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1. APOLOGIES 
 
 
2. CONFIRMATION OF MEETING REPORT – 4 FEBRUARY 2008 
 
 The report of the Board’s ordinary meeting of 4 February 2008 is attached. 
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CLAUSE  2 ATTACHMENT 
13. 3. 2008 

 
 

BURWOOD/PEGASUS COMMUNITY BOARD 
4 FEBRUARY 2008 

 
An ordinary meeting of the Burwood/Pegasus Community Board  

was held on Monday 4 February 2008 at 5.20pm 
in the Boardroom, corner Beresford and Union Streets, New Brighton 

 
 

PRESENT: Tim Sintes (Chairman), Nigel Dixon, Linda Stewart and Chrissie 
Williams. 

  
APOLOGIES: Apologies for absence were received and accepted from David East, 

Tina Lomax and Gail Sheriff. 
  
 
 
The Board reports that:  
 
PART B - REPORTS FOR INFORMATION 
 
 
1. DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 
 

Nil. 
 
 
2. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS 
 
 Nil. 
 
 
3. NOTICES OF MOTION 
 
 Nil. 
 
 
4. CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 Nil. 
 
 
5. BRIEFINGS 
  
 Nil. 
 
 
6. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S UPDATE 
 
 The Board received an update from the Community Board Adviser on forthcoming Board related 

activity over the coming weeks. 
 
 Clause 10 (Part C) of this report records a decision made to change the date of a Board meeting in 

March 2008. 
 
 
7. BOARD MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS 
 
 Nil. 
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8. BOARD MEMBERS’ INFORMATION EXCHANGE 
 
 Specific mention was made of the following issues: 
 

* Travis Road and other surrounding roads – the prevalence of tagging, general rubbish 
and broken glass was of concern especially the time being taken for removal.  

 
* Dune Track, South New Brighton – a request was made for the areas affected by sand 

blow-outs to be repaired.   
 
 Staff undertook to follow up on these matters.  
 
 
PART C – DELEGATED DECISIONS TAKEN BY THE BOARD 
 
 
9. CONFIRMATION OF MEETING REPORT – 3 DECEMBER 2007 
 
 The Board resolved that the report of its ordinary meeting of 3 December 2007, be confirmed. 
 
 
10. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S UPDATE (CONT’D)  
 
 Further to clause 6 (Part B), the Board resolved that its ordinary meeting on 17 March 2008 be 

rescheduled to Monday 10 March 2008, commencing at 5pm. 
 
 
The meeting concluded at 5.41pm. 
 
 
CONFIRMED THIS 18TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2008 
 

 
 
DAVID EAST 
CHAIRMAN 
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3. DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 

 
 
4. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS 
 
 
5. NOTICES OF MOTION   
 
 
6. CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 The attached items of correspondence have been received: 

• Remuneration Authority 
• Central New Brighton School 
• Mr BL Chapman, 138 Avondale Road 

Note
To be reported to the Council meeting - decision yet to be made
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CLAUSE 6 ATTACHMENT 2 
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CLAUSE 6 ATTACHMENT 3 
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7. BRIEFINGS  
 
 7.1  NO. 51 ARANUI BUS ROUTE
 
 Kirstin Schriiffer, Operations Planner Passenger Services, Environment Canterbury, will brief the 

Board regarding the variation to the 51 Aranui bus service. 
 
 

Note
To be reported to the Council meeting - decision yet to be made
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8. JOY STREET/MARSHLAND ROAD INTERSECTION - NEIGHBOURHOOD IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECT 

 
General Manager responsible: Acting General Manager City Environment, DDI 941-8656 

Officer responsible: Acting Transport and Greenspace  Manager 

Author: Andrew Hensley, Consultation Leader 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek the approval of the Burwood/Pegasus Community Board to 

proceed to final design, tender and construction of the Joy Street/Marshland Road Intersection- 
Neighbourhood Improvement Project as shown in Attachment 1- Plan for Board Approval. 

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. The initiating aim of the project is to improve safety for vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians at the 

intersection. 
 
 3. The objectives of the project are as follows: 
 
  Improve pedestrian safety 
 
  Reduce the speed of turning traffic 
 
  Discourage the tendency for vehicles to the cut the corner 
 
  Improve the definition of the road hierarchy 
 
 4. Consultation on the plan was undertaken in May and June 2007 with landowners, occupiers, 

and interest groups within the affected and nearby area (including Golf Links Residents’ 
Association & Shirley Residents Group) and city-wide via the external stakeholders mailing list 
and libraries.  Primarily this was done via the consultation newsletter delivery, but also included 
phone calls, emails, attending a Golf Links Residents’ Association meeting, and the Council’s 
‘Have Your Say’ website. 

 
 5. Approximately 280 consultation newsletters were distributed, of which 17 written responses 

were recorded.  Some comments were also received verbally.  Of the written responses 16 
(94%) indicated they were in general support of the Plan. 

 
 6. A summary of the consultation can be found in the Consultation Fulfilment section of this report. 
 
 7. The plan for Board approval is shown in Attachment 1.  The key features of the plan include: 
 
  Intersection narrowed to seven metres, installation of a 75 mm road hump, and 

realignment of the intersection.  This will assist to slow vehicle turning speeds, 
discourage corner cutting and through traffic. 

 
  Motorists to have improved visibility of pedestrians crossing Joy Street. 
 
  Pedestrians also benefit from shorter walking distances and improved visibility of 

vehicles. 
 
  Tactile pavers installed to assist sight impaired pedestrians crossing at this point. 
 
  Landscaping to highlight the intersection and change of road use. 
 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 8. Joy Street/Marshland Road Intersection is part of the Council’s Neighbourhood Improvement 

Programme and is scheduled for construction in the 2007/08 financial year. 
 
 9. The project has a budget of $90,000.  
 
 10. The project cost is estimated at $51,600 including fees and contingencies. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 11. It is expected that work will commence in early 2008 and is estimated to take approximately 

three weeks to complete. 
 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 12. Yes- see clause 4 above. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 13. There are no land ownership issues associated with this project. 
 
 14. There are no notable or heritage trees shown in the City Plan. 
 
 15. There are no heritage or historic buildings, places or objects shown in the City Plan. 
 
 16. The proposed road layout is a standard Christchurch City Council ‘Type C’ threshold treatment, 

for use at intersections of arterial roads with local roads. 
 
 17. Community Board resolutions are required to approve the proposed parking restrictions. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 18. As above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 19. The Project aligns with the Capital Programme, as detailed on page 85 of the LTCCP (2006-

2016). 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 20. The recommendations of this report support the Capital Programme in the 2006-2016 LTCCP. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 21. The project is consistent with key Council strategies including the Parking Strategy, Road 

Safety Strategy, Cycling Strategy and Pedestrian Strategy. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 22. As above. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 23. Initial issues consultation was undertaken in October and November 2006 from which the 

Council recorded 19 written responses.  The key issues raised by the community included 
through traffic, traffic speed, pedestrian safety, and requests for various traffic calming 
measures. 

 
 24. Following further investigations and with the assistance of the initial issues consultation 

findings, the aims and objectives of the project were confirmed and a preferred Consultation 
Plan was developed.  This was presented in a seminar to the Board at the 16 May 2007 
meeting. 

 
 25. Consultation on the plan was undertaken in May and June 2007 with landowners, occupiers 

and interest groups within the affected and nearby area (including Golf Links Residents’ 
Association and Shirley Residents Group) and citywide via the external stakeholders mailing list 
and libraries.  Primarily this was done via the consultation newsletter delivery, but also included 
phone calls, emails, attending a Golf Links Residents Association meeting, and the Council’s 
‘Have Your Say’ website. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 
 26. Approximately 280 consultation newsletters were distributed, of which 17 written responses 

were recorded.  Some comments were also received verbally.  Of the written responses 16 
(94%) indicated they were in general support of the plan. 

 
 27. Key issues raised by the respondents during this phase of the consultation process included the 

following (with Project Team responses shown in italics): 
 
  Parking 
 
 (a) Location of NZ Post Box in relation to no stopping lines. 
 
  A request has been made to New Zealand Post to relocate this facility five metres in a 

northerly direction. 
 
  Landscaping 
 
 (a) Choose an evergreen tree. 
 
 (b) No tree to be planted due to possible damage. 
 
 (c) Do not need trees either side. 
 
  The trees to be planted are Fraxinus ornus (Manna Ash).  These will be planted at a size 

that should deter vandals.  It is current Council practice to incorporate street trees where 
possible within Neighbourhood Improvement projects. 

 
  Pedestrian Crossing Cut-downs 
 
 (a) Ensure a gentle gradient is provided to assist elderly and wheelchair users. 
 
  A gentle gradient will be provided as part of the final design process. 
 
 28. In addition, a number of issues outside the project scope were raised.  These included requests 

for additional traffic calming in the area.  Where applicable these issues have been forwarded to 
the relevant Council staff for investigation. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Board: 
 
 (a) Approve the Plan shown in Attachment 1- Plan TP 191501 for Board Approval, to proceed to 

final design, tender and construction. 
 
 (b) Approve the following parking changes: 
 
  No Stopping Revocations 
 
 (i) That the existing no stopping restriction on the east side of Marshland Road commencing 

at its intersection with Joy Street and extending in a northerly direction for a distance of 
19 metres be revoked. 

 
 (ii) That the existing no stopping restriction on the east side of Marshland Road commencing 

at its intersection with Joy Street and extending in a southerly direction for a distance of 
17 metres be revoked. 

 
 No Stopping New 
 
 (iii) That the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on the east side of Marshland 

Road commencing at its intersection with Joy Street and extending in a northerly 
direction for a distance of 24 metres. 

 
 (iv) That the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on the east side of Marshland 

Road commencing at its intersection with Joy Street and extending in a southerly 
direction for a distance of 20 metres. 

 
 (v) That the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on northern side of Joy Street 

commencing at its intersection with Marshland Road and extending in an easterly 
direction for a distance of 19 metres. 

 
 (vi) That the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on the southern side of Joy Street 

commencing at its intersection with Marshland Road and extending in an easterly 
direction for a distance of 16 metres. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 BACKGROUND (THE ISSUES) 
 
 29. Joy Street is classified as a local road in the Council’s roading hierarchy.  Marshland Road is 

classified as a minor arterial road in the Council’s roading hierarchy.  The surrounding area is 
predominantly residential with some nearby commercial activity. 

 
 30. The Joy Street/Marshland Road Intersection is located within the Burwood/Pegasus Ward. 
 
 31. The Land Transport New Zealand Crash Analysis System shows there have been three 

crashes recorded in the vicinity of the Joy Street/Marshland Road intersection for the period 
2001-2007. 

 
 32. Refer to the Consultation Fulfilment section of this report for consultation details. 
 
 THE OBJECTIVES 
 
 33. The initiating aim of the project is to improve safety for vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians at the 

intersection. 
 
 34. The objectives of the project are as follows: 
 
  Improve pedestrian safety. 
 
  Reduce the speed of turning traffic. 
 
  Discourage the tendency for vehicles to the cut the corner. 
 
  Improve the definition of the road hierarchy. 
 
 THE OPTIONS 
 
 35. Three options including the status quo were developed for comparison. 
 
 THE PREFERRED OPTION 
 
 36. Option 3 (see Attachment 1- Plan for Board Approval). 
 
 37. Option 3 includes: 
 
 (a) Construction of a standard Type C Threshold Treatment in Joy Street at its intersection 

with Marshland Road which includes the following. 
 
 (b) Narrowing of Joy Street from 14 metres to seven metres for a distance of approximately 

nine metres. 
 
 (c) Installation of a 75 mm high coloured road hump. 
 
 (d) Low level landscape planting and two feature trees - one either side of the threshold. 
 
 OTHER OPTIONS 
 
 38. Option 1- Maintain the Status Quo 
 
 This option maintains the existing road layout. 
 
 39. Option 2 
 
 40. Option 2 includes 
 
 Construction of a two metre long central median island in Joy Street at its intersection with 

Marshland Road. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 ASSESSMENT OF OPTIONS 
 
 The Preferred Option 
 
 41. Option 3. 
 
 42. Option 3 meets all the project objectives and is consistent with the Capital Programme in the 

2006-2016 LTCCP.  It takes into consideration all identified asset management issues, best 
practice guidelines, safety issues, safety audit recommendations, community feedback and 
legal considerations associated with the project. 

 
 43. The threshold treatment will narrow the Joy Street carriageway from 14 metres to seven metres 

at its intersection with Marshland Road.  This will discourage through traffic, slow the speed of 
turning traffic, and contribute to reducing the incidence of corner cutting through a revised 
layout. 

 
 44. The distance pedestrians cross will reduce from 14 metres to seven metres, traffic will be 

turning more slowly, motorists will have improved visibility of pedestrians, and pedestrians will 
have improved visibility of motorists.  Tactile pavers will be installed to assist the sight impaired 
crossing at this point. 

 
 45. The threshold treatment will indicate to drivers that they are leaving a main road and entering a 

residential area. 
 

 Benefits (current and future) Costs (current and future) 
Social 
 

Positive impact on social, cultural, 
environmental and economic wellbeing of 
the community. 

 

Cultural 
 

As above  

Environmental 
 

As above  

Economic 
 

As above Cost estimate: $51,600 

Extent to which community outcomes are achieved: 
 
Consistent with the Community Outcomes, and in particular the strategic directions for strong 
communities, a healthy environment, a liveable city, and a prosperous economy. 
 
Impact on the Council’s capacity and responsibilities: 
 
Minimal impact on the Council’s capacity and responsibilities to undertake its functions. 
 
Effects on Maori: 
 
No specific effects on Maori identified. 
 
Consistency with existing Council policies: 
 
Consistent with the Capital Programme in the Council’s 2006-2016 LTCCP. 
 
Views and preferences of persons affected or likely to have an interest: 
 
As detailed in the Consultation Fulfilment section. 
 
Other relevant matters: 
 
No other relevant matters identified. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 Maintain the Status Quo 
 
 46. This option does not meet any of the project objectives and therefore has not been selected as 

the preferred option. 
 

 Benefits (current and future) Costs (current and future) 
Social 
 

No short term disruption during 
construction 

Does not address vehicle, cyclist 
and pedestrian issues 

Cultural 
 

  

Environmental 
 

  

Economic 
 

No outlay of capital cost  

Extent to which community outcomes are achieved: 
 
Does not achieve community outcomes. 
 
Impact on the Council’s capacity and responsibilities: 
 
Does not address vehicle, cyclist and pedestrian issues. 
 
Effects on Maori: 
 
No specific effects on Maori identified. 
 
Consistency with existing Council policies: 
 
Inconsistent with the Capital Programme in the Council’s 2006-2016 LTCCP. 
 
Views and preferences of persons affected or likely to have an interest: 
 
As detailed in the Consultation Fulfilment section. 
 
Other relevant matters: 
 
No other relevant matters identified. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 Option 1 
 
 47. This option has not been selected as it does not meet all of the project objectives. 
 
 48. The median island would have to be set back from the intersection ‘Give Way’ limit lines to allow 

emergency and larger vehicle access.  This may still allow some vehicles to cut the corner. 
Cars would also still be able to turn at speed into, and out of, the intersection.  Although the 
narrower traffic lanes at the intersection as a result of the median island would make some 
contribution to reducing the speed of turning traffic, this effect is not considered significant. 

 
 49. The definition of the road hierarchy would not significantly change through the installation of the 

median island. 
 

 Benefits (current and future) Costs (current and future) 
Social 
 

Positive impact on social, cultural, 
environmental and economic wellbeing of 
the community. 

Does not fully address vehicle, 
cyclist and pedestrian issues. 

Cultural 
 

As above.  

Environmental 
 

As above.  

Economic 
 

As above.  

Extent to which community outcomes are achieved: 
 
Consistent with the Community Outcomes, and in particular the strategic directions for strong 
communities, a healthy environment, a liveable city, and a prosperous economy. 
 
Impact on the Council’s capacity and responsibilities: 
 
Minimal impact on the Council’s capacity and responsibilities to undertake its functions. 
 
Effects on Maori: 
 
No specific effects on Maori identified. 
 
Consistency with existing Council policies: 
 
Consistent with the Capital Programme in the Council’s 2006-2016 LTCCP. 
 
Views and preferences of persons affected or likely to have an interest: 
 
As detailed in the Consultation Fulfilment section. 
 
Other relevant matters: 
 
No other relevant matters identified. 
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9. NEW GROUND LEASE – 60 OWLES TERRACE, NEW BRIGHTON  
 

General Manager responsible: Michael Aitken, Acting General Manager City Environment, DDI 941- 8656 

Officer responsible: Ross Herrett, Acting Transport & Greenspace Manager 

Author: Barry Woodland, Property Consultancy 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek the Board’s approval under delegated authority to approve:  
 
 ● the granting of a new ground lease to Surf Life Saving Canterbury over the recreation 

reserve land at 60 Owles Terrace (which is held under the Reserves Act 1977).  
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. The New Brighton Powerboat Club (NBPBC) currently own and occupy the clubhouse building 

which, in turn, is located on the recreation reserve in question, the extent of which is illustrated 
on the plan attached as Attachment 1.  The NBPBC currently occupy the recreation reserve on 
a month to month basis, the ground lease having expired a number of years ago. 

 
 3. The NBPBC recently confirmed its intention to quit the recreation reserve ground lease and to 

sell its clubhouse building.  Surf Life Saving Canterbury (SLSC) and the New Brighton Returned 
Services Association (Inc) (RSA) both formally sought approval from the Council to grant a new 
lease over the reserve, which resulted in the following the Council resolution at its 11 October 
2007 meeting: 

 
 ● that Council staff meet with the New Brighton Returned Services Association (Inc) and 

Surf Life Saving Canterbury to discuss options for a lease over the recreation reserve 
described as Part Rural Section 41729 (60 Owles Terrace) subject to them securing the 
necessary statutory consents, including public notification (as required), the negotiation of 
terms in accordance with standard Council policy, and the tenants being responsible for 
all costs associated with the preparation and issue of the lease.  Further, that the report 
on the lease discussions be made to the Board at the earliest possible opportunity. 

 
 4. Details of the subsequent joint meeting with the RSA and SLSC, together with a summary of 

their respective suitability as tenants in the context of the statutory requirements of the 
Reserves Act 1977 (s.17 and s.54), resulted in an information document being presented to, 
and discussed by the Board at the conclusion of its Board meeting on 4 December 2007 (refer 
Attachment 2). 

 
 5. Based on these evaluation criteria, and notably a letter from the Department of Conversation 

(DOC) which indicated their opinion that the use of the land by the RSA would not comply with 
the provisions of s.54 of the Reserves Act 1977, SLSC are a complying user.  SLSC has 
recently re-confirmed its desire for the Council to grant it a new lease over the recreation 
reserve.  They have submitted an acceptable business case proposal to the Council, currently 
operate nearby in Owles Terrace, and, as a (water-based) use are highly compatible with the 
current planning for future use and revitalisation of the site as a recreation reserve. 

 
 6. It is recommended that Council approve the grant to SLSC of a new 33 year ground lease over 

the recreation reserve for three terms of eleven years each.  The grant of the lease will be 
subject to public notification and SLSC securing the necessary regulatory consents and 
purchase of the clubhouse building from NBPBC.  

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 7. Essentially there are no financial implications for the Council.  At the Council’s request, SLSC 

has tendered an acceptable written business case proposal in support of its suitability as a 
tenant of the recreation reserve and its ability to meet the rental obligations under the proposed 
new lease. 

 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 8. Not applicable. 
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LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 9. The ground lease area, 60 Owles Terrace, is a classified recreation reserve vested in the 

Council having the legal description of Rural Section 41729 and containing an area of 1670 
square metres.  Access over a small part of the reserve may be required to facilitate a pathway 
linking the water-based users of the former Council yard and buildings to the river.   

 
 11. A new lease over the reserve is capable of being granted (in accordance with Section 54 (1) (b) 

of the Reserves Act) for a total period (including renewals) of up to 33 years.  It is 
recommended that the lease be broken into three eleven year periods.  Lease renewals will be 
subject to the SLSC being a viable entity and the assumption that the renewal terms and 
conditions are in accordance with the requirements of the Reserves Act 1977, including the 
provision: 

 
 ● “That further similar terms may be granted if the lessor is satisfied that the terms and 

conditions of the lease have been complied with, and that there is sufficient need for the 
sports, games, or other recreational activity specified in the lease, and that in the public 
interest some other sport, games or recreational activity should not have priority”. 

 
 12. The Board has delegated authority from the Council (13 December 2007) to make a decision on 

behalf of the Council on whether or not to grant a ground lease over a recreation reserve.  This 
decision can be made by a subcommittee of the Council. 

 
 13. Public notification of the Council’s decision to grant a new lease will be required as will the 

consent of the Minister of Conservation.  The lease terms and conditions are to be negotiated 
by the Unit Manager Corporate Support in consultation with the Parks and Waterways Policy 
and Leasing Administrator. 

 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 14. As above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 15. Not applicable. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 16. Not applicable. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 17. Not applicable. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 18. Not applicable. 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Board resolve to grant Surf Life Saving Canterbury a ground lease of up to 

1670 square metres over part RS 41729 (as previously described in paragraph 9, above), and 
pursuant to Section 54 (1) (b) of the Reserves Act 1977, for a total period (including renewals) of up to 
33 years subject to the following conditions: 
 

 (a) Public notification. 
 
 (b) The consent of the Minister of Conservation. 
 
 (c) Authorise the Corporate Support Manager, in consultation with the Parks and Waterways 

Leasing Administrator, to negotiate, conclude and administer the terms and conditions of the 
lease.  

 
 (d) Subject to any statutory or regulatory consents necessary, if any, being obtained by Surf Life 

Saving Canterbury. 
 
 (e) Confirm as Landlord that the granting of this lease supersedes and extinguishes any previous 

tenancy that may exist with the New Brighton Power Boat Club, and that a surrender of such 
tenancy is formally agreed and documented with the New Brighton Power Boat Club. 

 
 (f) All costs associated with the preparation and issue of the lease (and any subsequent 

development of maintenance of the facilities) is to be the responsibility of the Surf Life Saving 
Canterbury. 

 
 (g) Surf Life Saving Canterbury reaching agreement with the New Brighton Power Boat Club 

regarding the purchase of the New Brighton Power Boat Club building which currently sits on 
the recreation reserve. 
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10. APPLICATION TO BURWOOD PEGASUS COMMUNITY BOARD’S YOUTH DEVELOPMENT 
SCHEME - KASE CRAIG 

 
General Manager responsible: Acting General Manager Community Services DDI 941-8534 

Officer responsible: Recreation and Sports Unit Manager, John Filsell 

Author: Jacqui Miller, Community Recreation Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to present for the Board’s consideration an application for funding 

assistance from the Board’s 2007/08 Youth Development Funding Scheme.  
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. Funding is being sought by Kase Craig a 17 year old of Lonsdale Street, New Brighton to 

support him to attend Canada’s Royal Winnipeg Ballet School summer session for advanced 
ballet training from 27 June to 15 August 2008.  The New Zealand School of Dance has 
selected Kase in November 2007 to attend, they only select one male and one female from 
New Zealand to attend each year.   

 
 3. Kase received $250 from the Youth Development scheme in January 2004 to attend an 

international ballet course in Wellington.   
 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 4. The following table details event expenses and funding requested for:  
 

EXPENSES FOR APPLICANT Cost (NZ $) 
Airfare 2553
Accommodation (CAD) 1390
Taxes and Fees 452
Travel Insurance 535
Royal Winnipeg Ballet Scholarship (free) (CAD) 3000
Other expenses including food etc 4000
Total Cost – includes above expenses (approx) $10,000
INCOME  
Amount saved by applicant during summer holidays at McDonalds 1100
ChCh Dance Education Trust – funding request under consideration 1000
Amount requested from Community Board  $500
                                                                                                  Total $2600

 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 5. Yes. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 6. There are no legal issues to be considered. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 7. Not applicable. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 8. Yes, relates to 2007 – 08 Community Board Funding Allocations. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 9. Yes, as mentioned above. 
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10. Cont’d 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 10. Physical Recreation and Sport Strategy. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 11. Yes. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 12. Not applicable. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 

It is recommended that the Board consider allocating $500 to Kase Craig from the 
2007/08 Burwood/Pegasus Youth Development Funding Scheme. 
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10. Cont’d 
 
 BACKGROUND OF APPLICANT 
 

14. Kase has been dancing for 13 years and is currently a full time student at the New Zealand 
School of Dance completing a Diploma in Dance Performance. 

15. Kase is one of the first New Zealander accepted into the Royal Winnipeg Ballet School Summer 
 Session and plans to use the trip wisely to gain knowledge and teaching from international 
 teachers while undertaking auditions for entry into professional ballet companies.  Kase has set 
 himself the long term goal of becoming an international world-class ballet dancer. 

16 Kase feels that this trip would enable him to gain valuable knowledge to put towards his final 
year of dance examinations at the New Zealand School of Dance.  He feels that this trip to 
Canada would enable him to experience a new approach to classical ballet and gain important 
life skills by learning from different cultures and traditions. 

17. Kase has been working a small holiday job at the local McDonalds to try to raise some funds, 
however he was only advised of the selection in November last year so has a short amount of 
time to raise the funds, whilst still studying full-time.  He is aware that he is going to require 
further financial support to be able to commit to this wonderful opportunity and is investigating 
all options including Breakout.  Kase has also been doing some fundraising through his dance 
school and has raised $1000 to date. 

18. Kase does voluntary work at the dance school through assisting to teach younger dance 
students where possible and act as a supportive role model for them.  Kase also participates in 
charity events for his dance school by volunteering his time to dance in them. 

19. Kase stated it would be unfortunate to not receive enough financial support as he feels it is a 
privilege and opportunity to have been selected, and he believes that with hard work and 
persistence he will find a way. 

20. Kase has achieved a lot through his career in ballet.  For the last three years of his Royal 
Academy of Dancing exams he is achieved Distinction, the highest grading.  In 2006 he was 
selected by the Director of the Royal New Zealand Ballet to perform in the Wellington season of 
Giselle which ran for 3-4 weeks and included one month of rehearsals with the Royal New 
Zealand Ballet.  In 2004 Kase also received a dancing scholarship to visit Kurashiki in Japan to 
practice and perform ballet. 

21. Kase lives in Wellington during term time and returns home to New Brighton each school 
holidays, living in Christchurch for approx 12 weeks per year for the past two years that he has 
been studying in Wellington.  The reason he is studying in Wellington is because the New 
Zealand School of Dance is the only institution in New Zealand offering an NZQA Diploma of 
Dancing.  

22. Kase has been strongly supported throughout his career by his mother, who is a solo parent, 
with two children.  She had an accident two years ago and badly injured her back which has 
meant she has not be able to return to work and is now on a benefit.  She does support Kase 
but is not in the position to financially cover the costs of this trip. 

23. Comments from Garry Trinder, Director of the New Zealand School of Dance “Over the past two 
years, whilst Kase has been studying full time, I have been able to observe him closely in his 
daily classes and in his interaction with other students and staff.  I am most impressed with his 
passionate love of dance and his insatiable desire to learn.  I believe Kase to be a young man 
of immense talent and someone who has an assured future ahead of him”.  
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11. APPLICATION TO BURWOOD PEGASUS COMMUNITY BOARD’S YOUTH DEVELOPMENT 

SCHEME - TIANA PLACID, JORDAN BALK, AND ROCHARNE CURRIE 
 

General Manager responsible: Acting General Manager Community Services, DDI 941-8534 

Officer responsible: Recreation and Sports Unit Manager, John Filsell 

Author: Jacqui Miller, Community Recreation Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to present an application for funding assistance from the 2007/08 

Youth Development Funding Scheme to the Community Board for three local young people  
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. Funding is being sought by Jordan Balk, 12 years old living in Fleete Street, Burwood, Tiana 

Placid, 13 years old living in Eglinton Street, Avondale, and  Rocharne Currie, 12 years old, 
living in Rothesay Avenue, Burwood.  All three applicants wish to attend the Under 14 years 
Ocean Athletes Surf Life Saving Championships at Mt Maunganui from the 29 February to 
2 March 2008 as part of the Spencer Park Junior Surf Life Saving Team. 

 
 3. This is the first time the applicants have approached the Community Board for funding support. 
 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 4. The following table details event expenses and funding requested:  
 

EXPENSES FOR EACH APPLICANT Cost (NZ $) 
Van Hire and petrol  88.66
Flights 442.66
Accommodation   75.00
Food 260.00
Freight for sporting equipment  80.00
Total Cost – includes above expenses $946.33
Amount raised by applicant to date from fundraising and club subsidy 397.00
Amount requested from Community Board for each applicant $549.33

 
 

 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 5. Yes. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 6. There are no legal issues to be considered. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 7. Not applicable. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 8. Yes, relates to 2007 – 08 Community Board Funding Allocations. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 9. Yes, as mentioned above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 10. Physical Recreation and Sport Strategy. 
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 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 11. Yes. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 12. Not applicable. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 
It is recommended that the Board consider allocating $600 from the Burwood/Pegasus Youth 
Development Funding Scheme to be split equally between the three applicants. 
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11 Cont’d 
 
 BACKGROUND OF APPLICANT 
 
 14. The Ocean Athletes concept was developed eight years ago by Sensor Promotions in 

Tauranga, since then the event has developed into one of Surf Life Savings New Zealand’s 
most successful surf sport events, with close to 1000 athletes attending the national event every 
year it makes it one of the largest children’s events in the country. 

 
 15. The underlying principle of this event is that all attendees are winners, but those who win are 

champions.  Traditional Surf Sport events are officiated by our more senior officials, however 
this event is run by athletes for (younger) athletes ensuring that the participants look up to 
people like this, making it a very special event.  Racing is held in the 10, 11, 12, and 13 age 
groups. 

 
 16.  Tiana, Jordan and Rocharne are junior members of the club and have been training for many 

months with the intention to compete against the best in the country to prove just how good they 
are.  Mel Burchett, the Spencer Park Club Captain, has written a letter of support for the three 
young people.  “I feel it is hugely important that these junior lifeguards attend the Champs as it 
will not only make them stronger athletes in the long run but better lifeguards too.  These kids 
are the future of our club and will be lifeguards at Spencer Park beach”. 

 
 17. Spencer Park Surf Club is one of the smaller Surf Clubs in Canterbury however although they 

are small their competition results are very strong.  As a team Spencer Park has agreed on the 
following goals: 

• To come home with as many placings.  
• To compete at a North Island Beach. 
• To learn more from competing against the best in New Zealand. 
• To have fun and reward the kids for working so hard over the winter months when the 

rest of the world wouldn’t even contemplate getting in the water. 
 
 18. The team have been busy fundraising and have done this selling sunscreen tubes and roll-ons, 

they also held a ‘clip ‘n climb’ night which was well attended.  They also sold candy floss at the 
Brooklands Gala community event.  The Club is also subsidising the costs of the trip for the 
junior club members.  The parents will top-up the deficit of funding for this trip. 
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12. ATTENDANCE AT LOCAL GOVERNMENT NEW ZEALAND WORKSHOP 
 

General Manager responsible: General Manager Regulation and Democracy Services, DDI 941-8462 

Officer responsible: Democracy Services Manager 

Author: Peter Dow, Community Board Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek the Board’s approval for interested members to attend a 

Local Government New Zealand Workshop for community board members in April 2008.    
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. The workshop is to be held on Tuesday 29 April 2008 in the Christchurch City Council offices 

and will be led by Mike Richardson.   
 
 3. The workshop, which will feature presentations and small group discussions, will assist Board 

members (including Councillor members) to look at their various roles and examine ways in 
which individuals can achieve their objectives while in office. The workshop will deal with what 
for many Councils has become a difficult issue, how to build constructive relationships between 
Councils and their boards, and it will discuss good practice in models for giving Boards the 
support to enable them to contribute to community well-being. 

 
 4. There is a need to register early for this event as numbers are limited. 
 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 5. There is a cost of $250 per person (excluding GST) and the Board’s 2007/08 operational 

budget covering conference attendances is available for use. 
  
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 6. Yes. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 

Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration? 
 
 7. There are no legal considerations.   
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Board give consideration to approving the attendance of interested 

members at the Local Government New Zealand Workshop on 29 April 2008.    
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13. MEMBERSHIP OF 2009 COMMUNITY BOARDS’ CONFERENCE ORGANISING COMMITTEE  
 

General Manager responsible: General Manager Regulation and Democracy Services, DDI 941-8462 

Officer responsible: Democracy Services Manager 

Author: Clare Sullivan 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of the report is to select a member to be the Board’s representative on the 

organising committee of the 2009 Community Boards’ Conference being held in Christchurch in 
from 19 – 21 March 2009.  The Organising Committee will comprise one member from each of 
this Council’s eight community boards. 

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. In September 2006, the Council bid to host the 2009 Community Boards’ Conference.  The bid 

was successful.  This conference is held every two years.  Christchurch City Council hosted the 
conference in 1997, and 2009 will be the 20th anniversary of the establishment of community 
boards.  The Conference is held every two years and upwards of 200 delegates are expected to 
attend.  The Conference is a key opportunity for community board members across the country 
to share best practice and ideas and developing skills in being effective community board 
members.  

 
 3. An organising committee was established in 2006, (comprising Community Board Chairpersons 

and their deputy Chairpersons and met during 2007.)  Following the recent election a new 
organising committee needs to be established.  This committee will, together with a 
Professional Conference Organiser and with input from the New Zealand Community Boards’ 
Executive Committee be responsible for the arrangements of the conference.  It is envisaged 
that the committee will meet on a regular basis.  

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 4. It is intended that the costs of the conference will be covered by registration fees and 

sponsorship.  However, as there are some costs associated with forward planning such as 
engaging a Professional Conference Organiser and various deposits required, the Council and 
community boards have previously contributed $45,500 towards these costs. 

 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 5. Yes. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 6. The Organising Committee will enter into a Memorandum of Understanding with the National 

Executive regarding the arrangements for the conference and will engage by way of public 
tender, a Professional Conference Organiser.  

 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 7. Yes.  As above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
  
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 8. Not applicable. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
  
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 9. Not applicable. 
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13. Cont’d 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 10. Not applicable. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Board select one member to be the Board’s representative on the 2009 

Community Boards’ Conference Organising Committee. 
 
 
14. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S UPDATE 
 
 
15. BOARD MEMBER’S QUESTIONS 
 
 
16.  BOARD MEMBER’S INFORMATION EXCHANGE 
 
 
17. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC  (attached) 
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ATTACHMENT TO CLAUSE 17 
 
 

MONDAY, 18 FEBRUARY  2008 
 

AT 5.00 PM 
 
 

BURWOOD/PEGASUS COMMUNITY BOARD 
 
 

RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
 
 

Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987. 
 
 I move that the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely 

item 18. 
 
 The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for 

passing this resolution in relation to each matter and the specific grounds under Section 48(1) of the 
Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as 
follows: 

 
  GENERAL SUBJECT OF 

EACH MATTER TO BE 
CONSIDERED 

REASON FOR PASSING THIS 
RESOLUTION IN RELATION 
TO EACH MATTER 

GROUND(S) UNDER SECTION 
48(1) FOR THE PASSING OF 
THIS RESOLUTION 

     
18.  PURCHASE OF LAND FOR 

BEXLEY SPORTS PARK 
) GOOD REASON TO 
) WITHHOLD EXISTS 
) UNDER SECTION 7 

SECTION 48(1)(a) 

 
 This resolution is made in reliance on Section 48(1)(a) of the Local Government Official Information 

and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by Section 6 or Section 7 of 
that Act which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole or relevant part of the proceedings of 
the meeting in public are as follows: 

 
Item 18 Protection of Privacy of Natural Persons (Section 7(2)(a)) 
   
Item 18 Conduct of Negotiations (Section 7(2)(i)) 

  
Chairman’s 

 Recommendation: That the foregoing motion be adopted. 
 
 

Note 
 
 Section 48(4) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 provides as 

follows: 
 
 “(4) Every resolution to exclude the public shall be put at a time when the meeting is open to the 

public, and the text of that resolution (or copies thereof): 
 
 (a) Shall be available to any member of the public who is present; and 
 (b) Shall form part of the minutes of the local authority.” 
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