
 
 

Christchurch City Council 
 
 

HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD 
AGENDA  

 
 

WEDNESDAY 4 JUNE 2008 
 

AT 3.00 PM 
 

IN THE BOARDROOM 
LINWOOD SERVICE CENTRE 

180 SMITH ST, LINWOOD 
 

 
Community Board: Bob Todd (Chairperson), Rod Cameron, Tim Carter, David Cox, John Freeman,  

Yani Johanson, Brenda Lowe-Johnson. 
 

Community Board Adviser  
Fiona Shand 
Telephone: 941-6601 
Fax: 941-6604 
Email: fiona.shand@ccc.govt.nz 
 

 
PART A   -   MATTERS REQUIRING A COUNCIL DECISION 
PART B   -   REPORTS FOR INFORMATION 
PART C   -   DELEGATED DECISIONS 
 
 
INDEX    PG NO   
 
PART B 3 1. APOLOGIES 
    
PART C 3 2. CONFIRMATION OF MEETING REPORT 21 MAY 2008 
    
PART B 8 3. DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 
    
PART B 8 4. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS 
    
PART B 8 5. NOTICES OF MOTION 
    
PART B 8 6. CORRESPONDENCE 
    
PART B 8 7. BRIEFINGS 
    
PART A 9 8. CLIFTON BAY – NAMING TO COMMEMORATE THE 1953 CORONATION 
    

 
We’re on the Web! 

www.ccc.govt.nz/Council/Agendas/ 
 



Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board Agenda 4 June 2008 

 
INDEX    PG NO  
 
PART A 15 9. MONTREAL STREET – REVOCATION OF EXISTING 15 MINUTE 

RESTRICTED PARKING AREA. 
    
PART C 19 10. CHESTER STREET EAST: VEHICLE PARKING & BERM MAINTENANCE 
    
PART C 34 11. APPLICATION TO THE HAGLEY, FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD’S 

DISCRETIONARY FUNDING SCHEME - LIFT (LINWOOD INITIATIVE FOR 
FREE TERTIARY) TRUST WATER SAFETY PROGRAMME

    
PART C 36 12. APPLICATION TO THE HAGLEY, FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD’S 

DISCRETIONARY FUNDING SCHEME – WOOLSTON SCHOOL
    
PACT C 38 13. HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD 2007/08 DISCRETIONARY 

FUNDING – PROPOSED ALLOCATIONS  
    
PART C 46 14. KEEP NEW ZEALAND BEAUTIFUL CONFERENCE 
    
PART B 48 15. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S REPORT 
    
PART B 48 16. MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS 
    
    
    
    
    
 



4. 6. 2008 
 

- 3 - 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board Agenda 4 June 2008 

 
1. APOLOGIES 
 
 
2. CONFIRMATION OF MEETING REPORT 21 MAY 2008 
 
 The report of the Board’s ordinary meeting of 21 May 2008 is attached.   
 
 The Public Excluded section of the Board’s 21 May 2008 meeting has been circulated separately to 

Board members. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 
That the report of the Board’s ordinary meeting of 21 May 2008, and the Public Excluded report of 21 
May 2008, be confirmed.  
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CLAUSE 2 ATTACHMENT 
 

10. 7. 2008 
 

 
HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD 

 
 

A meeting of the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board  
was held on Wednesday 21 May 2008 at 3pm 
in the Boardroom, Linwood Service Centre 

 
 

PRESENT: Bob Todd (Chairperson), Brenda Lowe-Johnson, David Cox,  
Yani Johanson, Tim Carter, and Rod Cameron 

  
APOLOGIES: An Apology for absence was received and accepted from John 

Freeman. 
 
 
The Board reports that: 
 
 
PART B - REPORTS FOR INFORMATION  
 
1. QUEENSPARK BUS PRIORITY ROUTE 
 

 The Board considered a report seeking the Council’s for approval to proceed to detailed design, 
tender and construction for the Queenspark bus priority route.   

 
This matter has been dealt with by way of Joint Chairperson’s report to the Council meeting of 12 June 
2008.   

 
 
2. KEY LOCAL ORGANISATIONS FOR HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD, STRENGTHENING COMMUNITIES 
 FUND 
 

The Board considered a report seeking recommendations to the Metropolitan Funding Sub-committee 
regarding Key Local Organisations (KLOs) from its ward to be considered for Metropolitan 
Strengthening Communities Funding.   
 
This matter has been dealt with by way of report to the Metropolitan Funding Sub-committee meeting 
of 11 July 2008.   

 
 
3. DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 
 

3.1 MR ROSS EDGAR  
 

Mr Edgar outlined his concerns about a Pin Oak tree in Bangor Street, including shading issues.  
He is of the view that the tree is inappropriate species for the site and as it grows will become 
more of an issue.  Mr Edgar has been advised by Council staff that as the tree is protected a 
Resource Consent is required to remove it.  Mr Edgar is seeking the support of the Board on the 
issue.   
 
The Chairperson thanked Mr Edgar for his submission.   
 
Joanne Walton, Consultation Leader Greenspace, and Council Aborists Graham Clark and 
Shane Moohan joined the meeting to respond to questions from members.  A copy of a solar 
study carried out for the Council was provided to members and Mr Edgar.   
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The Board agreed to ask for advice on why the Board does not have the power to make 
recommendations to the Council on Resource Management issues.   

 
 
4. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS 
  
 Nil. 
 
 
5. NOTICE OF MOTION 
 
 Nil.  
 
6. CORRESPONDENCE 
 

Nil.   
 
 

7. BRIEFINGS  
 
 Nil.   
 
 
8. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S UPDATE 

 
The Board received information from the Community Board Adviser covering upcoming meetings and 
events and other relevant information.   
 
 

9. MEMBER’S QUESTIONS 
 
Nil.  
 
 

PART C – DELEGATED DECISIONS TAKEN BY THE BOARD 
 

10. CONFIRMATION OF MEETING REPORT – 7 MAY 2008 
 
The Board resolved to confirm the report of its ordinary meeting of 7 May 2008. 

 
 
11. APPLICATION TO THE HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD’S YOUTH DEVELOPMENT 
 SCHEME – MATTHEW HOPPER, DARCIE WILLIS, CHLOE WILLIAMS, AKAMI MCCALLUM
 

The Board considered a report seeking approval for an application for funding from its Youth 
Development Fund and Discretionary Fund for Matthew Hopper, Darcie Willis, Chloe Williams and 
Akami McCallum.   
 
The Board resolved to approve the application and allocate $500 each to Matthew Hopper, Darcie 
Willis, Chloe Williams and Akami McCallum to attend a one week America Sports Camp in July 2008 
from the Youth Development and Discretionary Funding Schemes. 
 
 

12. PROPOSED ROAD NAMING 
 
The Board considered a report seeking approval to name one new road either, Merrilees Place, 
Deimel Place or Cypriot Place.   
 
The Board resolved to approve the name Merrilees Place for the new road which runs off Cypress 
Street.   
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13. GLENDEVERE TERRACE - PROPOSED NO STOPPING RESTRICTION 

 
The Board considered a report seeking approval to install a ‘no stopping’ restriction on the western 
side of Glendevere Terrace from Dunkeld Lane to number 20 Glendevere Terrace.  
 
The Board resolved to approve that the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on the west 
side of Glendevere Terrace, commencing at its intersection with Dunkeld Lane and extending in a 
northerly direction for a distance of 110 metres. 
 

14. VOGEL STREET – PROPOSED NO STOPPING RESTRICTION 
 
The Board considered a report seeking approval to install a ‘no stopping’ restriction on a bend in Vogel 
Street outside number 57 Vogel Street.   
 
The Board resolved to approve that the stopping of vehicles be prohibited at any time on the 
northwest side of Vogel Street commencing at a point 66 metres from its intersection with Warwick 
Street and extending in a northerly direction for a distance of 20 metres. 
 
 

15. TUAM STREET - PROPOSED 60 MINUTE PARKING RESTRICTIONS AND 60 MINUTE 
MOTORCYCLE PARKING RESTRICTION 

 
The Board considered a report seeking approval to install a 60 minute parking restriction outside 434 
and 436 Tuam Street, and a 60 minute parking restriction for ‘motorcycles only’ outside 438 Tuam 
Street.  
 
An error in the staff recommendation b) was noted which refers to ‘easterly’ and should say ‘westerly’.   
 
The Board resolved to approve:   
 

 a) That parking be reserved for “Motorcycles Only for a maximum of 60 minutes” on the south side 
of Tuam Street, commencing at a point eight metres west of the intersection with Phillips Street 
and extending for five metres in an westerly direction. 

 
 b) That the parking of vehicles be restricted to a “maximum period of 60 minutes” on the south 

side of Tuam Street commencing at a point 19.5 metres west of the intersection with Phillips 
Street and extending for 25.5 metres in an westerly direction. 

 
 

16. COLOMBO STREET (NORTH) - PROPOSED 120 MINUTE PARKING RESTRICTION 
 

The Board considered a report seeking approval to install a 120 minute parking restriction in the four 
parking spaces outside 866 Colombo Street.   
 
Staff noted that the area is in fact in the MOA Neighbourhood Committee area and that in a telephone 
conversation with the secretary no concerns about the proposal were expressed.   
 
The Board resolved to approve that the parking of vehicles be restricted to a maximum period of 120 
minutes on the east side of Colombo Street commencing at a point 119.5 metres north of the 
intersection with Salisbury Street and extending in an northerly direction for a distance of 22 metres.  

 
 
15. APPLICATION TO HAGLEY FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD DISCRETIONARY FUNDING –

HEATHCOTE VALLEY COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION    
 

The Board considered a report seeking approval for an application for funding to the Board’s 
Discretionary Fund from the Heathcote Valley Community Association. 
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 The Board resolved to allocate $542.40 from the 2007/08 Discretionary Fund to support the work of 
Heathcote Valley Community Association at 50 Station Road Heathcote subject to the following 
conditions: 

 
 (a) Compliance by the Heathcote Valley Community Association with the terms of the OnTrack 

licence and all other relevant legislative and regulatory requirements.  
 
 (b) The Christchurch City Council is not to be responsible for any maintenance of the plantings 

undertaken as a result of this funding, including removal or replacement of plants, or any other 
matters arising as a result of this work. 

 
An amendment was moved by Councillor Johanson, and seconded by Tim Carter and the Board 
further resolved:  
 

 (c)  That staff investigate the possibility of forming a closer working relationship with community 
representatives, Council representatives and On Track representative to discuss aspects of 
mutual interest within the ward. 

 
 
16. ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING 
 
 At 4.55 pm the Board resolved that the meeting stand adjourned and resume at 5.05 pm.   
 
 
17. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE THE PUBLIC 
 

It was resolved that the resolution to exclude the public set out on page 182 of the agenda be 
adopted.   

 
The meeting concluded at 5.20 pm.   
 
 
CONFIRMED THIS 4TH DAY OF JUNE 2008 
 
 
       
 
 
 BOB TODD 
 CHAIRPERSON 
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3.  DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 
 
 
4. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS 
 
 
5. NOTICES OF MOTION 
 
 
6. CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 
7. BRIEFINGS 
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8. CLIFTON BAY – NAMING TO COMMEMORATE THE 1953 CORONATION 
 

General Manager responsible: General Manager City Environment; DDI 941 8608 
Officer responsible: Asset and Network Planning Manager 
Author: David Sissons 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to provide advice to the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board as 

requested at its 16 April 2008 meeting regarding the naming of the area known as Clifton Bay to 
Sumner Coronation Gardens.  

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 Advice requested from staff 
 
 2. The Board requested advice from staff on whether the area known as Clifton Bay is a legal road 

and what the process is for making the area a reserve and for changing the name to Sumner 
Coronation Reserve.  This follows a request by the Sumner-Redcliffs Historical Society that the 
Council use this name for the area. 

 
 3. The area is legal road.  It was gazetted as street on 8 January 1974 (Gazette 1974 page 63).   
 
 4. To adopt the name Sumner Coronation Reserve, the Council would have to go through the 

legal processes for stopping part of the road and vesting it in the Council (Section 342 Local 
Government Act 1974) and for declaring it to be a reserve (Section 14 Reserves Act 1977).  
These processes both include public consultation, Council resolutions and gazettal, and would 
take several months.   

 
 5. If the public consultation produced any objection to the road stopping, then Schedule 10 of the 

Local Government Act 1974 requires that the matter be taken to the Environment Court, which 
may or may not allow the stopping.  The Reserves Act requires that the reserve declaration be 
approved and gazetted by the Minister of Conservation.  

 
 6. If the reserve were thus created, it could then be named.  The Council would need to formally 

adopt the proposed name, following the process set down in the Council Policy Register’s code 
of practice for the naming of parks and reserves (attachment 2 refers).   

 
 Alternative approach 
 
 7. A less complex way of naming the area would be to call it a ‘Garden’ rather than a ‘Reserve’.  

The Sumner-Redcliffs Historical Society said in its letter provided to the Board on 16 April 2008 
that it would be pleased to have either word. 

 
 8. The Historical Society correspondence included copies of articles from the Press dated 2 June 

1953 and the Christchurch Star-Sun dated 1 June 1953.  They differ as to whether the Mayor at 
the time, Mr Macfarlane, used the word Reserve or the word Garden. 

 
 9. The Press wrote "The Mayor officially named the reserve, which will be developed as a garden, 

the Sumner Coronation Reserve".   The Star-Sun wrote " 'I name this plot the Sumner 
Coronation Garden plot...' Mr Macfarlane said". 

 
 10. The name Sumner Coronation Garden could be achieved simply by putting up a sign.  

However, the Board may prefer that the Council formally adopts the name, in line with the code 
of practice for the naming of parks and reserves.   

 
 11. It should be noted that the code of practice describes the process for the naming of reserves, 

and the purpose of the naming this area as a garden is specifically to avoid making it a reserve. 
 
  

Note
To be reported to the Council meeting - decision yet to be made.
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8. Cont’d 
 
 12. The code of practice requires public consultation on reserve naming “to the extent deemed 

necessary”.  The Board may consider that the adoption is simply a ratification of Mayor 
Macfarlane’s 1953 naming and therefore, even under the code of practice, consultation would 
not be necessary.   

 
 Reserves with similar names 
 
 13. Council staff take care to avoid duplication of park names, to reduce the risk of confusion, 

especially for emergency services.  
 
 14. There are already two parks in the Port Hills part of the city that contain the word Coronation.   
 
 15. Coronation Reserve is a large park fronting Whaka Terrace and Major Aitken Drive, being part 

of the old grounds of the former Coronation Hospital, on the lower part of Huntsbury Hill, 
overlooking Bowenvale.   

 
 16. Coronation Hill Reserve is a regional park running south from the intersection of Dyers Pass 

Road and the Summit Road, and includes the Sign of the Kiwi.  
 
 17. A third park with a name containing the words Coronation and Reserve, some distance from the 

others but also associated with the Port Hills, would run a high risk of leading to confusion.  
Staff would therefore strongly recommend against using these words together in the name. 

 
 18. The name Sumner Coronation Garden is less likely to be confusing, provided that the words 

Sumner and Garden always accompany the word Coronation.   However, there would still be 
some risk. 

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 19. If the name Sumner Coronation Reserve is proposed, the road must be stopped and the land 

must be declared to be a reserve.  For this, significant costs will be incurred in legal survey for 
the new boundaries, lodgement fees, at least two public consultation processes, registration of 
the land title and gazettal of the reserve status, with additional internal costs in staff time 
needed to organise, report on and oversee the various processes. The estimated cost of this 
option (excluding staff time) would be around $7,000 to $9,000 if there is no objection to the 
stopping.  If there were an objection and the Community Board still wished to pursue the 
change of status, then the matter would need to be referred to the Environment Court, incurring 
additional legal fees and Court costs that it is hard to determine at this point. The staff 
recommendation is that the new signage be funded up to the value of $1,000.  This makes a 
total of around $8,000 to $10,000, plus staff time, plus possible Environment Court costs. 

 
 20. If the name Sumner Coronation Garden is proposed, the financial implications (excluding staff 

time) would be limited to the cost of signage along with the cost of any public consultation that 
might be decided on.  The staff recommendation is that the new signage be funded up to the 
value of $1,000.  The estimated cost of this option would therefore be between $1,000 and 
$2,000, plus staff time. 

 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 21. The staff recommendation is that the signage be funded through the Community Board's 

discretionary funding.  The rest of the work (other than the signage) would be funded through 
the parks, open spaces and waterways operational budget.  $9,000 remains of the $18,000 
allocated to reserve classification for 2007/08.  This money is essential for reserve classification 
required by the Reserves Act (1977) for the preparation of management plans, which are under 
way for a number of reserves throughout the city.  Significant use of this source of funding will 
have a major effect in curtailing the reserves management planning programme.   No source of 
funding has been identified for Environment Court costs at this stage. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 22. The choice between the word ‘Reserve’ and the word ‘Garden’ is a choice between changing 

the legal status of the area and changing the name of the area.  Naming the area Sumner 
Coronation Garden offers no more legal or practical protection to the garden than there is at 
present.  If the garden is to be legally protected so that it will not be at risk of being used for 
roading purposes at some future time, its legal status needs to be changed, by declaring it to be 
a Reserve.   

 
 23. Since the issue being debated is only about the current name of the area, and not about its 

legal status, use of the word Garden is the neatest way of resolving the issue to the satisfaction 
of the Sumner-Redcliffs Historical Society’s February 2007 deputation and April 2008 
correspondence.   

 
 24. In either case the names and the legal status of the surrounding streets will remain unchanged 

– Main Road, Clifton Bay and Clifton Terrace. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 25. Yes – see above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 26 Not applicable. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 27. Not applicable.  The LTCCP is not concerned with the naming of features. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 28. Not applicable.  
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 29. The recommendations align with the Council Policy Register’s code of practice for the naming 

of parks and reserves. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 30. The Policy Register’s code of practice requires public consultation for naming of reserves “to 

the extent deemed necessary”. If the staff recommendation is adopted, no consultation is 
necessary, because the area will not be a reserve and because the naming is merely the 
ratification of a 1953 name. 
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8. Cont’d 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board: 
 
 (a) Recommend that the Council formally resolve to adopt the name “Sumner Coronation Garden” 

for the area shown on the attached plan (Attachment 1), 
 
 (b) Confirm whether public consultation on the name is required, 
 
 (c) Approve the expenditure of up to $1,000 from its discretionary fund to show the name by 

modifying an existing sign or plaque, or by installing a new sign or plaque. 
 
 CHAIRPERSON’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
 That the staff recommendation be adopted. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 TO CLAUSE 8 
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ATTACHMENT 2 TO CLAUSE 8 
 
 

POLICY REGISTER 

Register of Policy Decisions made by the Christchurch City Council to 30 September 2004 

M K Robertson  
Council Secretary 

Interim November 2004 

 

NAMING OF RESERVES AND FACILITIES 

That the following code of practice be approved for the naming of parks and reserves: 

1.  All reserves vested in or under the control of the Council shall be given an appropriate name. 
The procedures to be followed shall be as set out in 2 to 5 below. 

2.  Proposed names shall be approved, by resolution of the Council, or where appropriate, 
recommended for approval to the New Zealand Geographic Board. Naming shall be initiated 
either at the time of vesting or at the latest, when development proposals for the particular 
reserve are being considered for adoption. 

3.  For existing reserves, whether previously formally or informally named, and through common 
usage are accepted by the community, generally these names shall be retained. Where 
changes are to be sought, the procedures as outlined for new reserves shall be followed. 

4.  For reserves having local or major status, naming proposals, including options, shall in the first 
instance be referred to the appropriate Community Board. To the extent deemed necessary, 
proposals will then be referred to the community for comment prior to formal adoption and 
recommendation, to the Council. 

5.  For reserves having metropolitan status, proposals shall be referred to the appropriate Council 
Committee (currently Parks and Recreation) for consideration and recommendation to the 
Council after having been first referred to the Community Board for comment. 

6.  Names approved by the Council for reserves having major status or above, shall be referred to 
the New Zealand Geographic Board via the local office of the Department of Survey and Land 
Information, for final approval. 

7.  That the Parks Manager be responsible for organising the formal naming process. 

Parks and Recreation Committee 

27 July 1993 

 

Link to the policy on the Council’s website:  http://www.ccc.govt.nz/Policy/NamingReserves.asp    

http://www.ccc.govt.nz/Policy/NamingReserves.asp
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9. MONTREAL STREET – REVOCATION OF EXISTING 15 MINUTE RESTRICTED PARKING AREA. 
 

General Manager responsible: General Manager City Environment, DDI 941 8608 
Officer responsible: Unit Manager, Transport and Greenspace, 
Author: Steve Hughes, Traffic Engineer 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board’s 

recommendation to Council to shorten an existing area of 15 minute restricted parking on the 
west side of Montreal Street, south of Armagh Street, and to install a 6.8 metre disabled parking 
space (see attachment 1). 

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. Montreal Street north of Moorhouse Avenue is a two lane, one way north, street west of the 

Central Business District.  
 
 3. On the eastern side of Montreal Street between Gloucester Street and Armagh Street there is 

an area of free, time unlimited parking and a five minute time restricted loading zone. The 
unrestricted parking area is usually filled from very early in the morning.  The five minute 
loading zone is used by nearby businesses and is not suitable or intended for disabled vehicle 
parking. 

 
 4. The particular area that this report relates to is on the western side of Montreal Street 

immediately south of the intersection with Armagh Street, outside what use to be the old 
Christchurch Girls High School building.  There is a Pay and Display 120 minute time restricted 
parking area that applies from Monday to Sunday in the southern part of this block.  While these 
are relatively close to the building, they do not provide parking for the length of time required for 
holders of disabled parking permits.  

 
 5. From a point 27 metres south of the intersection with Armagh Street, parking is restricted for a 

distance of 33 metres in a southerly direction to a maximum parking period of 15 minutes.  Over 
10 metres of this 33 metres is made up of a vehicle entrance to the building where parking is 
not permitted. 

 
 6. The building is owned by Christ College who hold classes in some parts, and hire out rooms 

and offices to organisations and businesses.  Two of the occupants of the building are the 
Canterbury Embroiderers Guild and SeniorNet.mac, a computer training organisation for older 
people.  

 
 7. The Embroiderers Guild holds meetings for members on Monday, Wednesday and Friday 

mornings, and on Wednesday evenings.  These meetings usually take over three hours.  
 
 8. The SeniorNet.mac organisation holds meetings more regularly and also for several hours. 

Several members of these organisations, which are mainly made up of older people, are 
holders of disabled parking permits and have limited mobility. 

 
 9. There are two disabled car parks situated off-road on the site.  However, there is often three or 

more holders of a disabled parking permit seeking to use these off-road parks.  
 
 10. There is also disabled parking spaces available approximately 200 metres away in the Art 

Gallery Car Parking building.  Permit holders attending the old Christchurch Girls High School 
building who use these parking facilities have to cross two busy streets.  This can pose some 
difficulty for physically impaired people. 

 
 11. The installation of a disabled parking space on the southern part of the 15 minute time 

restricted parking area, immediately south of the vehicle entrance to the Old Christchurch Girls 
High School property, will provide an additional parking option closer than the parking available 
at the Art Gallery Car park.  

Note
To be reported to the Council meeting - decision yet to be made.
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9. Cont’d 
 
 12. The shortening of the 15 minute restricted parking area will result in the loss of one of the 

present three parking spaces in that area.  As the existing parking spaces are restricted to a 
maximum period of 15 minutes, this should ensure a regular turnover of the two remaining 
parking spaces and ensure a good chance of a motorist finding one of them vacant. 

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 13. An estimated cost for painting the boundary box and installing two signs is $450. 
 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 14. The installation of signs and markings for a disabled parking space is within existing LTCCP 

operational budgets. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 15. The Land Transport Rules provide for the installation of parking restrictions. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 16. As above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 17. Aligns with the Streets and Transport activities by contributing to the Council’s Community 

outcomes – Safety. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 18. This contributes to improve the level of service for safety. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 19. This proposal aligns with the Council’s Parking Strategy 2003. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 20. As above. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 21. Consultation has been carried out with Christ College, and with some nearby businesses. There 

are no objections to changing part of the 15 minute parking area to a disabled parking space. 
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9. Cont’d 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Board recommend that the Council approve: 
 
 (a) That the parking of vehicles that is restricted to a maximum period of 15 minutes on the west 

side of Montreal Street commencing at a point 27.5 metres south of the intersection with 
Armagh Street and extending for 33 metres in a southerly direction be revoked. 

 
 (b) That the parking of vehicles be restricted to a maximum period of 15 minutes on the west side 

of Montreal Street commencing at a point 27.5 metres south of the intersection with Armagh 
Street and extending in a southerly direction for 15 metres. 

 
 (c)  The parking of vehicles be restricted to those displaying an “operation mobility card only” for a 

maximum period of 180 minutes on the west side of Montreal Street commencing at a point 
53.5 metres south of the intersection with Armagh Street and extending in a southerly direction 
for 6.8 metres. 

 
 CHAIRPERSONS’ RECOMMENDATION 
 
 That the staff recommendation be adopted. 
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CLAUSE 9 ATTACHMENT  
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10. CHESTER STREET EAST: VEHICLE PARKING AND BERM MAINTENANCE 
 
General Manager responsible: General Manager City Environment,  DDI 941 8608 
Officer responsible: Transport and Greenspace Unit Manager 
Author: Steve Hughes, Traffic Engineer 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to address concerns expressed by some residents of Chester 

Street East regarding both the parking of vehicles and issues relating to the maintenance of the 
grassed berm outside 88 to 96 Chester Street East  (Attachment 1 and photo below refer). 

 
 2. The report provides a list of possible solutions, several of which have been presented to 

residents in the past, but were not deemed acceptable at that time.  The report also addresses 
the issues raised by Mr Dudding in his deputation to the Board in February 2008. 

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 2. The part of Chester Street East where numbers 88 to 96 are situated is on the south side 

between Madras Street and Barbadoes Street.  
 
 3. There are six 90 degree angled parking spaces that have no parking time restrictions outside 

those addresses that pertain to this report. The angled parking spaces are 4.8 metres deep 
from road edge to kerb line. 

 
 4. This part of Chester Street East is a residential area and is classified as a Special Amenity Area 

(SAM30) in the City Plan.  
 
 5. The concerns expressed on behalf of residents of the above addresses have been that the 

fronts of some vehicles parked outside the addresses extend over the grass berm. This makes 
the mowing of the grass under these vehicles difficult.  
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 r fo ix or seven occasions attempted to 

cceptable s umber of possible solutions have been put 
rward for consideration.  Non ons have been accepted.  

nding on the 
. 

  This usually means that it is done about three 

 10. 
idential street.  The grass is mowed when it is less than half the 

11. ish, mow the grass themselves to a shorter length and more often, 

 12. 
proved by them.  Residents involved in 

the consultation process at the time agreed with the advantages that the design of the street 
had for the residents.  

 
 13. Photos of this street have been used in documents and for on-site visits during Traffic 

Engineering Conferences as an example of “best practice.”  
 
 SUGGESTED SOLUTIONS/OPTIONS 
 
 (a) Resident mow the grass berm (Status Quo) 
 

14.  Residents can mow the grass berm (see attachment 1).  They could do this at weekends 
when there are fewer if any cars parked in the location.  As the parking area is 
immediately outside their residences, they are in the ideal position to mow the grass berm 
when no or few vehicles are present. 

 
  • This would maintain the Status Quo. 
  • This is the solution that is chosen by residents in many other streets in the city.  
  • It is the easiest solution if residents want to maintain a better appearance to the 

 grass berm than the present 12 or so cuts a year the Council provide.  
  • Residents are in the best position to see when the grass needs to be mown, and 

 when it can be done.  
  • This designation is compatible with the SAM designation of the street. 
 
   There would be no cost to the Council for this solution. 

(b)  Council to mow the grass according to the existing Road Landscape Maintenance 
 (Behind the Kerbs) Contract, but during the weekend 

6. Over the last three o
ovide an a

ur years, Council staff have on s
pr
fo

olution to this issue.  A n
e of the possible soluti

 
BACKGROUND  

 
 7. The grass berm is currently listed on the Council’s “Landscaped Area Mowing Register.”  It has 

been requested that the Council mow the grass more often and to a better standard than it is 
currently.  

 
 8. Areas on the above register are mowed and maintained to a higher standard than the normal 

“Urban Road” residential grass berm.  Grass berms on the register are mowed before the grass 
reaches 65 mm in length, and are mowed approximately 12 times a year depe
growing season

 
 9. The standard for the cutting of grass for a normal “Urban Road” residential berm is that the 

grass is cut before it reaches 150 millimetres in length.  This is more than twice the length for a 
landscaped area such as in Chester Street East.
or four times a year. 

 
Therefore, this area of Chester Street East already receives a considerably better service than 
the average Christchurch res
length, and it is mowed more often each year. 

 
Residents can, if they so w 
as happens with many of the other grass berms in Christchurch residential streets.  

 
This section of Chester Street East was reconstructed in 1993.  Consultation with residents at 
that time resulted in the current parking layout being ap
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15. 
 fewer parked 

vehicles.  There still may be occasions when vehicles are parked overhanging the berm 
t prevent it from being mowed completely (see attachment 1). 

 It would be in accordance with existing Council policy and contractual agreements. 
•

 

d by the parked vehicles. 

  

(c) Installing 

 16. 
erhanging the grass berm (see attachment 2). 

 cil accepts 

 

d as being from 4.8 metres to 5.6 metres. 
 

  East are 4.8 metres deep (see 
 

 n of bollards would reduce the length of the angled parking space to 
y the Council.  

 ed minimum of 11.6 to 12.2 metres for the 

 
manoeuvring space making a total of 8.3 metres is already well under by 3.3 to 3.9 

 acceptable minimum (see attachment 3). 
les 

sed safety 

 It is also not an acceptable traffic engineering option due to the reduced distance for 

 
street. 

 • Installing cast iron decorative bollards would be in keeping with the SAM 
designation of this street, but the cost of those bollards would be considerably more 
than for wooden bollards. 

  
The Council to mow the grass berm once a month or so in accordance with the above 
contract, but arrange for this to be done on weekends when there are

tha
 
 • The overhanging of vehicles over the grass berm seems to restrict the growth of 

 grass in these areas. 
• 

  It would not be extending any additional service to this residential street that is not 
 accorded to any other street. 
• Mr Dudding, the residents’ representative, is concerned that the regularity and 
 the standard of the maintenance of the grass berm are not sufficient.  This may be 
 cause

 • This designation is compatible with the SAM designation of the street. 
 

 There may be an additional small cost to the Council for getting it mowed in the 
 weekend. 

 
 Bollards 
 

Mr Dudding has suggested, on behalf of residents, that bollards be installed immediately 
behind the kerb to prevent vehicles from ov
The grass berm could then be mowed more easily by either residents or by the Council.  

 
• The Guidelines for Traffic Engineering that the Christchurch City Coun

and use is contained in the Austroads Guide to Engineering Practice. Part 11 of that 
publication contains the guidelines for the parking of vehicles. 

• In that part of the guidelines the depth, (Effective Space Encroachment), of 90 
degree angled parking spaces such as those installed in this part of Chester Street 
East is liste

• The shorter distance of 4.8 metres is acceptable when vehicles overhang the end of 
the bay. 

• The angled parking spaces in Chester Street
attachment 3).

• The installatio
under the 4.8 metres minimum accepted b

• The above publication also lists a suggest
total of the depth of the angled parking space and the amount of manoeuvring 
space. The manoeuvring space is the distance between the end of the angled 
parking space and the centreline that a vehicle has to exit a park. 

• The existing distance of 4.8 metres of angled parking space and 3.5 metres of 

metres the 11.6 metres considered an
 • Bollards could cause vehicles to extend into the roadway and cause other vehic

to drive over the centreline to pass parked vehicles. 
 • The Council could have a responsibility for any accidents caused by vehicles 

extending into the roadway thereby contributing to an accident. 
 • There would be regular ongoing maintenance costs with installing bollards as they 

tend to be pushed over and damaged. 
 • This is not an acceptable traffic engineering option due to an increa

hazard being created. 
 •

parking and manoeuvring to and from the park. 
• Installing wooden bollards would not be in keeping with the SAM designation of the 
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 • Installing bollards was the preferred option for Mr Dudding.     

 
   
   
 

 (d)  Installing a 500mm strip of seal behind the kerb 

 17. T e in metre wide strip of seal behind the kerb will still allow vehicles 
 

 
 

 •  size of the Effective Space Encroachment to under 

 • This solution was installed in another part of Chester Street East following a request 

 n would address the problem of being unable to mow under the front of 
overhanging vehicles. 

 inimal ongoing maintenance costs. 

 

 
(e) Installing cobblestones between the parked vehicles and the footpath 

 
 18. All of

parkin nd cobblestones laid 
e a

 
 •  Madras Street that does not 

.  

 residences. 

 • ation of the street. 

 • 

 

parks
 
 (f)  Remo arallel parking 
 
 19. The s ed by sandblasting the white road markings 

 
 20. 

weste

The cost of installing wooden bollards has been estimated at $1000. 
The cost of installing Cast iron decorative bollards is estimated at $4000. 

 
 

h stallation of a 500 milli
to overhang the kerb and would remove the need to mow under the area of the vehicle
overhang (see Attachment 3). 

• It will allow the grass between the seal strip and the footpath to be mowed without 
interference.  

 This solution will not reduce the
the accepted minimum. 

from Mr Dudding.  
• This optio

• There would be m
 

 The cost of removing the grass for 500 mm behind the kerb and replacing it with a seal 
strip would be about $600. 

 

 the grass could be removed between the kerb and the footpath in front of the car 
g spaces only, and the grass replaced with a base coarse a

(se ttachment 4). 

There would still be an area of grass berm towards
have any cars parked overhanging or near it so the cobblestones would not be 
obtrusive

 • The cobblestones could be of a colour and design to complement the existing 
landscapes and

 • There would be minimal ongoing maintenance costs. 
This option would be more in keeping with the SAM design

 • This option is contrary to the Council “Berm Policy” which states that; “Footpaths 
exceeding 2.5 metres in width in residential areas shall be laid out with grass 
berms.” 
To install cobblestones will set a precedent. 

 • Although the cost for this could be found within existing budgets, the cumulative 
effect of doing this whenever individuals have a problem would be enormous.  

  The cost of removing the grass and replacing it with cobblestones in front of the six car 
 is estimated to be $4000.  

ving the angled parking markings and replacing them with p

ix angle parking spaces could be remov
and replacing them with three parallel parking spaces (see attachment 5). 

This would result in two parallel vehicle parking spaces being created in the four existing 
rn angled parking spaces, and one parallel parking space being installed in the two 

existing eastern angled parking spaces.  
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 • Parallel parking of vehicles would not cause the parked vehicles to overhang the 

 nd the public in 
general (a net loss of three spaces). 

 this area.  This is shown by the fact 
that this problem has arisen. 

 

 
   The t of replacing the angled parks with parallel parking spaces is 

 00.
 
 (g)  
 

21. 
minut  them (see attachment 6). 

 
 • This would mean that vehicles could not park there all day. 

 ction in the number of unlimited parking close to the Central 
Business District. 

 ents or by the 

 
in this area.  A parking restriction would require at least two signs 

 
   The c
 
 (h) 
 

22. e s  and replaced with grass and 
ds

 
 • 
 •  would have to be removed, re-aligned, and re-installed at the road edge. 

 to be removed as well as the hard fill 

 • d. 
 

  of grass berm that the residents or the Council would 

 
  

   trees would be 

grass berm. 
• It would half the available parking spaces for residents, visitors, a

 • There is a high demand for all day parking in

 • This option would be in keeping with the SAM designation for the street. 
• The increased width of parked cars from the roadway may increase traffic speeds in 

the street. 
 • There would be minimal ongoing maintenance costs. 

estimated cos
$3  

Installing time limited parking in the six angled parking spaces 

 The six angled parking spaces could have a maximum parking time limit of 60, 120 or 180 
e restriction installed on

 • This would increase the possibility of the spaces being empty when mowing is done.  
• It would cause a redu

• The mowing of the grass berm would still have to be done by resid
Council. 

 • There would be minimal ongoing maintenance costs. 
• Board members may be aware of the concerns relating to Pay and Display signs 

being erected 
being installed. 

ost of installing time restriction signs in this area would be around $400. 

Removal of all six car parking spaces and moving the kerb out to the road edge 

 Th ealed vehicle parking area could be removed entirely
lan caping  (see attachment 7). 

This would result in a reduced parking service to the public and to residents. 
The kerb

 • The existing sealed parking area would have
underneath. 
Vehicle entrances/exits to the properties would have to be designed and installe

• The reclaimed parking area would have to be filled with soil and grass and plants re-
established. 

• It would increase the area
have to mow with a small increase in maintenance costs. 

• This option would be in keeping with the SAM designation for the street. 
• In his original approach to the Board Mr Dudding put this forward as an option.  

 
The cost of removing the car parking area and replacing it with grass and
in the range of $15,000, providing there are no drainage issues that arise from doing so. 
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 FINANCIAL IM ICA
 
 23. The ima

around $15
 
 24. The cost of red under existing budgets.  
 
 25. There is no

option (h). 
 

Do the Reco gets?  

e no cost or lower cost solutions fall within existing LTCCP operational 
g

L CONS
 

27. The e installation and the removal of 
parking spa

 
 Have you c
 
 28. As ab e. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH L
 
 29. Depending

contributing

2006-16 

30.  

 NMENT 
 

31. These proposals, except for option (c) which could reduce safety, align with the Christchurch 
Road

 
 Do the reco me
 
 32. As ab e. 
 
 CONSULTATION FU
 
 In the last three 
 
 ave 

 On th
have bee d 
clear that installing bollards is his preferred option. 

 
 35. During discussions with staff, Mr Dudding was advised that Council staff believe installing 

bollards is an unacceptable solution and the reasons for it being un-acceptable.  

PL TIONS 

est ted coasts of the eight possible solutions range from no cost to the Council to 
,000 plus. 

 options (a) to (g) can be cove

 funding allocated for the estimated $15,000 plus in the 2006 16 LTCCP budgets for 

 mmendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP bud
 
 26. There is no specific funding provided in the LTCCP for the alteration to parking in Chester 

Street East.  Some of th
bud ets. 

 
 LEGA IDERATIONS 

Local Government Acts 1974 and 2002 provide for th 
ces. 

onsidered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  

ov

TCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 

 on which option is adopted, it will align with the Streets and Transport activities by 
 to the Council’s Community outcomes – Safety and Parking. 

 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 

LTCCP? 
 
 This contributes to improve the level of service for safety and or parking. 
 

ALIG WITH STRATEGIES 

 
 Safety and Parking Strategy. 

m ndations align with the Council’s strategies? 

ov

LFILMENT 

or four years 

33. There have been six or seven occasions in the last three or four years that Council staff h
attempted to address the concerns expressed by Mr Dudding on residents’ behalf.  

 
34. ese occasions, a number of possible solutions, including many of those outlined above, 

n put forward to alleviate residents concerns.  To date, Mr Dudding has remaine
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 36. Mr Dudding has maintained his view that bollards are the preferred approach. 

 
July/August 2007 

38. In July/August 2007, a questionnaire listing a number of possible solutions was given to all 

 
(1) Leave it as is. 

  
(3) Put bollards behind the kerb to prevent vehicles over hanging the grassed area. 

 
 39. s were distributed, five were returned with six suggestions for a 50 percent return. 

ollards) should not have been listed.  It is not an acceptable option due to it 
reducing the size of the angled parking space depth to less than the 4.8 metre minimum 

 
41. Installing bollards also reduces the total of the Effective Space Encroachment and the 

two-thirds of the 
measurements of 11.6 to 12.2 metres that is considered desirable in the Austroads Guide to 

g Practice; Parking Part 11. 

rists using Chester Street East and for the 
Council should there be an accident that the parking configuration contributed to.  

  

 
44. One respondent wanted option 1, retaining the status quo. 

45. One respondent wanted option 2, installing a sealed strip approximately 300 millimetre wide 
o suggested that the grass be removed and replaced with cobblestones. 

 
46. In April 2008 Council staff talked to some of the residents and owners in the street in an attempt 

e found.  Staff also spoke to former 
Councillor Anna Creighton, who while not directly affected by the parking, lives close by and 

  

 of installing cobblestones between the kerb and the footpath for 
approximately 26 metres in front of the parking spaces was identified.  When staff approached 

gestion he advised that his preferred option was the installation of 
bollards. 

 
 37. Mr Dudding has advised staff that he represents the other effected residents. 

 
 
 

effected residents. The options listed were: 

 
 (2) Install a seal strip approximately 300 millimetre wide along back of kerb.
 
 (4) Any other suggestions by residents. 

Ten copie
 
 40. Option 3 (Install B

(Effective Space Encroachment; see attachment 7). 

 
Manoeuvre Space (see attachment 7), to 8.3 metres. This is approximately 

Traffic Engineerin
 
 42. This could result in ramifications for other moto

 
Results of Questionnaire/Survey 

 
 43. Three of the respondents chose option 3 - installing of bollards. 

 
 
 

behind the kerb, but als
 
 April 2008 

 
to see if common ground, or an acceptable solution, could b

was most helpful.
 
 47. A possible solution

Mr Dudding with this sug
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 STAF  RECOMMENDATION F

re ame as any other 
urban residential street in Christchurch that is on the “Landscaped Area” Register in that, if residents 

 mow the berm, that the Council continue to do so in accordance with the 
“Landscaped Area” requirements stipulated in the Road Maintenance (Behind the Kerb) Contract, with 

 
CHAIRPERSON’S RECOMMENDATION 

 
 It is commended that the Board agree that Chester Street East be treated the s

are unable or unwilling to

the understanding that the Council will endeavour to mow the grass berm in the weekend. 

 
 
 For discussion. 
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11. APPLICATION TO THE HAGLEY, FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD’S DISCRETIONARY 
FUNDING SCHEME - LIFT (LINWOOD INITIATIVE FOR FREE TERTIARY) TRUST WATER 
SAFETY PROGRAMME

 
General Manager responsible: General Manager, Community Services, DDI 941-8986 
Officer responsible: Unit Manager, Recreation and Sports 
Author: Diana Saxton, Community Recreation Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek approval for an application for funding from the 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board’s 2007/08 Discretionary Funding Scheme. 
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

2. The applicant, Linwood Initiative for Free Tertiary Trust (LIFT), aims to transform the community 
through education.  Given the high deprivation indices represented in Linwood, LIFT is 
focussed on ensuring that children attending low decile schools - Linwood Avenue Primary, 
Linwood North Primary, Bromley Primary, Linwood Intermediate and Linwood College get as 
many opportunities as possible to increase their chances of success in life.  

 
3. The project that LIFT is applying for aims to provide a water safety programme of nine lessons 

to approximately 1,000 children including Linwood Avenue Primary (315 children), Linwood 
North Primary (240 children), Bromley Primary (300 children), and Linwood Intermediate (150).  
It has been sparked by the high incidence of death by drowning for Maori and Pacifica and low 
swimming ability of all children attending these schools.  All the schools would like to be able to 
offer aquatic programmes but funding and fundraising opportunities are very limited.   

 
4. The water safety programme would occur in term three, 2008 through to term two, 2009 for 

each school.  Two of the schools (Linwood Avenue and Bromley Primary) have swimming pools 
and require specialised tutors over four weeks in summer terms whereas Linwood North and 
Linwood Intermediate will bus to Queen Elizabeth II or Aqua Gym for nine off peak lessons over 
three weeks in term three.    

 
5. By working in partnership - local schools, LIFT and the Board can make a positive contribution 

to the outcomes of children in a high need area including a significant number of Maori and 
Pacifica children. 

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 6. The LIFT Trust is requesting that the Board contribute a third of the project cost.  This amounts 

to $9,540 or approximately $9.50 per child.   The total cost of the project is $28,620 to provide a 
water safety programme of nine lessons for approximately 1,000 children.  This is based on a 
cost of $5 per lesson (including $3 for transport) for children attending a school without a pool 
and $2 per lesson for children attending a school with a pool. 

   
 

EXPENSES Total Cost 
($) 

Amount sought in 
this application 

Linwood Intermediate: nine lessons at QEII – term 3 
(150 children x $2 plus $3 for bus travel per student per 
lesson)   

6,750 2,250

Linwood North: nine lessons at Aqua Gym or QEII - term 
3 (240 children x $2 plus $3 for bus travel per student 
per lesson)   

10,800 3,600

Linwood Ave: nine lessons in summer terms   
(315 children x $2 per child for 9 lessons over 4 weeks) 5,670 1,890

Bromley: swimming tuition in summer terms  
(300 children x $2 per child for 9 lessons over 4 weeks) 5,400 1,800

TOTAL  28,620 (C) 9,540 (B) 
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INCOME ($) 
LIFT Trust 9,540 
School’s contribution 9,540 

TOTAL 19,080 (A) 
 
 7. This is the first time the applicant has approached the Community Board for funding support. 
 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 9. This application seeks funding from the Community Board’s 2007/08 Discretionary Funding 

Scheme.  There is a balance of $37, 800 remaining for distribution. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 10. There are no legal implications in regard to this application. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 11. Aligns with LTCCP, regarding Community Board Discretionary funding. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 12. As above. 
  
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 13. Application aligns with the Council’s Physical Recreation and Sport Strategy, the Strengthening 

Communities Strategy and local Community Board objectives.   
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 14. As above. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 15. Not applicable. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 Staff recommend not funding the LIFT water safety project as the funding is to deliver the aquatics 

programme that the schools have decided to include in their Physical Education programme and is 
therefore "curriculum".   

 
 CHAIRPERSON’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
 For discussion. 
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12. APPLICATION TO THE HAGLEY, FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY 
FUNDING SCHEME – WOOLSTON SCHOOL

 
General Manager responsible: General Manager, Community Services, DDI 941-8986 

BOARD’S DISCRETIONARY 

Officer responsible: Unit Manager, Recreation and Sports 
Author: Diana Saxton, Community Recreation Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. The purpose of this report is to seek approval for an application for funding from the 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board’s 2007/08 Discretionary Funding Scheme. 
 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

2. The applicant, Woolston Primary School (decile two) is committed to providing children with a 
diverse range of core and extra-curricular opportunities that enhance their physical and social 
skills to equip them throughout life.  Unfortunately, the current financial situation is extremely 
limited and the cost of transport is making it very difficult for children to participate in the 
Canterbury Primary School Sport Competition.   

 
3. Woolston School aims to transport 40 children who are in school teams for netball, football and 

hockey to Hagley Park for competitive sports on Thursdays during term two.  For the majority of 
these children it is the only opportunity to participate in competitive sports as, due to family 
circumstances, many do not have the resources required to participate outside of school hours.   

 
4. The benefits of participating include developing skills to play a chosen sport, improved physical 

health and well being, improved attitudes and academic results, increased sense of belonging 
and a sense of fair play through playing in a team plus improved social relationships with 
parents, peers and family.   

 
5. By working in partnership, the Board can make a positive contribution to the outcomes of 

children in a high need area including a significant number of Maori and Pacifica children. 
 

 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 6. The cost of the bus hire is $1,265 which will cover 10 weeks of return travel to Hagley Park.  

Supportive parents of the school will provide at least 60 hours of voluntary effort to the project.  
   
 7. This is the first time the applicant has approached the Community Board for funding support. 
 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 8. This application seeks funding from the Community Board’s 2007/08 Discretionary Funding 

Scheme.  There is a balance of $37, 800 remaining for distribution. 
 
 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 9. There are no legal implications in regards to this application. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 10. Aligns with LTCCP, regarding Community Board Discretionary funding. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

LTCCP? 
 
 11. As above. 
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 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 12. Application aligns with the Council’s Physical Recreation and Sport Strategy, the Strengthening 

Communities Strategy and local Community Board objectives. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 13. As above. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 14. Not applicable. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 Staff recommend not funding the Woolston Primary School application as the funding is to deliver a 

sports programme that the school has decided to offer students as part of the "curriculum".   
 
 CHAIRPERSON’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
 For discussion. 
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13. HAGLEY/FERRYMEAD COMMUNITY BOARD 2007/08 DISCRETIONARY FUNDING – 
PROPOSED ALLOCATIONS  

 
General Manager responsible: General Manager Community Services, DDI 941- 8462 
Officer responsible: Community Support Unit  Manager 
Author: Claire Milne – Community Development Advisor  

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1. The purpose of this report is to provide information to the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

2. At the time of writing this report the Board has a balance of $46,130  2007/08 discretionary 
 
 
 3. 

 
 

 

orts has 

 
 

 ding allocation meeting the board resolved to reconsider the 

. The Youth Initiatives Trust entered into a lease on premises at 221 Aldwins Road on 
r the purpose of re-establishing a youth space.  Lease costs for these 

 
hat are expected to be tabled for 

n at the Board meetings on 21 May and 4 June 2008.  The resolutions for these will 
impact on the final amount of funds to be allocated.  

 
8. s requested total $13,242.40 and are detailed as follows: 

 ,700 fro iscretionary Fund to be 
 

  for $542.40 to support a community 

 est from the Linwood Initiative for Free Tertiary Trust (LIFT) for $10,000 to support      
ramme for childr ding a numbe w 

nsidered  4 June 2008 g.  
ventuate and furthe ns are provided in the 

 
 
 

for allocation of the balance of its 2007/2008 discretionary funding.  

 
 

funding available for distribution.  This balance includes returned project funding of $8,307.00. 

Unspent project and discretionary funds cannot be carried over into the next financial year, 
therefore, any unspent funds need to be reallocated and spent before 30 June 2008. 

4. The returned project funding component comprises: 
(a) Unallocated funds to The Woolston Development Project for support and management of 

the Bromley After School Programme (B.O.S.P.) of $7,000.  Staff recommendation at the 
time of 2006/07 project funding allocation was that the actual allocation for the second six 
month period be dependant on receipt of Child Youth and Family approval and 
subsequent ability for the programme to receive MoSD OSCAR funding, and 
parent/caregiver eligibility for OSCAR subsidies.  Receipt of the above supp
increased financial stability of the programme. 

(b) Community Engagement – unspent/ unallocated funds Neighbourhood Week $928. 
(c) Sumner Amateur Swimming club- unspent funds returned $379. 

 
At the 2007/08 project fun5. 
application from The Youth Initiatives Trust – (Ka Whakaroo o ka Rakatahi) – Diverse Cafe 

 as a priority from its 200/08 Discretionary fund once further information on the lease was 
received.  

 
6

1 January 2008 fo
premises include rates and insurance and total $14348.90 for the six month period 1 January – 
30 June 2008. At the commencement of the lease period the Trust held an unspent balance of 
$9206.39 from 2006/07 project funding.  This leaves a balance of $5142.51 required toward 
lease costs. 

There are four Discretionary Project funding request reports t7. 
consideratio

The total fund
(a) Four youth development applications valued at $1

considered at the Board meeting on 21 May 2008.
m the D

(b)  Heathcote Valley Community Association request
planting project. 

(c)     A requ
a water safety and learn to swim prog en atten

 at the
r of lo
meetindecile Linwood primary schools children to be co

(Please note that this item may not e r optio
matrix as Option B).  
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13. Cont
 
 uest of $1,000 from the Woolston Primary School of Trustees for funding 

rds transporting children to primary sports titions to be considered 
08 meeting.  

 
9. A decision matrix is attached with Option A detailing the following project requests, proposed 

te 
that Option B of the matrix identifies two further applications that are proposed for funding 

 

graphs four, five and eight 
above, therefore staff have included further options in the matrix that the board may wish to 

ere be a balance of funding available.  
 

ed organisations 
ve been available from 1 July.  
t Project will have a management 

School Programme (LOST).  
er organisations previously funded have 

 (b)  Discretionary funding of $7,146.50 is requested for the completion of replacement 

 Discretionary funding of $3,000 is sought to undertake further plantings along the 
Charlesworth Reserve to contribute to the visual screening of the Mitre 10 

 Ferry Road. 
eived under the Strengthening Communities Fund 2008/09 round, for 
rust and Kimihia Youth Skills Trust, totalling $15,600.   

recommended in the body of this report or in Option A not proceed, or proposed reports not 
 allocated before the end of June 

nding noted in the attached 
on B. 

 

resents a financial summary of funding available for allocation at the time 
of report writing: 

 
 

’d 

(d) A req Board 
assistance towa
at the 4 June 20

 compe

and recommended by staff for the board to consider, totalling a further $27,746.  Please no

consideration should the items noted under point 8(c) and 8(d) not eventuate. 

10. Community Board allocations from these recommendations will be dependant the discretionary 
fund balance after consideration of the requests detailed in para

consider should th

 (a) The 2008/09 Strengthening Communities Fund will be available to fund
from September 2008. Previous annual allocations ha

  Staff have identified that the Woolston Developmen
costs shortfall of $2000 for the Linwood After 

  Prior to the completion of this report no oth
requested discretionary funding support for this period.  

planting for the Whitewash Head Walkway and Landscape Renewal Project.  
 (c) 

boundary of 
building on

 (d)  Applications rec
Avebury House T

 
11. Staff are recommending Option A for Board consideration. Should any of the amounts 

reach the Board within a timeframe that allows them to be
2008, the Board is invited to consider the further options for fu
matrix under Opti

 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 12. The following table rep

 
 
 

 
  
 
 
 

Funds Source Amount  
Discretionary Balance 37,823 
Funds returned - Woolston Development Project - BOSP 7,000 
Sumner amateur swimming club 379 
Neighbourhood Week 928 
Total funds available  $46,130 



4. 6. 2008 
 

- 40 - 
 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board Agenda 4 June 2008 

13. Cont’d 
 

13. The following table represents a financial summary of projects recommended for consideration 
ritin sed use of discretionary at time of report w g and includes reports pending and propo

balance:  
 
Project Amount  Amount  Totals 
  Requested Recommended   
The Youth Initiatives Trust - Diverse Café  18,500 5,142 $5,142
He hcote Valley Community Association  542.40 542   at
LIFT 10,000 10,000   
Youth Development Funding applications  1,700 1,700   
Wo ston School Board of Trustees   1,000 $13,242ol
Total recommendations for reports pending    $18,384
      
Wool
Prog 2,000 2,000   

ston Development Project - Linwood After School 
ramme 

W wash Head Landscape and Walkway Project 7,146.50 7,146   hite
Charlesworth Reserve Supplementary Planting Project  5,000 3,000   
Kimihia Youth Skills Trust  12,000 10,000   
Avebury House  6,500 5,600   
Total funding requests as per matrix - option A      $27,746
Total requests      $46,130

 
 o th  Report Align with 2006-16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 

 

NM

17. ing strong communities. 

ons of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

 Aligns with community outcomes: 

A City of People who Value and Protect the Natural Environment  
and well designed city 

D e Recommendations of this

14. Yes. The Board has a balance of $46,130 remaining for allocation from its project and 
discretionary budgets for the 2007/08 year. 

 
LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS  

 
 15. There are no direct legal issues to be considered. 
 

ve y Ha ou considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 16. Yes.  
 
 ALIG ENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 

Aligns with page 59 and 60 in the LTCCP, goals and objectives build 
 

Do the recommendati 
LTCCP? 

 
 18. Yes.  
 

• A city of inclusive and diverse communities  
• A city of lifelong learning  
• A city for recreation, fun and creativity 
• A safe city 
• 
• An attractive 
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13. Cont’d 
 

Aligns with Hagley Ferrymead Community Board objectives: 
 

   

sion-making. 
usive and strong  

.  
4. Continue to su port initiatives that relate to the environment. 

uate resourcing for diverse communities. 
ives that support lifelong learning 

12. Support and advocate for initiatives that enable the ward to have attractive 
ds. 

 

unities Strategy   

tions align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 20. Yes. As Above. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 21. Not applicable. 
 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board: 
 

(a) Consider allocating $5,142 to The Youth Initiatives Trust – (Ka Whakaroo o ka Rakatahi ) as the 
balance of funds required to meet lease/rental costs for the Diverse Café for the period 1 
January 2008 – 30 June 2008, taking into consideration the balance of funds held.  

 
 (b) Consider the allocation of 2007/08 discretionary funds to projects detailed in the attached 

matrix. 
 
 CHAIRPERSON’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
 For discussion. 
 
 

1.  Advocate for and support measures that will assist the Hagley/Ferrymead ward to be a  
safer place for residents, visitors and businesses. 

2. Maintain an awareness of the diversity of the ward in deci
3. Acknowledge diversity and support measures for a vibrant, incl
  communities

p
8. Advocate for adeq
11. Support/advocate for initiat

neighbourhoo
13. Support and advocate for measures that strengthen the Garden City image. 

ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES  
 

19. Aligns with Strengthening Comm 
 

Do the recommenda 



4. 6. 2008 
 

- 42 - 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board Agenda 4 June 2008 

2007/08 H

cil S

A

trate

GLEY FERRYME COMMUNITY BOARD DISCRETIONARY FUND - PROJECTS FOR CONSIDERATION 
Priority Rating: 
1 Meet Board objectives/community o  - pri  fund; major velopment. 
2 Meet Board objectives/community outcomes - require a funding cont
3 Meet criteria to lesser degree but more suitable for group to seek funding elsewhere - board-funding support not needed or could be funded anothe o. 
0 Did not meet any e a o f
 

Appl 
No 

Group Project/S e n  Objectives, LTCCP 
c n

Expecte tc of  d e  Financial 
Risk 

Delivery 
Risk 

Funding History Staff Recommendation Staff 
Priority 
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Linwo nd co encie  
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Furthe rted by C Gibbo  
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Linwo
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Worke e Area” t easibi  
devel outh cen n t rea.” 
 

tr nd é pre  
for th y Developmen  

eir vision and rd work and 
commitment is a credit to th  

 in the 
Linwo y/Woolston/Phillipstown  
have a facility that appears to 
some of their needs. This is a developing 
organisation and project, which with on-  
mentoring and support, can 
make a difference in the community.” 

Low financial risk. 
 
Sound financial 
practices are in 
place. 
 
Audited accounts 
are prepared and 
presented annually. 
 
Monthly financial 
accounts are readily 
available.  
 
Financial 
administrator 
employed and 
accountable to trust. 
 
Less funding would 
result in less service 
impacting on young 
people in the 
community. 
 
Lease costs for 
these premises 
include rates and 
insurance and total 
$14348.90 for the 6 
month period 1 
January – 30 June 
2008.  
 
 
 

Low delivery risk. 
 
The Youth Initiatives Trust 
entered into a lease on 
premises at 221 Aldwins 
Road on the 1st January 
2008 for the purpose of re-
establishing a youth space
  
The Diverse space is 
currently undergoing some 
internal development and 
a co-ordinator has recently 
been appointed.  
 
Future plans are being 
developed, collaborative 
processes used.  
 
No  programme delivery 
and minimal youth 
interaction  to date within 
the new premises. 
 
 

 
 
Community board 
Project funding  - 
  
2006/07 
$18,546.00 
2005/06   
$18,546.00 
2004/05- 
$20,000.00 
2003/04 - 
$20,000.00 
 
CCC Social 
Initiatives funding 
2003/04 and 
2004/05, 2005/06 
 
$25,000 

That the 
Hagley/Ferrymead 
Community Board offer 
the Youth Initiatives 
Trust– (Ka Whakaaro o 
ka Rakatahi) - Diverse 
Youth Café $5,142 from 
discretionary funding to 
support lease costs. 
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school care programmes 
also provide opportunities to 
improve self confidence, 
motivation and social and life 
skills. 
 
This grant is paid to 
Woolston Development 
Project to provide the 
operation of an After School 
Programme at the Linwood 
Avenue School. 
 
 
Project request: 
To support a shortfall in 
management and 
operational costs for the two 
month period 1 July – 
31 September 2008. 
 
Total Annual Cost of 
programme  = $59,398 
 
Volunteer hours generated 
by project: 366 
 
 

ary ith Bo bje

Main arenes th
of th cision n

Ac le diversity an
 vibrant, inc

strong communities. 
8. Advocate for adequate resourcing for 

diverse communities. 
10. Encourage participation in recreation 

sports and arts for all. 
11. Support/advocate for initiatives that 

support lifelong learning. 
 
This project is consistent with: 
 
• Strengthening Communities Strategy 
• Social Well Being Policy 
• Youth Policy 
• Discretionary Funding Policy 
 
Link to Community Outcomes 

Strong Communities Portfolio – responding 
to: 
• A Safe City 
• A City Of Lifelong Learning 
• A city for recreation, fun and creativity. 

 Outc g
ice provi
mployme a

Superviso  
Assistant(  t
d After Sc

me
 
2. Regular supervision and 
programme planning provided 
for staff by WDP. 
 
3. Support for the provision of 
the LOST After School 
Programme –40 weeks per year 
Monday-Friday 3pm – 5:30 term 
time.  
 
4. The administration activities 
associated with acting as an 
employer 

5. To work in partnership with 
the LOST parent management 
committee 
 

Dr. Lesl McMillan’s research (  
xt Gene  

recommended that “the Christchurch  
Council continues to support Out
Programmes as an effective way of meeting 
the policy ls and supporting ch  
their fami
 
Provision of affordable out of school care 
and recreation provides opportunities for 
children and families in a low-socio economic 
area. Out of school care programmes also 
provide opportunities to improve self 
confidence, motivation and social and life 
skills. 
 
Due to minimal parent committee input this 
funding is essential to ensure that the 
programme is managed competently, and 
parents in this community will not have to 
face the possibilities of closure. However 
CDA has been in discussion with WDP to 
look at a similar service inclusion as with 
BOSP that will ensure ongoing provision of 
the programme.  
 
 

Presents low 
financial risk. 
 
Sound financial 
practices are in 
place. 
 
Audited accounts 
are prepared and 
presented annually. 
 
 
The 2008/09 
community board 
project funding will 
be available to 
funded organisations 
from September 
2008. Previous 
annual allocations 
have been available 
from 1 July.  
 
 

Low delivery risk 
 
WDP Have been 
supporting after school 
programme development 
for 10 yrs+ 
 
 
Less funding would result 
in less support for 
(working) families in the 
Linwood area 
 
 

Project  funding – 
 
$2007-08 $10,000 
$2006/07 $10,000   
2005/06 $11,000 
2004/05 $26,000 –
although only 
$22,000   
distributed 
2003/04 $30,000 
2002/03 $30,000 
2001/02 -
$32,000 
2000/01 $16,000 
 

That the Hagley 
Ferrymead Community 
Board offer the Woolston 
Development Project 
$2000 to support the 
identified shortfall in 
funding. 
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Alignment with Board Objectives, LTCCP 
Outcomes and Council Strategies 

Expected Outcome(s) of Project Need Supported By Financial 
Risk 

Delivery 
Risk 

Funding History Staff Recommendation Staff 
Priority 
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Design and tion Ltd 
for the W  Head 
Walkway R . Plants 
will be s planted, 
composted and red-in. It 
is proposed to mulch the 
new plantings th both 
mushroom comp and tree 
mulch to ensure thorough 
soil coverage, improve water 
retention and n plant 
survival. 
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Presents Low 
financial risk. 
 
The proposed 
development is 
taking place on 
Council owned land, 
and would be 
managed by the 
Transport and 
Greenspace Unit 
Coastal Area Ranger 
Team. 

Presents Low delivery risk 
 
Delivery risk in undertaking 
work is low, however there 
is some element of risk in 
the overall success of 
planting with some natural 
attrition expected due to 
environmental conditions, 
and also vandalism.  

Not known to be 
any previous 
funding  

That the Hagley 
Ferrymead community 
board consider allocating 
$7146.00 to the 
Whitewash Head 
Walkway and Landscape 
Renewal Project. 
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Unit / Transport and 
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worth Reserve – 
y planti

 
Pr
Contribution toward 
supplementary planting to 
contribute to the visual 
screening of the Mitre 10 
building on Ferry Road.   
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neighbourhoods. 
13.  Support and advocate for measures 

that strengthen the Garden City image. 
 
Aligns with community outcomes: 
• A city for recreation, fun and creativity 
• A safe city 
• A City of People who Value and Protect 

the Natural Environment 
• An attractive and well designed city 
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The heavily compacted nature of the ground 
(a former industrial site with rock, clay and 
bitumen fill), along with poor soils, hot 
summer temperatures, easterly winds and 
salt-laden air make growing conditions very 
difficult.    
 
 

Presents low 
financial risk 
 
The proposed 
development is 
taking place on 
Council owned land, 
and would be 
managed by the 
Transport and 
Greenspace Unit 
Coastal Area Ranger 
Team. 

Presents low delivery risk 
 
Delivery risk in undertaking 
work is low, however there 
is some element of risk in 
the overall success of 
planting with some natural 
attrition expected due to 
environmental conditions, 
and also vandalism. 

2006/07 - $3500  
contributed 
towards significant 
new planting areas 
at Charlesworth 
Reserve.  
 
2007/08 - $5000 
supplimentary 
planting- Mitre 10 
boundary. 

That the Hagley 
Ferrymead Community 
Board consider 
allocating $3000 
 to the Charlesworth 
Reserve supplementary 
planting project.  
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5. Avebury House Trust Project Purpose: 
Mission: Avebury house trust 
will work with local 
communities to provide and 
foster an environment in 
which educational, social 
and cultural activities can 
flourish. 
Vision: that Avebury house 
will be an easily accessible, 
well-used resource that 
functions as an integral part 
of the community and 
enhances community 
aspirations. 

$6,500 Primary alignment with Board objectives: 
 
2. Maintain an awareness of the diversity 

of the ward in decision-making. 
3.  Acknowledge diversity and support 

measures for a vibrant, inclusive and 
strong communities. 

5. Encourage protection of 
Hagley/Ferrymead cultural heritage. 

8.  Advocate for adequate resourcing for 
diverse communities. 

10. Encourage participation in recreation 
sports and arts for all. 

11. Support/advocate for initiatives that 

1. To ensure the safety of the 
participants of the house and 
the security of the house. 

 
2. To provide a suitable 

environment for community 
groups to meet. 

 

Coom; MacGibbon and Thorpe (2004); ‘Past, 
Present and Future: Community 
Development and the Christchurch City 
Council’ 
 
McMillian (2001); ‘Avebury house – A 
Community Facility’ – recommendation that 
Avebury House be set aside as a facility for 
community development purposes 

Low financial risk. 
 
Sound financial 
practices are in 
place. 
 
Audited accounts 
are prepared and 
presented annually. 
 
Monthly financial 
accounts are readily 
available.  
 
Require minimal 

Low delivery risk. 
 
A well facilitated and 
managed facility requiring 
little day to day input from 
the Community 
Development Advisor. 

Community board 
Project funding:  
  
2007/08 $5,000 
2006/07 $5,000 
2005/06  $5,000 
2004/05 $5,000 
2003/04 $5,000 
2002/03 $5,000 
2001/02 $15,000 
 

That the 
Hagley/Ferrymead 
community board give 
consideration to funding 
$5600 toward provision 
of security services for 
the after hours  opening 
and closing of Avebury 
house. 
 

1 
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Accountability reports receive evious 
funding allocated include ca ies on 
young people t  
choice changes for a number  young 
people supported throug KAP 
programme. 

Low financial risk. 
 
Sound financial 
practices in place. 
Audited accounts 
presented annually. 
 
 

Presents low delivery  risk. Community board 
Project funding 
 
 
2007/08 
$10,000.00 
2006/07 $10,000 
2004 /05 
$30,683  

That the 
Hagley/Ferrymead 
community Board offer 
The Kimihia Youth Skills 
Trust $10,000 toward the 
social worker salary and 
expenses. 
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 Option B           
5. Sumner Amateur 

Swimming Club Inc 
 

Project Purpose: 
To successfully y 
operate and organise the 
running of th  
Community Pool, including 
financial,  maintenance of 
the pool, buildings and 
equipment.  
 
Project request: 
A contribution toward 
painting of a number or 
areas around the Sumner 
Pool.  
Includes: 
Changing rooms, pagoda, 
picnic tables and benches, 
seating, shop and office 
ceiling. 
 
Total cost of project $9,780  

$2500 Primary alignment wi ard obje
 
2. Maintain an awa ss of th y 

of the ward in decision-making. 
3.  Acknowledge diversity and support 

measures for a vibrant, inclusive and 
strong communities. 

8. Advocate for adequate resourcing for 
diverse communities. 

10. Encourage participation in recreation 
sports and arts for all. 

11. Support/advocate for initiatives that 
support lifelong learning. 

 
This project is consistent with: 
 
• Strengthening Communities Strategy 
• Social Well Being Policy 
• Discretionary Funding Policy 
 
Link to Community Outcomes 

Strong Communities Portfolio – responding 
to: 
• A Safe City 
• A City Of Lifelong Learning 
• A healthy city 
A city for recreation, fun and creativity. 

As detailed in applicatio
 
1. To ensure a longer life fo  

items being painted. 
 
2. To enhance the visual look of 

the pool and encourage people 
to use this wonderful facility. 

 

 Low financial risk. 
 
Sound financial 
practices in place. 
 
Audited accounts 
presented. 
 

Presents low delivery  risk. History of 
community board 
support  

That the 
Hagley/Ferrymead 
community Board offer 
Sumner Amateur 
Swimming Club Inc 
 $2,000 toward painting 
projects. 
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6. Our Youth Our 
Community Trust 

Project Purpose: 
To encourage 
children/youth to make 
positive choices in life  
 
Project request: 
Contribution toward salarie
volunteer expenses and 
administration expenses fo
children and youth 
programmes. 
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disadvantage, and lower rates of 
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Low financial risk. 
 
Audited accounts 
presented annually.  
 
Sound financial 
practices in place  

Low delivery risk 
 
Have been providing 
programmes for some 10 
years or more. 

2006/07 – 
Recreation funding 
$6,000 
2006/07 – 
Community 
Development 
Scheme $5670 
2007/08 – 
Community 
Development 
Scheme $6000 
  

That the 
Hagley/Ferrymead 
community Board offer 
Our Youth Our 
Community Trust  
 $8,000 as contribution 
toward salaries, 
volunteer expenses and 
administration expenses 
for children and youth 
programmes. 

1 
our 

s, 

r 

$11  alignme

of the war
 Acknowl
measures
strong co
Encourag
Hagley/F
Advocate 
diverse co

. Encourag
sports an

. Support/a
support lif

is project is

 Strengthening 
Social W
Discretio

Link to Community Outco

rong Comm

A Safe City 
A City Of Lif
A healthy ci
A city for re

nt w

n aw
 in de
dge 
for a
muni
 
yme

for a
mmun
 par
arts f
vocat
long l

onsis

C
l Bei
ary F

nities

long 
 
eatio

h Bo

enes

iver
vibra

es. 
pr

d cul
equa
ies. 
cipat

d ob

of th

y an
t, inc

ection
ral he
 res

n in 

jectives: 

 div

 su
sive

tag
urcin

recr

 

3

5

1

1

 
T
 
•
•
•
 

S

•
•
•
•

ort 
and 

of 

for 

L
w

 

om
t of 
ovid
n 

 saf
inist

the emplo

for the
nwoo
th go

in place 

yme

 childre
 in 
d ad

d yo
envir
on 

h of
ment
cess

 
 
 

qu
 

rec
su

 economic 
educational 

alific

reat
ppor

atio

iona
t giv

n att

l o
e op

aine

ppo
port

d. 

rtun
unit

mes that provide 
educ

y. 
ty an
y for equ

            
 



4.

Hagle ommuni ard Agenda 4 June 2008 

 6. 2008 
 

- 46 - 

y/Ferrymead C ty Bo

14 KEEP NEW LA
 

General Manager respo e

. ZEA ND BEAUTIFUL 

nsible: General

CONF

 Manag

ERENCE 

r Regulation and Democracy Services, DDI 941-8462 
Officer responsible: a vDemocr cy Ser ices Manager 
Author: h oFiona S and, B ard Adviser 

 
 PURPOSE OF REPORT
 
 1. The se r 

not it wants t l 
on nce a

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
 
 2. he ard has one representative on  Keep Christchurch B d 

am n. 
 
 3. he mmitt a o aner, m  

nvi ent v r at the in
o t prov onal con
een ceive ful Bo

 
 FINA L I ICATI
 
 4. he ember to attend would be approximately $650, which would be 

oa  operational 0 8.  Thi oul res, accommodation r
igh nd co r stration.   

 
 t Re en i i e rt Align wi -16 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 5. es.
 
 A ON ATIO  
 
 u de  e de ide ?  
 
 her  no a
 
 NT LTCCP A A IVITY MA G ENT A
 
  reco s of this report support a level of service or project in the 2006-16 

? 
 
 .
 
 T WITH STRA
 
 commenda  Counc  str gies? 
 
 , e 61 c d hy Environment.  
 
 T LF
 
  abl
 
 MMENDA
 
 mended that the Board decide whether or not to approve funding for a Boar o 

 eautiful Conference in Dunedin from 19 to 21 September 
 
 O S RECOMMEN ON 
 s

 

of the report is for
o approve funding 
nd Annual Genera

 

purpo

fere

 the H
for a B
l Meeti

agley/Ferrym
oard memb
ng in Duned

ead Comm
er to attend 
in from 10 to

unity Board to decid
the Keep New Zeala
 21 September 2008

e whether o
nd Beautifu
. C

T
C

T
e
d
b

NCIA

T
B
n

he 

Y

L C

e yo

T

ME

he
P

Y

M

e

Y

UL

N

F R

re
d 

P
is

Bo
ero

Co
ronm
o im
 re

MPL

cost for 

 the

tion, which 
d to raise the le
 and reduce litte
ember on the Ke

eautiful Committee, Ro

mote a cle
eness of wh
 of the nati
ealand Beauti

ee
wi
e h
d. 

ON

one m

 is a v
thin Ch
is or 

 Christ

S 

oluntary organisa
ristchurch, an

her community
church has a m

ims to pr
el of awa
r.  Notice
ep New Z

d cover airfa

ore
divi
fere
ard. 

met 

beautiful 
dual can 
nce has 
     

from the 
rd’s
ts a

comm

 

SIDER

consi

e are

 WITH 

budge
e regi

 of th

egal im

sideration

CT

t for

s R

pli

 20

po

catio

s.  

NA

7/0

ns o

EM

s w

th 2006

 is

NS 

 fo  two 
nfe

dat

NS

red

 leg

enc

ons

the l

l con

ND 

Do 

LEG
 
Hav

6. 

AL
 
Do
LT

7. 

AL

Do

8. 

CO

9. 

ST

It i
tt

o

f th

 PL

sue un r cons ration

IGN

 t
CC

IGN

 th

NS

AF

s 
en

AIR
r d

mmendation

 es

EN

 re

es

TA

ot

ECO

com
the

ERS
cus

TEGIES 

tions align with the

f the LTCCP, Strategi

ENT 

il’s

tion, Healt

ate

 Pa

IO

ap

g

N FU

plic

 o

ILM

e. 

irec

TION 

w Zealand B

DATI

d member t
2008.   a

CH
F

Keep Ne

N’
ion. 



4. 6. 2008 
 

 

Hagley/F ymead Community Board Agenda 4 June 2008 

- 47 -

err

ATTACHM  CLENT TO AUSE 14 

  



4. 6.

- 4

 2008 
 
8 - 

Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board Agend 2008 a 4 June 

 
15. COMMUNITY BOARD ADVISER’S REPORT  
 
 
16. MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS  
 

At its meeting of 7 May 2008, Bo ked rd could be advised when remedial work in 
the moa caves, Redcliffs, would b  ad roject costs to date were. 
 
To date the Council has spent $4 p ding kerb/ path/ fence constructed last year, 
and staff costs. 
 
Timing of the stabilisation work  negotiations with the land owners and 
obtaining a resource consent for w ations are underway on the feasibility of 
installing an architectural styled the cave.  The risk of damage to the 
fence by falling rocks will also have to ac ted thi n occur. 
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