29th of October 2024 

Re: Proposed Parking Changes in Russell St 


Kia ora 

Firstly, I would ask you to seriously consider the weight you give submissions from neighbours at this stage in the process. 

Having little more than two marked out maps doesn’t give us the chance to offer particularly informed feedback. 

It is already a reasonably narrow street in places, and it’s not clear how easy it will be for two lanes of traffic to operate within an even narrower window. 

There is no discussion of the relative safety merits of the proposal vs the status quo, despite knowing that angle parking provides a more dangerous environment for road users. This on a street with one early childhood centre, and in a wider neighbourhood with three early childhood centres; two primary schools; and three high schools. 

There is no discussion of how this proposal relates to council’s wider plans and strategies, even around parking management in particular and transport planning in general. 

As such, it is unclear what the problem is that’s trying to be solved here. 

There is no demonstrable need for additional on street parking to serve the local neighbourhood, because it’s not currently at capacity. It could be used more efficiently though, if the parking spaces were formally marked. 

When I asked staff about the genesis of this proposal, I was told it came up in response to public requests. When I asked for a list of requests made for angle parking on Russell St specifically, it was confirmed that none had been made. 

There is also no demonstrable need for more commuter parking servicing the city centre, if the tumbleweeds blowing through the St Andrew St car park are anything to go by. More than half empty most days, which is more latent capacity than what is being proposed on Russell St. 

In lieu of being told what the problem is, we can only assume the goal is to provide more space for all day commuter parking, for people who don’t want to pay for this service. 

Our street is expected to wear the increased safety risk, and a not insignificant impact on amenity, so it can be turned into a ‘free’ car park for the suburban work force. 

I recommend that this proposal be rejected, but at the very least be subject to further submissions once a more thorough report has been prepared on its advantages and disadvantages. 

Kā mihi nui
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