Lana Eder change the operating _[Selling this opens the door for Wilsons to raise i's prices. P d andis heavily used. Perhaps instead of changing ts model, do some [actiity (e.g. will educed parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffc?),mpact on
model more promos for i, or matching whatever the setup is at the crossing. for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
[T Impact fwill have on parking charges in the central ity Potential impacts on
local . will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and e
pitality Impact peopl mobility
1152 Jenny Chiu change the operating _[Selling assets doesn't make sense
Y challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
s transpor, reducing
emissions, or goals)
Retain the carpark and The impact twil inthe central city for
i Seling the carparkis short sighted. It's adecision to make a quick injection of funds into the counciland thereisno | The car parkis under utiised, | feel like the fees modl could be set up differently, such as a educed pact it
1153 AlexFletcher change the operating parking given population growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the Don't et Wilsons get their hands on t
guarantee that the car park (sold as a going concern) will be kept in local hands weekend or evening rate.
model council and ratepayers (e.., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
The impact twil i the central city,The availabilty of short
Retai the carparkand term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
> | think the council should retain control over parking prices in Christchurch - other buildings and parking faciltes are activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
1154 Samuel Pears change the operating
o expensive. | believe in the council owning assets for the long term financial prosperity o the community. demand for parking iven population growth and transport trends, Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Potential impacts on local businesses and economic actvty e.g., will reduced
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on accessibilty for people
1185 Arthur Wang £
transport, o ) Financial
the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
Shortterm parking in Potential
Retain the carpark and businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
P If we sell the carpark, instantly increa: the carpark, dissuading people to come ity (e 2 parking
1156 Max Stephenson change the operating [[° ¢! " pitality for
model v transport rends, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue
from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and The impact twill have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
| use this car park every day and park my motorcycle forfree, I work i the justice precinct and its very convenient, i the ifyou want ble or
1157 Jartod Henderson change the operating ’ locat b " ic activiy (e.g., willreduced parkingaffect etailand
hands on the likes of Wilson' are feral b beforfree. parking, this may b but benefit
model nospitality foot trafic?)
Retain the carpark and
1158 Matthew Prince change the operating pay more for parking, that that money by the council into Christchurch. short term parkingin
model
Retain the carpark and. [ use the Ltchfield car park allthe time, I would hate to see It logged offto Wilson's or another operator. Coming from The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Impact on accessibil
> > " P s Surely it will be well utilised once the stadium opens?  for one would definitely park there for events. P parking charg A v
1159 Lucy Kaiser perating a pensive, I would hate to here. for peop! g for given
Would this not increase its profitability?
model thatisn' limited to 2 population growth and transport trends
[Think outside the box; have a [ve gig/bloc party on the top (evel showing off local artists.
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Itis n a prime location, it is NOT a Wilson's car park. The fee's e lower than
1160 Jonny Ore . . term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth "
Do more marketing to say "hey, we're NOT a c to Wison other operators and i's a nicely laid out car park.
and transport rends
[where possible - th gth, souse .
Retain the carpark and
" P | think it's important for the Council and o stop car park having a free The impact it will inthe central city,The availability of short
1161 BenWarner change the operating
B reign on setting CBD parking prices term parkingin the central city
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
Retain the carpark and P paking chare N v
term parking in the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
1162 perating |Need parkingin th will notuisit it money ther
e activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot raffic?),Future
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
1163 Peter John Stuart Itis a Centre Hub and a familiar one car owners term parking n the central ity Potential impacts on local b d economic
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1164 Duncan McMillan change the operating parking . " |Very handy for rural travellers visiting central city
o activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with disabilt
Retain the carpark and
shortterm parkingin for parking
1165 Luke Trenberth change the operating
given population growth and transport trends
model
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitlity foot traffic?)impact on
Retain the carpark and v(es parking pratty m
I 1o retain our asset as local residents, we can decide on how this for people with disabilt Y for
1166 Fionna Chapman change the operating 1am . butwe wont decision ifitis sold off listening to community voices.
N space s run and not having overseas investors implement over-inflated prices to parkin our city. transport
(.6, encouragin tansport, r
goals),Financial the council e
vs. ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
fetain the carpark.and Environmental considerations (e.g., encouraging public transport, reducin
1167 Graeme Parish change the operating o Ll port, %
emissions, or sustainabilty goals)
model
short term parkingin utu for parking
1168 Richard Huppert Build more. transport trends, Financial the council
and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Lichfield Carpark s a very strategic parking option being vry close o the Couts, Riverside Markets, Hospital and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
d |central With ofcity sureet priorcounciors | . oo amwer is lack ofparking. |6 PariNgin the central ity Potentiaimpacts on ocal businesses and economic
1169 Murray Bennie change the operating _here i a shortageofcity paring. There needs much more thought on how o retalse the City Cente. would suggest (1> 100 o> 7 Y PAKINE:  |aciivty (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)Impact on Think back to when the City Centre was a bustling place with plenty of parking.
model for a start et id of EV only pots in and free ryone. 4 PP for people with Y for
parking and getrd of cycle lanes and speed bumps and 30 kim speed limits parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and
1170 lan Flatiey change the operating _[Keep the lies of Wilson's parking honest Don't sl to wi
model
2. encouraging public reducin
171 Elizabeth Johnston Sellthe Carpark emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongs
The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
A5 ong as itwould remain a car parking faclity and kept term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
172 Alofthagen Sellthe Carpark
enable money to be used n other areas of concern activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The impact it will have on parking charges i the central city,The availabiliy of short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central ity,Impact on accessibiltyfor people with disabilities or
1173 Jane Patterson change the operating |1 would rather my parking money went to CCC than an offshore conglomerate. y y for population growith and transport
model rends,Financial Implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.g., revenue from sale
vs. ong
Retain the carpark and_|The councilis more likel for the public to support profitorganisation [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty
1174 Annade Jager change the operating _[which has its primary focus on profitnot people. for peop mobily
madel transport, v goals)
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
ftain the carpark and term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
175 Wayne Lacey change the operating. ” ' "
o activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
deman for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and The impact twil Tnthe central ity The avaitabiity of short
176 Amie Seymour perating _[Important for cec y city parking. term parkingin the central city, Financial implications for the council and ratepayers
model (6. revenue from sale vs.
Retain the carpark and -
the money goes back to council to improve Otautahi rather than giving more to Wilsons to buy more car parks andup  [early bird pricing, ixed rates, more ev n area for longer a The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
1177 Leanne Lassman change the operating
. their prices due to being a monopoly for us that don't crive a massive 4x4 i town term parkingin the central city
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic Keep it fyou sel it there will ess foot trafic. ity is dead, it hasn't gone back o
activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on re earthquake days.
1178 Luia The car park s useful for the city, you have Riverside Markets and local shopping and businesses V(eg parking § pitallty Hmp: P “ 4
for people with disabilti Y for ny aren't a & people backto the city,
transport trends, Financial forthe pecially on Fridays.  loved D pened tilgpm!!
council and ratepayers (e.g., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and
1179 Oliver wares perating K than some for profit company The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city
model
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibilty Parking n the city has been decimated by bike lanes, bus lanes and the removal
1180 John Quinn change the operating It s the most convenient carpark i the central city and i's ot run by Wilsons Its perfect as ts. Leave it alone for peop! s ! for parking given of parking spaces in the central city The councilhas a responsibilty to retain
model population growth and transport trends over commercial
Shortterm parking in -Potential
Retain the carpark and parene
businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
1181 Herbie Mues change the operating 15 a valuable asset
nospitaliy foot trafic?), for popuation growth and
model
transport trends
Potential (e, willreduced
Retain the carpark and There are other avenues the council can consider to reduce costs and save |Keep the car park -we need more car parks since the council keeps reducing road
1) parking is a great asset to have parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),impact on accessibilty for people
1182 Mel change the operating money - like better coordinating infrastructure services .e.g. almost $1milion |parking n the central ity it makes it very inaccessible for the elderly and
2) you should consider reduced parking fees for your citzens ges. population
madel pent on road resurtacing...only to re-dig it, to lay pipe (was this Fendaton?)
[growth and transport trend:
The impact twill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and With the new stadium being opened next year there will be
Usingthe funds to repay debt | Whenever | am in need of a carpark in the CBD | use this acility. Rates are facilties [1ocal (e.g.,will reduced parking affect etail and
1183 AlexSimpson change the operating ! increased usage during game days. | lve outside the city and
would be ineffective, as similar levels of debt would justto recur through other projects. are good plus t's not run by Wilson parking. for d
model il need to park my car somewhere when attending events.
transport rends, Other (Please specity)
1. Lichfield s the lrgest off-street parking building in Christchurch with, by-far, the most casual spaces, around 800. It
isalso than the Art \spaces.
Therefore ts n a prime p for d provids for
The impact itwil inthe central ity The availabilty of short
d [2. During the Covid lock d I States of Emergency, e.g. 2 Port Hilsfires, all emergency P
 first hour free g shoppers in the CBD, consult with a marketing company |term parking in the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic Historically governments around the world, both local and national, seem to end up
1184 John Nettleton change the operating _|responders were given free access to use the carpark as required, which they did inlarge numbers. Given the location The Council looses some nfluence on inner city ransport solutions !
etc. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect etail and hospitalityfoot traffic?), Future rying to buy back assets theyve sold off i the past.
model from the Justice and Precinct ths g asmooth response to
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
the satety of the region. If the carpark shifted to p be ar support
the building payers of greaterthan a small
profiton a balance sheet.
Short term parking in Impact Tor
| would support the use of funds from the sale of the Lichfield Car Park to improve parking options parking P
1185 Jean Sharfe Sellthe Carpark b !
inorth of the square, closer to the performing arts area.
population grovith and
The impact twil nthe central ity Th ofshort
term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
1186 Ghis Bymes Whichever idea s pursued it should not be sold to a profit motivated corporation. y . for population growth and transport Don'tsellit.
trendt transport, reducing
emissions, or goals)
Seling fities removes provide a ta 1donot believe sale
this, linquished. Our countr by The impact twil in the central city,Th of short
. Y d pact itwl IThis carpark s in an area of continuing high demand, with the growth in health
parkand. finvestor the profit they can extract. [t of peak periods individual decks could be used for sport o leisure actvitis, such as skatin term parking i the cenira ity,Potentialimpacts onlocal businesses and economic Pleas tak Inviewof 1 inthis area. The health system does appear to be able to cater for
1187 Lester White change the operating _[The behaviour of Wilsons Parking has caused us a number of difficulties, with defective machines and equipment, along [~ 1 o+ " g & |activity (e.g. wil reduced parking afect retai and hospitality foot raffc?),Impact on v PP
her " d overthe city, parking assets are ofstrategic long term value. adequate parking for patients even now, so | believe this a compelling reason for
model with poor responses in faults and complaints. This should cautionary example of for people with disabilt Y for
eeping this facilty locally owned and controlled.
whatis likely to continue happening. parking given population growth and transport trends.
| am strongly n support of the city
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availabilty of short (Council ownership i key to ensuring reasonable charges for parkingin the
1188 Lionel Hume No term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth central city. 1am not concerned that the facilty doesn't make a huge profit.
and transport trends (Council ownership of the building and site is a sound, ongoing investment
The impact itwil inthe central ity The avaiabilty of short
Willall the Wilsons car parking stes exist In Town forever? Could we not improve our city so that lder people want to P
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
visit. Ifyou sell now and then decide in requesting rate
1189 Vivienne Watts change the operating A Covered outside market for stal holders. activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)impact on
e payers to payfor it.Is CCC deciding that car parking is nota iscally remunerative entity and want to get out of Car i o
parking. I mean isn'tit monies. forpeop! !
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1190 Bryn Mecaw activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
for people with disabilt Y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Potential ity (e.g., will reduced
ol of bl et talletsooclnd over e ring feetekand o ot o omsoee st o
1191 Roberta Thomson change the operating |last 40 years. | would like to see the Council keep the car park and extend a challenge it you to pi g pore e e peon
del be proven toa useful not ripping i's public oft. &
transport, o goals)
Retain the carpark and
! P The impact itwitl i the central city, The availability of short
1192 Kyta O'Connor change the operating _|Would lie a reasonable option when parking in the city, other operators are unreasonable when it comes to fines etc  [No
term parkngin the central city
model
Impact peop Future
Retain the carpark and |Retaining the carpark and change the operating model. As s not clear what the funding would be used for if sold it .
wellit strategies like Toi O demand for d transport trends,Financial
1183 Carissa Ptacek change the operating _[seems like a good option to keep a high value asset as since we're ignoring climate change there will be an large amount
d for and be a destination the council and rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing
model of money we will have to spend at ance inthe future instead of a more gradual approach
Retain the carpark and |Both an asset and retains some control over parking charges in the city. Private car parking companies have a poor The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
1194 Bruce Reid perating [reputation for the pubic, car parks and poorwhent term parkingin the central city,Future demand for parking given population growth
model Their role 8 and transport trends
Retain the carpark and
" P [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Future demand for
1195 Erin Knappstein change the operating _[Sothat the council s on control of the fees The city needs more parking
oot parking given population growth and transport trends.
[AS previously mentioned. | would rather support a council
Retain the carparkand .oy, ownedsoit back o oK nonIT 15 cvern cost o neraing
119 Adamtwright change the operating ¥ LS Ve Other (Please specify) s % g ¢ '8
o a private investors Packet. Supportlocal profitthat benefits community projects than have to put
money into a private pocket.
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
Short term parking in Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
traffic?)mpact o obilt
1197 Max Percy Sellthe Carpark Sell, but not to Wilson's. Y )Impacton mepitiyy No
Challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport
rends,Financial Implications for the council and ratepayers (¢.g., evenue from sale
vs. ong
Retain the carpark and shortterm parkingin Impact for
> because ts nice to have one carpark locally owned/operated by the council- | prefer to pay to the city than to an parking
1198 Cathryn Allwood change the operating people with disabil
external party lie Wilsons.
model transpor, or goals)
Short term parking in Potential
(Ony fthe proviso a can be achieved and maintained. This may make it dificult to
businesses and economic activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and
find a purchaser,affecting the sale price, and make it easier for a council agree to a change of Does the Council run the operation or maintain an operating lease with a car park provider? The
1199 Trevor Read Sellthe Carpark pitality foot traffic?)mpact on peop mobiliy
new owner in the future. (Council could retain ownership of the asset but not be operationally involved.
challenges, Financial Land ratep: .
sale vs
1 itis VERY. Ithink bitwith
Retain the carpark and |There was one sold in Auckiand that is being turned i to apartments. If that was " d Potential ity (e.g., will reduced nce s s, 5 s0ld. Amthingcoutd happen o thatsite, even f arameters
1200 Anna Eisenhut change the operating _[detrimental to retail business and peoples ability to enjoy the city. My farily 0pts o part there as it s council owned and |2. Business opportunity for a valet service. b getahiring fee retail and hospitalty oot traffic?) Future demand for parking given o e o evenir:
model e know the money goes directly back in to our community, not overseas or in to a private ownership. 3. Opp: y for the building " population growth and P -
by a 31d party and an agreement there.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Impact on accessibility
1201 Evan Beckwith perating [Selling off assets s great for . butwill cost more long term. for peop! Financial n no
model Council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
P give feedback ity Council (CCC) on the future of the Lichfield
(Carpark.
DPA supports Option 1: Retain Lichfield Carpark in CCC ownership.
We strongly support Option 1 on the basis that it's important to retain sufficient car parking spaces in the CED,
especially mobilty parking spaces for disabled people.
Retain the carpark and
Disabled Persons Assembly P carpark, to the 26 mobilty paces short term parking in Impact for
1202 Chris Ford Policy Advisor v dpa.org.nz change the operating
(DPA) New Zealand Y currenty available within the facily. eople with disabilties or mobility challenges.
Otherwise, if 1d and ceased being used faciliy, it would mean the loss of a significant
number of mobilty spaces within the CBD.
Lichfield alsomean affordable parking
within the central city.
Accessible, affordable lostif dtop
The impact twillh fing ch the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and | think the council should retain the ownership of such a large, well placed parking building to ensure there will always e impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, The availability of shor
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
1208 Rachel forde perating in the central city, esp he stadium about to open.| this carpark
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
model are about right and itis a strat tthatis making a council
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
[The people wha g0 to the sports and music events at Te Kaha
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impactson |stadium will need somewhere decent to parktheir car
Could potentialy sell to ONE NZ or the use of the Te Kaha stadium that opens in Aprilas theylibe  [local . will reduced retailand doesntget stolen.
1204 Jacob ki savage P v P P Y (e &
liable intown fo that o affic?), for population growth and
transport trends, Other (Please specify) twould tocomeintot fre
the events at the stadium
Corparking s ot orefunctionof Count. Future demand for parking given population growth and transport rends,Financial
1205 Nicholas David Tyler Sellthe Carpark |7 o et the council and from sale vs. ongoing
P refunction: operating costs)
[The impact t will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
Retain the carpark and P parking chare ” P
local businesses and economic activty (e.g. will educed parking affect retail and
1206 Rachel Bermudez change the operating
pitality foot traffic?), for "
model
short term parkingin Potential
Retain the carpark and
. businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
1207 Raymond change the operating _[I's an asset of the city Does it really matter you diots willonly stuf it up N mobily
pitality peop
model
challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
- encouraging publ . reducing
1208 Chis Doudney Sellthe Carpark  [The city should reduce car parking availabillty Ifit doesn't have to be a carpark, then commerciallresidential space emissions, or sustainability goals), Financial implications for the council and
ratepayers (e.g. revenue from sale vs. ongs
Potential g. willreduced
Retain the carpark and We need the car park for people with accessibilty issues and for a place for
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),impact on accessibilty for people
1208 Judy Provan change the operating _[To avold car parking monopolies driving the prices up in the city. Continuing income from a council asset. " people to park and shop etc. but eventually with improved public ransport and
model - g 2 greater biking mindset the car park could be full of parked bicycles!
ransport, goals)
Limit the amount of long term parking and locate it on the top floors so that itis more accessibleto ~|The impactitwill inthe central ity Th of short
Retainthe carpark and [Its too valuable an asset to selloff - make d this will b frectonWilson |~ u ‘gterm parking ! P floor [tis more ! Impact ftwil ! 3 &
people that only need a couple ofh id therebe  [term parkingin the centralcity, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
1210 Yvonne Russell perating [Parkingto p quality parking for a better price . Awin win situation for ding o parkin the
e o rate payer in b fees ) shared with councilwhowould  [activity (e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and hospitaliy foot traffc?) Impact on
v manage the carpark for people with disabilit
d [he carparkis aprofit to model this could be a bigger profit [The impact it will have on parking charges In the central city,Impact on accessibilty
1211 Philippa Smithson change the operating _[which can then be invested in other infrastructure/assets. | would also ke the council to have influence over the for peopi ges Financial the
model parking prices in the city centre. council and ratepayers (.., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
| believe that iitis sold it would lead to higher carpark fees throughout the city, u s y parking o keep the C anincrease in parking
retain the carparkand the highest charge al da thearea, ifitas p priceswould  [fees o meet an arbitrary p L The currently p justnotat  [The impactitwill in the central city,The availability o short ostor
P higher all round. locals to visit the CBD but also for attendees at some arbitrary level. | would argue that keeping the CBD alive is a core part of the Council's business [term parking in the central city, Potential impacts on local businesses and economic that
1212 Sarah Gardyne change the operating impact on the abiliy of people to access Justice y in islikely to | think | al
(Courtto make it in. On top of that t would make it difficult for Inner city workers to continue to afford parking. While | [and while the CBD s clearly thiving that peop itinto the city activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalityfoot traffic?)impact on
model in many ways to the businesses and organisations within the CBD.
reis the b itis not a viabe option for tocome  [this, you only need tolook at d the strugg for people with disabilt Other
into the CBD. economic climae.
shortterm parkingin Potential
businesses and economic activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
Retain the carpark and pitality Impact P mobilty
1213 Anne-Marie Rose change the operating _[Important not to sell any city assets. They belong to the people and we need to find ways to make them viable challenges, Future demand for parking given population growth and transport Too many private car parks now
model trendt & transport, reducing
emissions, or sustainability goals),Financial implications for the council and
t revenue from sale us.
This could for the council. All auser pays situati
parkand [unless they them Ir butwas able to offer 1
potential Just remember this is the closest parking to the cashel mall and your decision
1214 Jacob Stanley perating |nour itdia hat would benefit businesses like bellatines and the mall with people ableto  [Stated above parking v | really think the old model of 1 hour ree was the best model
parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?) will directly impact the cashel mall shops
model gt close to shops and be in and out within an hour. Ifthis sn't needstobeof a
an income much ke Wilson's carparking
It should be kept by the council. it is bought out by Wilson's the cost of parking will
1215 Frances Cox Na The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city v et out by parking
many peopl
Financialimplications for the council and ratepayers (¢.&. revenue from sale v,
1216 Peter Watson Sellthe Carpark  |Pay off debt No inancialimplications for the council and ratepayers (e.g., evenue from sale v No
ongoing
Retain th Kand
etain the carpark an [ The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,Financial implications for
1217 Alexander Amies change the operating
the council and rat from sale vs.
model
Lichtield Carpark s one of the last public, publicly owned C! the Central city. Ifthi i
> s - v nsider the future of the central city anchors like
c foreign control. How s it the City land can be bought and used for car parks by the ikes
short term parkingin Impact for Better inner city Public Transport (e.g. inner cit choiceslike  |Ballantynes and central bank ¢ you lose the central city
1218 Diana Shand change the operating _[of Wilsons with profits going not only out of the city, butoff-shore? What has Wilsons got this opportunity? Here we
eople with disabilties or mobility challenges. constant shutles alongside bus/tram routes goin through the inner city whenyou Lichfield Car park is aligned with segment
model n and avoid the risk o losing al control over the parking in the city. ;
of Ballantyne’s customers...
Wilsons and interestinthe
Financial for the council and revenue from salevs.  |Ratepayers deserve relif from the CCC rates burdenand  [User pays with respect to the cost of short term BBM parking. Councils n the
1219 Darrell Latham Sellthe Carpark |Its time for Council to alleviate debt sellit. ! paye u payswith resp parking, o
ongoing operating costs),Other (Please specify) debts. final analysis a business of ensuring that the city is managed cost effectively.
Retain the carpark and [The impact it will have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential impacts on
| think it makes more sense to retain assets instead of selling for short term gain. | would prefer that my parking
1220 Liam McEwan change the operating No Local (.., will reduced parking affect retail and No No
payments went to councilinstead of a multi national carparking monopoly such as Wilsons.
model nospitaliy foot trafic?)
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N . " N " " N " N " B Is there anything else you would like to tell us about the factors . "
- . Your role in the Which option do you . Do you have any other ideas or options the Council could consider for the future of ~ |Which of the following do you think are the most important factors for ; anything else y > " Is there anyting else you would like to tell us about the future of the
Submission ID Name Organisation en Address Why do you prefer this option? e : N . - Other (Please specify) you believe are most important for the Council to consider when | *
organisation prefer? the Lichfield Street Carpark? Council to consider when making a decision? am oy Lichfield Street Carpark?
deciding the future of the Lichfield Street Carpark?
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
P It's part of If sold t parking in the cityis hibitive and d parking Y P
1221 Dianne Archie change the operating activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
people away from the citycene.
model for people with ! for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
Retain the carpark and
P [The impact it will have on parking charges n the central city,Financial implications for
1222 NatashaTodd D f d fees f sold, pact on the city.
the councit and rat fevenue from sale vs.
model
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and  [This car park s the only reason I stillcome into the city centre. The councilneeds d Noneed " towaste money on a stadium thatwillnever  [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1223 Paul Wing perating _[parking prices Other cities that have lost council own carparks i increases in parking cost [return a profit but wants to sell an asset that is making money. Other options to save money would  [activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on IThe councilneeds to keep the carpark.
model and the loss localvisiting the city centre. be to stash the budget and office of the Mayor. for people with disabilt y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parking n the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
v CCC need not expandit in tomer experience | Rather than compare ROE with broad commercial entity returns. CCC could also contemplate its paring ylme 1y for peop!
1224 Blair McCabe change the operating y challenges, for population growth and transport
[and anecdotally maintains a bit of a roof on pricing (ospital aside.... public benefit
model trends,Financial Land ratepayers (e.¢.
vs. ong
| feel there is too much risk in owning a carpark and | don't believe CCC can st a price that maximises return.
hould pandemic lie COVID-19 stike, investments ik s get ht hard. If CCC leased Lichfield Street Carpark to a company to manage it, | imagine the car parking income
gher. but e A 10@poINtIWOUldbe e onmental considerations e.g., encouraging pubic transpor,reducin
However, the biggest risk is the problem of CCC setting the prices, CCC inthat pared o other returns o P! port, 8
1225 Alan Taunt Sellthe Carpark emissions, or goals) Financial forthe counciland
that prices at. There will be some that want cheap parking B
subsidised by ratepayers and there il be some that want pices that match the market to generate maximum return |1 feel the income from the sale of the L c llocated
for ratepayers. in the transport space.
| don't see how this can be resolved. leadtoad in the Council.
Retain the carpark and The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
1226 Andrew Vogt change the operating _[A known entity vs. an unknown one. term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and economic
model activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on
Retain the carpark and v(eg parking pitalty Hmp:
for people with disabilt Y for (Car Parks are a good reliable source of income for the Council and at least a bt of
1227 Imke Janus change the operating |1 think it would be positive for the Council o provide parking spaces as an alternative to Wilsons car parking
wansport competition for Wilsons.
model
(.8, encouragin transport, r
goals),Financial the council e
|vs. ongoing operating costs)
Retain the carpark and The impactitwil have on parking charges in the central city,Potential impacts on
P Iike that back tothe city and not h proits. I refuse  f increase returns to be a useful asset tothe city, aise the prices. | wiltill P parking chare » P I you sell it and  therefore stop parking there, 1 am less likely to Support businesses
1228 Luke Cooke change the operating local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and Ifyou keep i, I will eep parkingthere. Ifyou sellt, I willstop parking there
to park in any other paid carparking n the central ity thatis not operated by the councilfor this reason park here in Lty,as  refuse to parkin perated paid carpark
model nospitality foot trafic?)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1229 Denise Swaby-Scott No paring v i No No
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
My view:
Retain the carpark and | 1. The asset value wilincrease over time.
1230 Martin Journeaux change the operating _[2. The parking fees could be increased depending on demand.
model 3. nner be affected
ant centre, let's keep it that way.
Retai the carpark and Short term parking in Potential
1231 Leigh England change the operating |1 feel there is aneed for the citycouncilto retain this car park and offer car parking rates that are competitive businesses and economic activty (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and
modet nospitaliy foot trafic?)
The impact twil inthe central ity Th of short
Retain the carpark and term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic
peration of car parks does not h record car park, charges,
1232 Kim Baronian change the operating (11" °*201% ¢ Keep it publicly owned and operated activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on eepit
model puting fines. for people with disabilit y for
parking given population growth and transport trends.
potential (e.6. il reduced
parking affect retail and hospitality oot traffic?),Future demand for parking given
1233 Valerie jean Furneaux Parking for hospital staff and visitors
opulation growth and transport trends,Financial implications for the council and
t revenue from sale us.
The mpacttwil Inthe central it The avallabity ofshort [Affordable parking for us, Chistchurch citizens - the people the council serve
Retain the carpark and |d really prefer it to stay th is. The council should . not making it thatis already in place and has been since it was opened? Balanceyour  [term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic e e ot o 0
1234 Ruth change the operating | harder with higher Make your t 1, don't make it harder by |books better and Lookbackintimeto |activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?),Impact on la - Your) Iy g Keepitasit it harder for town,
do that. You took away free parking near the botanical gardens, so be content
model upping inner city parking. Stick to the: b d getrd of superfluo when 't and use that as abetter model, for people with Y for e o
parking given population growth and transport trends. e
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availability of short
term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econornic
1235 Susan Galbraith paring ” P
activity (e.g., will reduced parking affect retail and hospitalty foot traffic?), Future
demand for parking given population growth and transport trends
Retain the carpark and
The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city, Future demand for
1236 vivian mefie perating [ The likes of Wit King have abad d want to avod thisissue. o, not immediatly no
parking given population growth and transport trends.
model
[The mpact itwill have on parking charges in the centralcity,Potential iImpacts on
Retain the carpark and local businesses and economic activty(e.g. will reduced parking affect retail and
> (Council should retain assets contract butdonotletto Wilson monopoly in us! icacthty (0.6, il reduced parking affect etal
1237 Aastair Meares change the operating pialiy Impact peopl mobilty make street access easier less concreteislands and cycle lanes
7o stop manopiles like Wilsons parking controllng the pricing of parking Christchurch.
model challenges, Financial th Land
sale vs.
Retain the carpark and shortterm parking in Impact Tor et very ottt there ot
1238 Angela Watson change the operating | Do not want to see another carpark fallinto the hands of Wilson parking b i . :Em:‘: P it councit
model population grovith and v
The impact twil in the central city,The availabilty o short
Retain the carpark and |Preference to retain for future gain and to influence competitors charges. term parkingin the central city,mpact on accessibility for people with disabilites or
1239 Jocelyn Baird change the operating _[Esssential asset for ity overall but particularlyfor disabled residents and visitors. Good to be in Council ownership y encouraging public No No
y lLover the city. transport, : Financial t
counciland ratepayers (e.2., revenue from sale vs. ongoing operating costs)
Potentil ity (o.¢. wil reduced
Retain the carpark and  [Itis an asset. Who knows what form of transport we will have in 50 years?? Why sell assets? Possible alternative use in Why is this even being considered? 22 Keepit. The things for the council
Hold on to it. Allows people a chance to parkin the central city, in safety. parking afect rtail and hospitality foot traffic?) Impact on accessibiliy for people
1240 John Drayton change the operating [the future. Not sure what the occupancy rate i, but presume ts satisfactory with need to_[Keep . The benefitto thelfe o the inner city s far more important than financial
Yes, make it more attractive for inner city shoppers. i cheaper ! population
model y tosellthe car toBallantynes, jorretailer?? Next to Cashel Mall improve. costs.
growth and
o Ly Coote Seltne Carpark |5 18 Mo for moreuseful communities " - Perhaps build acar pack for the court th h the Sam
ree up the money & use for area
Have used thi ksince the 1960 dit 1 most of our central
Retain the carparkand [1121. (oo0 U1 CaPafcsinee he e oy s ourcentra The impact it will have on parking charges in the central city,The availabilty of short
1242 Menyn Meredith change the operating o ! No term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic No [We would be happy paying for short term parking
Sti prefer any changes orinfluence.
model activity (e.g.,will recuced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)
| am trusting of a Council owned business rather than a straight commercial operation.
For some people, like myself, public transportis not aviable alternative and we
are retant 150 give those of us who
At some date in the future It would be great to have some council owned centrally located Far too many privately owned parking companies in Otautahi
(Given the scope of it ighted to consider selling . Even i, The impact it wil inthe central ity The availabilty of short possibiity of ent ehicles in a cry space.
Retain the carpark and apartments for our aging population. Please keep tin council ownership. t's bad enough that a as tis. As Lam not allowed to take my small, folding, mobilty
at some future date, the need for luable assetfor the council. Added o that, i term parkingin the central city,Potential impacts on local businesses and econormic o and ext their
1243 Nicola Prattley change the operating particular privately owned parking company has been allowed to not only charge ridiculous scooter on public transport, L am obliged to drive wherever
seemsthat since fp Iwould much prefer activity (e.g.,will reduced parking affect retail and hospitality foot traffic?)Impact on COVER.| thatlcan access
model prices or often poorly butalso, proliferat of exzema. We definitely want to go and I would much prefer o see my money going
my money goes into council coffers. for people with Oter " shops under cover - many p y arenot
don't need more of them or to give the ones already here more power. into counc
weather use and this means many of s are effectively trapped at home on
rainy days.
[fitis not serving then sell 1t~ desp an independent operator hkes the prices or for transport rends,Financial
1244 Peter Nelligan Selthe Carpark  [not. A commercial operator will push hard for o fuly tiise the building and while it may cost users more, itwilllikely ~|Sella set number of spaces to commercial businesses. implications for the council and ratepayers (e.€., revenue from sale vs. ongoing no
[ftthe spaces.
Fospial Turses & pay
Retain the carpark and Into lnked p for taft parking, for ansport rends,Financial 7o sell ths asset only gives another operator the opportunity to futher I—
1245 Wiliam Davison change the operating _|ChCh hospital NEEDS better car park options Cente. These could aso be distributed via hospital offce o sports Centre. why the counciland rat revenue from sale vs. ongoing commercialise.
’ " 15 very well located but i believe not promoted enough.
model this facility shouldn't be 78/809% full at all times. Perhaps a rates based pensioner half priceday |operating costs) Don'tsell. Retain at all costs.

Item No.: 5
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Hearings Panel Christchurch g
20 February 2026 City Council w-

6. Hearing of Submissions Nga Tapaetanga
Submitters who indicated that they wished to be heard in person will present to the Hearings Panel. A

schedule of presenters can be found at the beginning of the Volume of “Heard Submissions”.

7. Consideration and Deliberations Nga Whaiwhakaaro me Nga Taukume o
Nga Korero

At the conclusion of submitters being heard, the Hearings Panel will consider all submissions received on
the proposal, and any additional information provided by submitters and Council Officers.
The Hearings Panel will then deliberate on the proposal.

8. Hearings Panel Recommendations Nga Tutohu o Te Tira Tauaki

At the conclusion of deliberations the Hearings Panel will make a recommendation on the Future of
Lichfield Carpark to the Council.
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