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1. The parts of the p1. The parts of the p1. The parts of the p1. The parts of the proposal Generationroposal Generationroposal Generationroposal Generation    Zero’s Zero’s Zero’s Zero’s submissionsubmissionsubmissionsubmission    relaterelaterelaterelatessss    

totototo    

13.9.1.1.2 Policy - Walking and Cycling in the Central City 

 

13.9.1.1.3 Policy - Public Transport in the Central City 

 

13.9.1.1.7 Policy – Central City lanes 

 

13.9.1.1.8 Policy - Central City core 

 

13.13.1.1.3 Policy - Renewable Energy Generation  

 

Appendix 13.9.2 - Cycle parking facilities 

 

Table 13.9.3 - Minimum numbers of cycle parks required within the Central City 

 

 

2. The particular changes that Generation Zero is seeking2. The particular changes that Generation Zero is seeking2. The particular changes that Generation Zero is seeking2. The particular changes that Generation Zero is seeking    
 

Appendix 13.9.2 Cycle parking facilities 

a. For any activity provision shall be made for cycle parking in accordance with 

Table 13.9.3 except that for any activity where the building has no road 

frontage setback for the entire length of the site visitor cycle parking is not 

required. 

b. Where visitor cycle parking is required it shall be located within 30m of at 

least one pedestrian public entrance to the activity. 

c. Where staff cycle parking is required it shall be located so it is easily 

accessible for staff of the activity. Staff cycle parking may be provided on a 

site within 200m of the site on which the activity is undertaken. 

d. Cycle parking for residential activities shall be located at or below ground 

floor level. 

e. All on-site manoeuvre areas shall be designed to accommodate the turning 

path of a cycle as shown in Figure 13.9.1. 

f. The design of cycle parking facilities shall meet the following criteria:  

a. Visitor cycle parking shall consist of stands that:  

i. are securely attached to an immovable object; 

ii. support the bicycle frame; 

iii. are clearly signposted or visible to cyclists entering the site; 

iv. comply with the lighting requirements in Clause 13.9.2.3.6a; 

v. are able to be detected by the visually impaired in areas where 

the public have access. 

b. Staff and residential cycle parking and visitor cycle parking for 

Education Activities shall consist of a stand or enclosed space that:  
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i. allows the bicycle to be secured; 

ii. is covered; 

iii. if a stand is provided, it meets the visitor cycle parking 

requirements. 

 

Table 13.9.3 • Minimum numbers of cycle parks required within the Central 

City 

 Activity  
Visitor Cycle 

Parking  

Staff / Students 

Cycle Parking  
Residents  

Education Activities  

a.  

Pre-school/Primary 

School (year 6 and 

below)  

1 space/ 5 pupils  
1 space/ 100 

pupils  
n/a  

b.  
Secondary School 

(year 7 and above)  
3 spaces/ 4 pupils 

1 space/ 100 

pupils  
n/a  

c.  
Tertiary education and 

research activity  

1 space/ 4 FTE 

students  

1 space/ 100 FTE 

Students  
n/a  

Entertainment Facilities  

d.  

Cinemas and Theatres 

(Small to medium 

venues - up to 500 

seats)  

1 space/ 30 seats  
1 space/ 2 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

e.  

Cinemas and Theatres 

(Large venues - more 

than 500 seats)  
1 space/ 30seats  

1 space/ 2 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

f.  

Gymnasiums (for 

public, or private club 

use), Dance Studios  

1 space/ 50m
2
 

GFA  
1 space/ 2 FTE  n/a  

g.  Libraries  
1 space/ 100m

2
 

PFA  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

h.  
Museums and 

Galleries  

1 space/ 100m
2
 

PFA  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

i.  

Sports courts (for 

public, or private club 

use)  

1 space/ 150m
2
 

court area  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

j.  

Sports Fields (for 

public, or private club 

use)  

10 spaces/ ha 

pitch area  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

k.  

Swimming Pools (for 

public, or private club 

use)  

1 space/ 10m
2
 

pool area  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

l.  

Other Entertainment 

Facilities, if not 

specified above  

1 space/ 50m
2
 

PFA  

1 space/ 5 FTE 

staff  
n/a  

Guest Accommodation  

m.  

Guest 

Accommodation 

Activities (except 

1 space/ 20 

bedrooms  

1 space/ 80 

bedrooms  
n/a  
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 Activity  
Visitor Cycle 

Parking  

Staff / Students 

Cycle Parking  
Residents  

Hotels)  

n.  Hotels  
1 space/ 30 

bedrooms  

1 space/ 80 

bedrooms  
n/a  

Health Care Facilities:  

o.  Hospitals  
1 space/ 300m

2
 

GFA  

1 space/ 300m
2
 

GFA  
n/a  

 
 

3333. Statement of Lay Evidence. Statement of Lay Evidence. Statement of Lay Evidence. Statement of Lay Evidence    
 

Generation Zero is an organisation committed to seeing New Zealand become fossil 

fuel free by 2050, and we see intelligent, future-oriented urban and transport policy 

as a key tool to achieving that. It is a hallmark of any world-class city, and needs to 

be recognised if Christchurch is going to become a world-class city of its own. 

 

There are a number of key policies introduced in the Central City section which we 

believe will help bring Christchurch closer to being a world-class city. 

 

Policy 13.9.1.1.2 and 13.9.1.1.7 are two of these, and therefore we support them. 

Cycling and walking are important aspects of a thriving central city. Supporting 

cycling and walking through good infrastructure will help to create a vibrant and 

lively atmosphere across the city centre. There are a number of areas in Christchurch 

that had already been designed with a pedestrian focus pre-earthquake and some 

post-earthquake: The Square, High Street, Cashel Street and New Regent Street. 

Unsurprisingly these remain the most popular locations in town even now.  

 

Policy 13.9.1.1.3 goes hand in hand with 13.9.1.1.2, and also gains our support. 

Efficient public transport is better for getting people in and out of town and more 

space efficient in terms of both roads and parking. Christchurch obviously has a 

unique opportunity to more or less start from scratch in terms of public transport in 

the centre, and it is important that we take it. 

 

Policy 13.9.1.1.8 is an essential part of this suite of policies, and we are pleased that 

the words ‘people focussed’ appear within it as part of the Central City section. After 

all, the central city should not be consumed by parking spaces and parking buildings, 

nor should it be home to speeding cars.  

 

Aside from the other benefits, walking, cycling and public transport are all necessary 

tools in reducing our greenhouse gas emissions and therefore should be provided for 

as much as possible. We believe that walking, cycling and public transport are the 

right things to construct a city around regardless of climate change, but since climate 

change is a real and urgent threat we should pursue these with extra fervour.  

 

On a related note, the suite of policies in 13.9.1.1.X also set Christchurch up well for 

high density living within the central city. This is something that Generation Zero 
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believes is necessary for the future and another thing which might assist in lowering 

our emissions in the long term. 

 

The last of the policies we are committing our support to is policy 13.13.1.1.3. 

Although perhaps not feasible a lot of the time in the central city, this policy at least 

recognises that we should be looking for opportunities to improve the way we 

produce energy wherever possible. As noted in the policy, increased resilience and 

security of supply are good reasons for incorporating renewable energy sources 

within the city as well. 

 

Now, onto the amendments we are requesting.  Firstly, we are generally satisfied 

with the amount and type of cycle parking provided for. However, we have 

requested increases to the amount of cycle parks for certain entertainment facilities 

and hospitals, as well as that visitor cycle parking for Education Activities is treated 

the same as staff and residential cycle parking.  

 

The reason for these amendments is simply that we believe the current numbers to 

be insufficient. As they are, the numbers in the plan seem to be at odds with the 

rather ambitious provisions for cycling everywhere else within the Central City 

section. If the plan is to increase the number of people cycling into the city, then 

there has to be an associated increase in the facilities designed to cater to those 

people. It simply doesn’t make sense to stick with the standard numbers for cycle 

parks if the central city is being planned and designed to attract more cyclists than 

elsewhere. 

 

We are aware that the Council is somewhat restricted in its position to increase cycle 

parking due to certain provisions of An Accessible City 2013 and the Christchurch 

Central Recovery Plan 2013. Regardless of these restrictions, we hope the Hearings 

Panel will consider this argument. 

 

4444. Conclusions. Conclusions. Conclusions. Conclusions    
 

To summarise, besides the amendments just discussed and for which we have made 

our case, Generation Zero is largely pleased with the suggested provisions for the 

Central City section. We believe that they are future-oriented, sensible and founded 

in evidence – perhaps more than any other section in the District Plan so far. If these 

provisions remain in tact through the review then we would be happy to call the 

Central City section a success. 

 


