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Good morning Records
This email has come through the customer services email queue. LTP submission, I am aware that
the submission period has closed.
Thanks

Kim

------------------- Original Message ------------------From: Halsal Lisa

Received: 20/04/2015 9:27 a.m.
To: ECInfo: Environment Canterburv: Services Customer: Services Customer
CC:

Subject: Christchurch City Council Submission regarding ECan LTP

Please find attached Christchurch City Council's Submission (signed by the CE and the Mayor) regarding
Environment Canterbury's LTP:

Regards
Lucy Halsall
Committee Adviser and Electoral Assistant
Council Secretariat Team

Community and Democracy Unit

Please consider the environment before printing this email
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17 April 2015

Freepost 1201, Environment Canterbury, PO Box 345, Christchurch 8140
Dear Sir/Madam

RE: Christchurch City Council's comments on Environment Canterbury Long-Term
Plan 2015-2025

1.0

Introduction:

The Christchurch City Council (the Council) welcomes the opportunity to
provide commentary on Environment Canterbury's draft Long Term Plan
2015-2025 (LTP).

The council also wishes to thank the ECan Commissioners for their regular
contact with the Infrastructure Transport and Environment Committee and
the Council.

Simultaneously, in separate submissions, the Council is also commenting on
the Environment Canterbury (ECan) review and the Air Plan.

We do not wish to be heard on our submission

2.0 Comments: Long-Term Plan - Consultation Document

General comments

The Council wish to acknowledge many positive aspects highlighted in the
draft LTP including the steady improvement in Christchurch's air quality, the
co-ordination of the City's civil defence activities in the new justice precinct
and the indication of further investment in behaviour change to increase the
uptake of public passengertransport services.

The Council has some general concerns about ECan's work programme
including:
• The apparent greater devolvement to territorial authorities of a range
of responsibilities e.g. coastal hazards;
• The implications for public accessibility related to proposed data
management;

• Resourcing of ECan's Pollution Hotline to increase turnaround on
after-hours complaints and perceived lack of follow-up on enquiries;
• Increasing pressure on Council staffthrough our complaints hotline to
address what the public perceive is a Council responsibility, in
particular odourand dust emission issues.

More specific chapter concerns are addressed below.

Better water management

• The Council acknowledges the good work being undertaken by the
Zone Committees in meeting targets under the Canterbury Water
Management Strategy; the Council does however urge that water
quality standards are at least maintained or improved, especially in
the unconfined aquifers in Christchurch City;
Cleaner air

• The Council is addressing specific concerns about air quality through
the Air Plan submission; however we wish to comment on the
following matters in the work programme:

o The Council supports the work undertaken by ECan and
Canterbury Public Health to find improved means to achieve
the dual ends of achieving clean air and warm homes;

o The Council believes that while heat pumps are a largely
satisfactory 'cleaner heat' appliance, they are not suitable to
every household situation; affordable 'clean heat' solid fuel
options should also be made more widely available in the

wake of the rebuild issues facing many homeowners in the
east of Christchurch;

o The Council suggests that information promulgated about
solid fuel appliances is made easier to follow. Currently it is
too confusing for the public. Many burners on sale are not
'ECan approved' but it is not easy for the non-expert to judge
ifthisisthecase;

o The Council applauds ECan's efforts to improve the city's
ambient air quality and encourages ECan to work closely with
the community to further improve air quality, including the
management of 'hot-spots', locations where there are raised
public concerns about odour, dust and pollutants;

o The Council would like to see increased long-term monitoring
of ambient air quality beyond what is carried out at the St
Albans and Woolston stations so as to get a truer picture of
the city and district's ambient air quality;
o The Council acknowledges the significant costs of establishing
dedicated monitoring stations; however, it asks that ECan
consider options that provide adequate localised air quality
information to the public in areas currently not, or not actively
monitored;

o The Council notes the recommendations made by the
Parliamentary Commissioner for the Environment (PCE) in her
recent reportl.

The Council encourages ECan's work

1 The state of air quality in New Zealand Commentary bythe Parliamentary Commissioner for the
Environment on the 2014 Air Domain Report, March 2015

programme to be consistent with the PCE's recommendations
around: air quality reporting, population exposure to fine
particles and impact of airquality rules on public health issues.

Keeping us safe

• Regarding the Little River flood protection measures the Council has
concerns that ECan is not fulfilling their obligations under the Soil
Conservation and Rivers Control Act 1941:

o The community of Little River is significantly exposed to
flooding from the Okana River and its major tributaries. The
absence of any coordinated approach to river management
has accentuated that flood risk, with invasive tree species such
as crack willow congesting the main rivers and streams;

o The predominant impact of the absence of a coordinated
approach is on the health and wellbeing of the community. It
also limits the Council's ability to provide an adequate level of
service in managing stormwater for Little River;
o We understand that it is ECan policy to fund river
management work by way of a targeted rate, and that ECan
have on two previous occasions have been unable to establish
a river management targeted rate area for Little River to
address these issues;
o No mention is made in ECan's consultative LTP document on

the river management issues afflicting Little River or the
current proposal to establish a targeted rate area;
o The Council is concerned that the proposal may again fail to be
endorsed by the community. We urge ECan to fulfil its
statutory obligations and commit to a programme of works to
address flood hazards as soon as possible.
• The Council supports a review of the Halswell drainage district in

2016/17 (as identified in the 30 year Infrastructure Plan), given the
impact on our service delivery in that part of the city;
• The Council also supports the review of the Waimakariri-Eyre-Cust
(WEC) Scheme (also identified in the 30 year Infrastructure Plan) but

suggests that it be brought forward from the 2022/23 timing
proposed, given that the size and importance of the Scheme would
seem to warrant more frequent review cycles.
Transport

• The Council supports ECan's summary of priorities but would
encourage a longer term view for passenger transport in Greater
Christchurch.

• The Council would like to see ECan promote strong direction and
leadership for planning and investment in future passenger rapid
passenger services.

Increasing the use of public transport
• The Council encourages ECan's proposal to support behaviour change
programmes to encourage more use of public transport.

This

supports the Council's investment in publictransport infrastructure.
• The Council would like to reiterate what was stated in our submission
on the Metro review:

1. That any savings achieved through the rationalisation of new
routes and services are appropriately reinvested elsewhere on
the network in the form of higher levels of service on remaining
routes;

2. The transport needs of those residents who can no longer access

a bus route should be provided for in other ways;
3. The Council is very concerned how the transport needs of
members of the community will be provided for in areas where
the bus service is proposed to be reduced or removed, and

encourages ECan to provide for these residents with options
otherthan a fixed-route fixed-timetable bus service.

Transport Solutions
• The Council has already submitted on the Regional Land Transport
Plan (10 year) investment priorities. It is not clear what ECan is asking
for comment on in this section.

Investment Clarity
• The Council encourages ECan to make more transparent what the
public transport proposed investment spending is, to ensure that it

matches the City's infrastructure investment and supports the City's
and Greater Christchurch strategies.

Greater Christchurch rebuild

• The Council urges closer co-operation with agencies such as the
Energy Efficiency & Conservation Authority to bring about
programmes that deliver tangible benefits to communities, especially
those in east Christchurch.

Setting the rules

• The Council has concerns that if ECan goes down the path of less
regulation by making more activities permitted then there is the
potential for an increase in ratepayer-funded monitoring and
enforcement of permitted activities as opposed to the user-pays (cost
recoverable) resource consent process.

This would mean less

revenue coming into the Regional Council from consenting and
greater reliance on rates.

Regional leadership

• The Council is not making specific comments in its submission on
regional leadership (and governance). Instead we will submit on
these matters in the parallel process of the ECan review (to Ministry
for the Environment and Department of Internal Affairs).

Comments: 'Proposed Council priorities, services, expenditure bv portfolios
Document

We have the following comments to make about this document:
Page 17: regarding Looking out towards the end of the life of this long term plan

we will begin to undertake work in understanding the economic impacts of an
increase in fuel prices and efficient/alternative technology - both for freight
movement and Canterbury's public transport operations:
While the international price of oil products is currently at historically low levels,
the evidence would suggest that upward price movements can occur rapidly. By
2025, as suggested, it may be too late. We suggest that investment should be
occurring as soon as possible on moving the freight fleet to more
environmentally-friendly modes of transport including electrified rail.
Further, what consideration is ECan giving to dedicated expenditure on reducing
traffic congestion and examining option for public rail transport?
Page 21: With reference to ' Programme 1 - Public Transport Levels of service', itis

the Council's view (and public perception) that the standard of public transport
(bus) services has fallen since the earthquakes in terms of loss of patronage and
the fleet quality. The Council suggests ECan give consideration to introducing
(over time) replacement requirements on fleet operators to introduce
progressively more 'clean' options, e.g. electric vehicles, to their fleets; plus
other measures to incentivise 'cleaner' travel options within the city and rebuilt
CBD.

Page 27: under the Regional Leadership portfolio (p 24), there is no reference in
the Table 'Who we work with' to the Christchurch City Council. Could this please
be amended to reflect our position as a key strategic partner with ECan?

5.0

Concluding Remarks

5.1

The Council again thanks Environment Canterbury for the opportunity to
make a submission on its Long Term Plan 2015-2025.

5.2

If you require clarification on the points raised in this submission or
additional information, please contact Mike Theelen, Chief Planning Officer,

Yours faithfullv

Karleen Edwards

PLianne Dalzie| /

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

MAYOR

Christchurch City Council
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