
 

 

1. CYCLE PARKING– Follow up expert conferencing session - 19 May 2015 

Expert conferencing for this topic was held on Thursday 30 April 2015 at the Hearings Venue, 348 

Manchester Street, Christchurch.  The session was facilitated by Environment Commissioner Mr 

David Bunting.  A number of matters arose from that session requiring further investigation by Ms 

Ward.  A follow-up session (un-facilitated) was held on 19 May 2015 for the experts to discuss the 

findings of the investigations.  The black text below outlines the proceedings of the follow-up session 

and red text below outlines the post follow-up session information provided by Ms Ward on further 

outstanding matters, and also the positions of each expert in relation to those matters. 

2. PRESENT: Jeanette Ward, Ann-Marie Head, Axel Wilke, Melanie Muirson, Andrew Metherell 

and Andy Carr 

3. ISSUES DISCUSSED 

In this expert conferencing session, the experts discussed matters that were left outstanding or 

requiring clarification at the previous conferencing session on 30 April 2015. Reference was also 

made to the revised Transport Chapter dated 14 May 2015. 

3.1 Statement of Issues: Issue 8: Are the requirements regarding cycle parking appropriate? 

Matter 1: Should some of the visitor cycle parking be covered? 

The experts agree that there may be a case for covering some longer stay visitor cycle parking above 

a certain threshold.  Ms Ward presented further information which concluded that if such a rule was 

introduced, it should be limited to covering 50% of the visitor cycle parks and be applied to the 

category of Entertainment Facilities only, where at least 12 visitor cycle parks are required.  

The experts supported the rationale for this but considered there was insufficient justification and 

supporting information to demonstrate that the introduction of such a rule would have a material 

benefit in encouraging cycle use compared to the covering of staff/student/resident cycle parking.  

Consequently the experts did not support the inclusion of such a rule.  

Matter 2: Is the new assessment matter on cycle parking demand appropriate? 

The experts agreed the proposed assessment matter should be amended as follows: 

Whether the number of cycle parking spaces and end of trip facilities provided are the provision for 

cyclists is sufficient considering the nature of the activity on the site and anticipated demand for 

cycling and adjacent activities (any provision less than required by Table 7.5 must be supported by a 

detailed assessment).   

The experts considered the matter of ‘adjacent activities’ to be unreasonable and potentially 

unlawful since it imposes a requirement on one landowner to accommodate effects which they have 

not caused. The experts also considered that ‘any provision less than required by Table 7.5 must be 

supported by a detailed assessment’ was superfluous since the Council already has the ability to 

request further information through the Act.   

  



 

 

 

3.2  Statement of Issues - Issue 9: Should the pRDP regulate the number of showers and 

lockers for activities that provide cycle parking? 

Matter 3a, 3b Are the reduced number of activities listed in the revised Table 7.6 appropriate? 

The experts noted that the definitions section of the pRDP does not match the activity categories of 

Table 7.5 for example, Hospitals within the definitions chapter includes ‘supported residential care’ 

whilst Table 7.5 has separate rows for Hospitals and Care Facilities (including care facility component 

of retirement villages). 

Ms Ward agreed to clarify the intent of the track changed version of pRDP Table 7.6, particularly 

whether students should be included in the rate for showers and also in respect of potentially 

conflicting activities. 

[Post session feedback from Ms Ward: I have clarified that CCC initially excluded ‘students’ from the 

table as schools were to be excluded.  CCC   are comfortable that it remain excluded even though 

Tertiary Education is an activity that is subject to the requirements of Table 7.6.  Inclusion of 

students would have reduced the trigger level for showers.  For smaller scale activities, such as 

language schools, the trigger level would have been too low if based on both staff and students.   

The experts subsequently established their respective positions on the inclusion of a rule regarding 

the provision of showers via an e-mail exchange. 

 Ms Ward, Ms Head, Mr Wilke, Mr Metherell and Ms Muirson support the inclusion of a 

rule, but consider that it should only be based on the staff cycle parking required.   Mr 

Metherell supports this is on the basis it can reduce barriers to the use of cycling as a mode 

of travel to work, and complements both the significant cycle infrastructure investments 

being made in the city, and the District Plan staff cycle parking infrastructure requirements.   

 Mr Carr does not support the inclusion of a rule, on the basis that there is no evidence that 

the provision of showers has a quantifiable effect on increasing the modal share of cycling. 

As such, he does not consider that the linkage between this proposed rule and the pRDP 

Objectives and Policies supporting active transport has been demonstrated.] 

The experts agreed that if there is to be a rule, then the activities listed in Table 7.6 need to be 

consistent with Table 7.5 otherwise there is significant scope for misunderstanding.   

[Post session feedback from Ms Ward: I have discussed with CCC the suggestion of aligning the 

activities that are subject to the requirements of Table 7.6 to the activities listed in Table 7.5 given 

the confusion we identified with the tracked changes version. 

On this basis Table 7.6 could apply to: 

 Tertiary Education and Research facilities (row c in table 7.5) 

 Hospitals (row o in table 7.5) 

 Offices (row s in table 7.5) 

 Commercial Services (row bb in table 7.5) (most won’t trigger this, but it will capture large 

activities such as banks) 

 Other Retail Activities if not specified above (row ee in table 7.5)  -this is tricky as the name 

of that row is hard to extract word for word to apply to Table 7.6. 

  



 

 

Alternatively, and tidier: 

 Tertiary Education and Research facilities (row c in table 7.5) 

 Hospitals (row o in table 7.5) 

 Offices (row s in table 7.5) 

 Retail Activities and Commercial Services” (Rows bb to ee) knowing that scale to trigger the 

rule for say food and beverage is very large. 

The experts subsequently established their respective positions on the land uses to be addressed by 

the rule regarding the provision of showers via an e-mail exchange. 

 Ms Ward supports the rule as the alternative approach to specifying the activities. 

 Ms Head and Mr Wilke support either approach described above as they will result in 

showers being required for large scale activities that will provide a significant number of 

cycle parking spaces for staff. 

 Ms Muirson supports either approach proposed above as this will result in end of trip 

facilities being provided to cater for an activity with high staff cycling demand 

 Mr Metherell supports focussing the requirement on activities where there is a 

comparatively high staff cycling parking demand, and where practical implementation is 

likely to be achievable.  Of the activities now proposed by CCC, Mr Metherell considers that 

Commercial Services and Retail Activity categories should be excluded because the 

requirement will generally only be triggered for large, multi-tenanted, and potentially multi 

building developments, reducing the effectiveness and practicality of the provision.    

 Mr Carr does not support the inclusion of a rule, for the reasons set out above.] 

Matter 3c - Do design and location requirements for required showers need to be provided? 

The experts agreed that if a rule requiring showers is retained then additional rules relating to design 

and location of the showers to avoid adverse outcomes are not considered necessary. 

Conferencing discussions concluded 25 May 2015 
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