Anzide Properiies Limited
PO Box 8043

Gardens

Dunedin 9041

12 Ociober 2012

Dunedin City Council
PQ Box 5045

50 The Octagon
Dunedin 9058

Attention: Evan Matheson
Projects Engineer, Transportation Operations

By email: ematheso@dcc.govi.nz

Dear Evan

Re:

STATE HIGHWAY 88 NOTICE OF REQUIREMENT CONSULTATION

State Highway 88 Realignment Redesignation

Background

1

Anzide owns 70, 76 and 80 Anzac Avenue (“the Site”). These properties are heid in
three separate Certificates of Title and leased o various entities including Hall Brothers
Transport Limited (“Halt Brothers™), Dunedin Crane Hire Limited (“Crane Hire"), Dunedin
Concrete Crushing Limited ("Concrete Crushing”), and Wood Recyclers Limited (*Wood
Recyclers”) (collectively the “Associated Companies”),

Anzide alsc leases to A J Allen Limited ("A J Allen”). A J Allen operates a retail coal
distribution business.

The Associated Companies employ approximately 65 employees. The nature of the
work being completed from the Site is contracting work which requires the movement of
trucks to and from the Site on a daily basis depending on the contracts which have been
entered into.

The Associated Companies operate 45 large trucks semi-trailer and trailer units, 15 small
trucks and utes, two cranes and two crane frucks. The dimensions of the heavy vehicles
that operate from Site are 2.5 metres in width and between 11 and 22 metres in length.
The large crane which operates from Site has a standard heavy vehicle cab with a boom
protruding 2 metres in front of the cab.

It has been estimated that there are around 200 truck movements a day. The number of
movemenis depend on the nature of the work contracted to be completed by the
Associated Companies.
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Access to 70, 76 and 80 Anzac Avenue Prior to Construction of SH88 Realignment

6 Prior to the DCC altering the alignment of SH88 the properties at 70, 76 and 80 Anzac
Avenue all had separate access as follows.'
a 80 Anzac Avenue (which is held on one certificate of title in two lots) had
accessways onto Parry Street and Anzac Avenue as marked:?
b 76 Anzac Avenue had an accessway onio Anzac Avenue as marked;®
c 70 Anzac Avenue had an accessway onto Anzac Avenue as marked.?
7 The configuration of the accessways to the individual properties allowed the Associated

Companies to enter 80 Anzac Avenue by either the Parry Street or Anzac Avenue
accessway and therefore did not require vehicles to tumn within the boundary of 80 Anzac
Avenue. The size of the vehicles using 80 Anzac Avenue together with the use of 80
Anzac Avenue prevented the vehicles from completing turning manoeuvres on 80 Anzac
Avenue meaning that two ingress and egress points were an operational necessity for
the Site.

8 Parry Street ended in a cul-de-sac just past the Parry Street accessway and provided
access to SH88 adjacent to the Hocken Library. Vehicles could then either tum right
after exiting 80 Anzac Avenue onto Parry Street and proceed into the cul-de-sac to fum
or exit straight ahead and travel across Parry Street to exit onto Anzac Avenue adjacent
to the Hocken Library. Traffic flow on Parry Street was low. Vehicles travelling on Parry
Street would usually frave! at a low speed.

9 Any solution proposed by the DCC must provide separate access to 70, 76 and 80 Anzac
Avenue because these properties are all held in separate Certificates of Title. The
designation cannot reasonably result in Anzide’s properties becoming land locked.
Additionally 80 Anzac Avenue requires two accessways to enable entry and exit from
Site by heavy motor vehicles.

Previous Notice of Requirement

10 The Independent Commissioners recommended the Notice of Requirement DIS-2008-3 :
Dunetsjin City Councit Harbourside Arterial Link be granted in a decision dated 8 January
2009.

11 At paragraph 50 of this decision an alternate route for the arterial down Parry Street

(between the Frederick Street intersection and the Owheo — Water of Leith) was
considered rather than the route presented to the Commissioners at the time down the
rail corridor. The decision refers to a report from Montgomery Watson Harza Limited
{commissioned by the DCC) (the “MWH Report™ which concluded that the Parry Street
altemative route would present “serious safety concerns and the capacity and the
efficiency of the route could be compromised by access and parking issues”.

12 As the result of this the Parry Street route was discarded.

See attached map marked A,
See A marked in red by X.
See A marked in red by O.

See A marked in red by OJ.
See document B attached.
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13

14

15

After commissioning this report the DCC decided o change the route of the arterial from
the rail corridor to down Parry Street.

Anzide believes that the safety concerns and potential conflicts identified in this report
would be similar or the same as the safely concems and issues raised by Anzide
throughout its discussions with the DCC.

As part of this consuitation process the DCC has not disclosed this report. Anzide
would like to view the MWH Report and discuss the safety issues raised with the
Parry Street Route with the DCC.

Court Proceedings

16

17

18

On 27 April 2011 Anzide applied for an interlocutory injunction applying for an order
which, among other things, required the DCC to provide a temporary vehicle accessway
to allow safe access to the Site. By Order of the Court dated 3 May 2011 the injunction
application was sllowed and a temporary vehicle accessway was created. Since this
date there have been a number of adjustments to the accessway for safety and
operational reasons, however, it remains substantively the same and is currently in place.

During this Court process numerous proposals have been reviewed by Anzide, the DCC
and the New Zealand Transport Authority (‘NZTA”"). Mediation has occurred, experts
have been instructed and caucusing has occurred. Anzide has provided five Affidavits
from its expert, Mr Gamble. Mr Hall has provided six Affidavits.

The Affidavits and Submissions filed by Anzide as part of the Court process detail serious
safety and operational concerns. Anzide will refer to and rely on this evidence as part of
this consuitation process.

Meeting on 6 September 2012

19 A meeting took place at the offices of Webb Farry at 10 a.m. on 6 September 2012.

Present were Doug Hall, Joann Hobson and Brenda Thom from Webb Farry representing

Anzide Properties Limited (“Anzide”), Evan Matheson from the Dunedin City Council

(*DCC") and Julie McMinn from Opus. Please see a copy of the record of the meeting

which was recorded and transcribed.®

20 The DCC indicated that:

a the affected parties who they intended to consult with were Laser Force,
Automative Solutions, Mobil Service Station, Hocken Library, Anzide, A J Allen
and NZTA,;

b some of Anzide’s concerns had been addressed as the DCC were no longer
seeking to designate any of Anzide's land; and

c its design considered traffic engineering matters, as well as the issues expressed
in the Court documents previously filed by Anzide.

21 The highlights of the changes to the proposal provided by the DCC as at 6 September

2012 included”:

a One two-way access on DCC land to 80 Anzac Avenue;

i See document C attached.

See document D attached.
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b Provision for semi-trailer movemenis in all directions at the State Highway 88
(“SHB8™ end of the access to 80 Anzac Avenue;

c Removal of cycle refuge on SH88 allowing heavy vehicle queue lengths of more
than two vehicles for the eastbound turn onto the proposed two-way access:

d No requirement for Anzide’s land at the Ward Street crossing;

e No fence or gateway changes;

f Traffic signals having a dedicated phase for the Ward Street crossing. This had
already been provided for and there was no change to phase time;

g Vehicle detectors mounted on road reserve (instead of Anzide's land);

h Left turn from SH88 westbound into 80 Anzac Avenue restricted to vehicles under

8 metres in length. All vehicles over 8 metres in length required to use new
access to 80 Anzac Avenue or approach from aliemate direction (i.e. Frederick
Street or Ward Street ramp traffic oniy);

i No restrictions for truck and trailer units making left turn from SH88 into 70 or 76
Anzac Avenue;

i Provision of a pedestrian crosswalk added at the end of Ward Street (hand drawn
on plan during meeting} to be tied in with current traffic signal phasing (no details
provided).

22 The DCC confirmed that they would tidy up the drawings, have a talk to other affected
parties including the NZTA and then re-issue drawings so everybody had a clear
understanding of what they were proposing. The DCC confirmed that NZTA had no
objections at this stage with the proposed drawings and that initial discussions had taken
place with Roger Bailey and lan Duncan.

23 At the end of the meeting it was confirmed that a scale drawing with the amendments to
include the pedestrian crossing at Ward Street, all sweep paths in and out of the
properties from both the Ward Street crossing and the new proposed SH88 crossing and
the traffic light phasing would be sent to Anzide as soon as possible.

Design Provided by DCC dated 17 September 2012

24 On 17 September 2012 we received updated plans from the DCC for the SH88
redesignation.® On 19 September we received the SIDRA file. From that point on we
received a number of tracking curves with final documents being provided on Friday 5
October 2012,

The Intersection Blocking Issue - Safety Issue Previously Raised and Not Addressed

25 This issue arises where:

a A semi-trailer westbound from SH88 attempts to turn left onto the Site via the
Ward Street crossing while any other vehicie is waiting to exit;

b A larger vehicle (smaller than a semi-trailer) westbound from SH88 attempis to
turn left onto Site via the Ward Street entranceway while a larger vehicle is
waiting to exit;'®

See document E attached.
Refer paragraph 15.1 of David Gamble’s Third Affidavit dated 13 March 2012 (DG3).
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c There is more than one vehicle waiting to exit the Site (and one of those vehicies
is a larger vehicle). Therefore no vehicle (regardless of the direction it is coming
from) will be able to enter 70 or 76 Anzac Avenue:'

26 The Experts’ Joint Statement produced by the three experts engaged by Anzide, the
DCC and NZTA records that there are commonly held concerns regarding this issue.'?
Mr Durdin, expert for NZTA, agrees that these situations will occur but describes the
occasions on which they will occur as “rare”."® Mr Eaton, expert for the DCC, also agrees
the conflicts will occur but suggests they will be “limited”.’ The conclusions of these
experts are based on annexure B of Mr Eaton’s Fourth Affidavit and specifically the
analysis undertaken by Opus as to the probability of a large heavy vehicle arriving at
Anzide's Site at the same time as a large heavy vehicle exiting the Site. This analysis
fails to address the conflicts described in subparagraphs 17(a), (b) and {c) above. This
analysis is solely based on the October 2011 DCC survey results which were:

a obtained over a three day period chosen by the DCC;
b not representative of likely movements on and off the Site; and
¢ inaccurate by a margin of 20% to 35.5%.

27 The potential for the intersection fo block seriously affects the efficiency and operation of
the proposed intersection. The experts have all acknowledged that these issues exist,
but disagree on the frequency of such blocking occurring. The DCC have not given
Anzide any comfort that these issues have been deait with. Presumably the DCC is
relying upon the October 2011 survey. It is conceming that the DCC has effectively
ignored this issue when preparing the new Notice of Requirement. No further survey
work has been undertaken.

28 In summary it is Anzide’s position that:

a The current DCC proposal poses unacceptable safety risks in terms of the
possible blockage of the intersection irrespective of frequency; and

b The issue is likely to arise more frequently that is understood by the DCC. '

New Safety Issue — Non-Compliance with Austraifan Road Research Bureau (“ARRB”)
Standards

29 The ARRB standards have been adopted by New Zealand. They provide accepted
safety requirements and best practice in the design of intersections.

30 It is accepted best practice, as set out by the ARRB, to provide at least a half mefre in
additional lane width on either side of vehicle tracking curves when designing
intersections. This is to ensure that an intersection does not require precise driving by all
users and allows for a margin of error by the person operating the vehicle.

31 The tracking curves provided by the DCC for the intersection at the Ward Street
accessway do not provide for any error in the operation of the vehicle. This is a
significant safety concern. The design of the intersection is inadequate as it does not

e Ibid.

" Refer paragraph 15.2 DG3.

. See paragraphs 27 and 28 of the Experts’ Joint Statement (EJS).

e Refer paragraph 35 of Second Affidavit of John Paul Durdin dated 30 March 2012 {JPD2).
Refer paragraph 98 of the Third Affidavit of David Eaton dated 21 March 2012 (DE3).

Refer paragraphs 9 fo 12 and 25 to 29 of the Fifth Affidavit of Douglas Wayne Hall dated 5
April 2012 (DH5).

15
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32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

work for heavy vehicles tuming in and out of the Site. It leaves little room to turmn and is
not wide enough.

Tracking Curve 1

The tracking curve provided by the DCC for A Semi-Trailer Frederick Street to Ward
Street Ramp requires a very precise tumn.'® As shown in document G it is very close to
the flush median. Accepted best practice (ARRB) requires at least 0.5m on either side of
the lane to protect pedestrians and provide for operator/driver error. This has not been
adopted in the DCC design and will raise safety issues for pedestrians and other road
users in the event that a large vehicle travelling quickly through the intersection (due to
the signal phasing) does not meeting the precise driving requirements.

Tracking Curve 2

The tracking curve provided by the DCC faor A Semi-Trailer No 70 to Ward Street Ramp
requires the vehicle to cross the kerb at almost the same position as the proposed
pedestrian facility (P4)." This is a significant safety issue. It leaves little protection for
pedestrians waiting to cross and places additional strain on. any driver attempting to
make & very tight curve tum:with no room to spare in a short space of time because of
the phasing. Opposing vehicies on Ward Street would alsc be at risk.

As has been raised by Anzide throughout this process there is a significant difference
between sitting at a computer and manoeuvring a tracking curve versus a real life
situation in a truck attempting to make a perfect turn under pressure.,

Vehicles parked outside the A J Allen premises would also obstruct the operation of this
tum as shown on this tracking curve.

Tracking Curve 3

The tracking curve for A Semi-Trailer SH88 East to No 70 requires the vehicle to cross
the flush median on Ward Street and conflicts with any vehicle waiting to exit 70 or 76."®
It again requires precise driving with the turning circle not providing for any margin of
error by the operator. The vehicle is also at risk of hitting parked cars outside the A J
Allen premises.

Tracking Curve 4

The tracking curve for A Semi-Trailer No 76 to Ward Street ramp again requires a very
tight turn.™ It is close to the pedestrian facility and does not provide any room for error.

Tracking Curve 5

The tracking curve for A Semi-Trailer SH88 East to No 76 shows a significant proportion
of 70 being used by the vehicle exiting 76.%°

The property 76 has no legal right of access over the property at 70 Anzac Avenue and
this tracking curve travels over 70 Anzac Avenue.?'

18
17

18
20
21

See document F attached.

See document G attached.

See document H attached.

See document | attached.

See document J attached.

See document J specifically the red highlighted area.
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40 The turn from SH88 East to No 76 can only be made if there are no vehicles waiting fo
exit 70, 76 or 80 Anzac Avenue via the Ward Street accessway (i.e. any vehicle waiting
to exit Site will block entry and any following vehicles).

Tracking Curve 6

41 The tracking curve for A Semi-Trailer No 80 to Ward Street ramp shows that the turn
cannot be made without encroachment on 76 Anzac Avenue.?

42 80 Anzac Avenue has no rights over 76 Anzac Avenue.?

43 A small vehicle waiting fo exit 80 will block any movement in and out to 70, 76 and 80 by
any other vehicle.

Tracking Curve 7

44 The tracking curve for A Semi-Trailer No 80 to SH88 East requires the vehicle exiting 80
to encroach on 76.2* The tumn required is very precise and very close to a physical
separating island (concrete median) which protects a large signal pole. Again the vehicle
exiting will block the path for vehicles entering 70, 76 and 80.

45 In summary the tracking curves show a number of problems and issues with design. No
information has been received by Anzide that helps us understand how these issues
have arisen and why they have not been resolved.

Restriction on Semi-Trailers Heading East on SH88 Turning into 80 Anzac Avenue

46 This restriction will require all semi-trailers entering 80 Anzac Avenue to approach from
the Frederick Street or Ward Street ramps. This means that there will be an increase in
semi-trailers accessing 80 Anzac Avenue from the proposed entrance on SH88. This
creates a further problem in that the only way for a semi-trailer to exit 80 if it enters
through the new proposed accessway at SH88 is that to exit through the Ward Street
crossing. There is no room on 80 Anzac Avenue for semi-trailers to manoeuvre or turn
so they will have no option but to use the Ward Street crossing. There will be an
increase in semi-trailers exiting 80 Anzac Avenue via the Ward Street crossing. This will
increase frequency of the blocking issues referred to in paragraphs 25 to 28 above.

Solution

47 A possible solution to the safety concerns would be the redesign of the
intersection giving more space in accordance with ARRB standards and best
safety practice aithough this will need to also account for the concerns raised by
Anzide. Importantly including the operational requirements of the Associated
Companies and Lessee and it must be safe.

48 The DCC have not looked at the operation of the Site holistically. It seems that the only
focus has been the roading network operation. They have not listened or considered
Anzide's concerns about how they are to operate the Associated Companies from the
Site. The change that the DCC have made to the environment, i.e. the construction of
the SHB88 realignment, has had a significant effect on the Associated Companies’
operations and continues to affect their ability to operate.

22
23
24

See document K attached.
See document K specifically the area marked in red.
See document L attached.

BDT-438857-17-64-V1: Page 7 of 13



The Six Second Green Light Time Issue - Safety Issue Previously Raised and Not
Addressed

49 This issue arises because the signal phasing proposed by the DCC includes only six
seconds of green for vehicles exiting the Site at the Ward Street crossing. This is
imespective of what number of vehicles are waiting to exit 70, 76 or 80 Anzac Avenue.
There is a possibility of time gained from Phase C — Ward Street, when there is low or no
demand for Ward Street.*® However Mr Gamble's evidence is that the Ward Street route
will become significantly more popular if traffic signals are instalied. He anticipates that
the volume of traffic may more than double, resulting in minimal green time gain for the
Site.”® In support of this evidence Mr Gamble details his historic knowledge of the
intersection as well as traffic movements and predictions in the wider area. Mr Gamble
also details his experience specifically with regard to predicting such fraffic flow.%

50 The DCC itself has anticipated that the Ward Street route’ will become more popular,
having given that phase the second longest green time of 23 seconds 2"

51 Mr Gamble has sourced traffic modelling data for 2021. This is a prediction of what is
likely to occur in that year with regard to the number of vehicles travelling across the
Ward Street ramp (prior to the changes made by the DCC to form the Harbourside
Arterial). This data demonstrates that the busiest period (in respect of vehicles fravelling
on Ward Street from the city) is off peak. Mr Gamble says that vehicles are more likely to
use that route when Anzac Avenue is less busy as drivers will find it easier to join Anzac
Avenue. When signals are installed it will be easier to travel from Ward Street to SH88,
resulting in greater volume of traffic.”® What this all means is that we cannot be confident
that any more green time will be available for vehicles travelling from the Site.

52 Mr Gamble's evidence is that six seconds of green time will be insufficient to aliow larger
and heavier vehicles to safely proceed through and exit the intersection.® This will result
in heavy vehicles fravelling through the intersection on a red light. This will be further
complicated by the tight vehicle tracking curves that require very precise driving from the
vehicle operators with no margin for error.

53 Mr Hall's evidence is that, for example, his crane takes approximately 16 seconds to
clear the intersection.®’ The result is that vehicles may still be within the intersection
when the next light phase begins. This problem will be even worse if more than one
vehicle seeks to exit the Site.?

54 The end result is an unacceptable safety risk with vehicles attempting to enter the Site on
subsequent phases when the intersection is not yet clear of vehicles exiting on a
previous phase. This is likely to result in the intersection becoming blocked as vehicles
in subsequent phases proceed into the intersection on receiving a green light, but are
unable to exit the intersection onto the Site.*® We will provide an example of this in
paragraph 75 below.

% Refer paragraph 32 of the Second Affidavit of David Gamble dated 20 October 2011 (DG2).

. Refer paragraph 34 DG2.
i Refer paragraph 4.3(c} Fourth Affidavit of David Gamble dated 24 April 2012 (DG4).
28 Refer paragraph 34 DE2.

2 Refer paragraph 4.3 DG4.
0 Refer paragraph 35 DG2.
3 Refer paragraph 31 DH5.
= Refer paragraph 36 DG2.
5 Refer paragraph 37 DG2.
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55

56

57

58

Mr Durdin’s First Affidavit accepts that this “concern may be valid”3* However he is of
the view that it might be addressed by having the detector loops detect the type of
vehicle and extend the green time or, altematively, by having longer red light times,
Neither of these solutions have been adopted by the DCC. No explanation has been
given to us at our meetings or in the documentation.

The reality is that the majority of vehicles exiting the Site will be larger, heavier vehicles .3
More than six second green time will be required for such vehicles to enter and exit the
Site.

In summary, Mr Gamble and Mr Durdin agree that this is an issue. The DCC have been
aware of this issue since October 2011. The DCC seeks to have the traffic lights become
operational without any attempt to remedy the issue. This is a significant safety issue
that has not been addressed.

Solution

A possible solution is to amend the signal phasing to recognise the characteristics of the
Site and the Associated Companies that operate from it as explained at paragraph 48.

The Queuing Issue (Safety Issue Previously Raised but not Adequately Addressed)

59

60

61

62

Vehicles travelling eastbound on SH88 will need to wait until the westbound lane is clear
before turning right into the SH88 accessway. Anzide previously raised that there was
not enough room for more than one heavy vehicle to wait in the turning lane to make this
tum.

The DCC has proposed that the cycle refuge on SH88 be removed to allow for semi-
trailers to stack in the tuming lane east on SH88 into the new proposed accessway fo 80.
While this may allow for room for the trucks to make the right hand turn into the new
proposed accessway, it does not provide any safe cycle refuge for any cyclists using the
cycle lane and creates a further safety issue for arguably more vulnerable road users
(cyclists).

This is not a satisfactory solution to our safety issues as we believe this will create further
serious safety issues for the cyclists using the SH88 realignment.

Solution

The list of parties the DCC is consuiting with does not include any of the cycle
advocacy groups in Dunedin. It is strongly recommended and has been suggested
previously, that the DCC consult with these parties and advise Anzide of the
outcome of that consultation.

The Pedestrian Issue — Ongoing Safety Issue Previously Raised by Not Adequately
Addressed

63

64

This issue arises because the proposed signal phasing does not include any signals for
pedestrians using the footpath that passes in front of the Anzide Ward Sireet accessway.
Pedestrians will be able to cross the entranceway at any time without restriction despite
the heavy vehicle traffic movements.

This is problematic for vehicles exiting the Site with only six seconds of green light time.
This is further exacerbated by the tight design of the intersection and semi-frailer tracking

35

Refer paragraph 32 of the First Affidavit of Joseph Paul Durdin dated 25 October 2014
{(JPD1).
Refer paragraph 10 DH5.
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65

66

67

68

69

70

71

paths. In the event that exit from the Site is prevented by a pedestrian atfempting to
cross, the vehicle will be required to wait a further 105 seconds before the next green
dispiay.

Of greater concem is vehicles entering the Site on a green light from other phases (Ward
Street, Frederick Street or SH88 westbound). These vehicles may encounter
pedestrians, preventing entrance to the Site as they are travelling through the
intersection.  This_concem is supported by Mr Gamble’s view that it is not good
intersection design.*

An additional safety concern is the lack of visibility that large heavy vehicles often have
when individuals or pedestrians cross immediately in front of their cab. This is a
significant safety risk for both the public at large and the operators employed by the
Associated Companies. Our proposed solution to this safety issue was to signalise
an existing and future footpath across the Ward Street accessway.

The BCC have proposed a solution to the safety concerns raised by adding a pedestrian
crossing at the Ward Street ramp. In Anzide's view this raises additional safety issues as
set out below.*” This proposal to provide a pedestrian crossing across Ward Street has
failed to address the pedestrian safety issues in relation to the Ward Street accessway.

This intersection is part of a popular route for cyclists and runners. Pedesirians expect to
have the right of way against vehicles at an uncontrolled vehicle crossing, i.e. where a
footpath meets a crossing. The plan shows tactile pavers at the Ward Street accessway.
These pavers are designed to guide pedestrian traffic, particularly pedestrians with
mobility or eye sight issues. Normally if there is no right of way the kerb would follow the
vehicle path to the property edge or beyond. The current design has nothing to tell a
pedestrian proposing to cross the Ward Street accessway that there is no right of way
through that intersection.

An additional safety concern is the length of the crossing which appears to be
approximately 20 mefres. The standard pedestrian crossing width at a normal Dunedin
intersection is 14 metres between foofpaths (kerb to kerb). This extra length makes it
essential that the pedestrians are provided with adequate protection in arder to cross in
safety,

If you combine the length of the crossing, the short phase time, the tight design of the
tracking paths and the potential for the intersection to become blocked it becomes
evident that a pedestrian crossing on the Ward Street Anzide crossing should be an
essential safety component of this intersection.

Solution
Pedestrian safety should be a priority especially when heavy vehicles are working.

There needs to be a pedestrian crossing phasing at the Anzide Ward Street
accessway.

Additional Issues with Proposed New Phasing and Tracking Circles

72

The recent sweep paths provided by the DCC show access to and from the Site which
uses the same path for a majority of the vehicle tums. The new proposed phasing of the
Signal Group show that the intersection blocking issues previously raised above will
become even worse.

37
38

Refer paragraph 5 DG4.
See paragraphs 68 and 69 below.
See Intersection Blocking Example at paragraph 70 befow.
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Pedestrian Conflict

73

74

The new proposed Signal Group design proposed by the DCC*® shows a late start on
Phase A Signal Group 1 for a straight ahead, (westbound on SH88) and feft tum. It is not
acceptable for safety reasons to run a pedestrian phase P4 (with or without an early
start) when it is at right angles to the other flows, Le. running the pedestrians and
vehicles at right angles. For the same reason, safe practice would not accept running
Signal Group 1 at the same time as P3.

Phase E Signal Group 1 provides straight ahead to Anzac Avenue and slight left hand
tumn to Ward Street. This conflicts with the crossing on P4 across Ward Street. Thisis a
significant and unacceptable safety risk.

Intersection Blocking Example

75

76

77

if you work through the proposed phasing a number of blocking issues become apparent.
For example, one or more of these scenarios is likely to happen several times daily:

a Phase B starts with Signal Group 7 providing an exit from Ward Street crossing
left into Ward Street, straight ahead into Frederick Street, or right into SH88
eastbound. That stage provides for six seconds of green time allowing, at best,
one vehicle to exit the Site;

b immediately following is Phase C which allows at Signal Group 5 tumns from Ward
Street info the Site. In the event that there was more than one vehicle waiting to
exit the Site at Phase B Signal Group 7, the vehicle making the right hand turn in
Phase C Signal Group 5 will not be able fo enter the Site and will have nowhere
else to go;

c Phase D provides for Signal Group 4 which allows a right hand turn from
Frederick Street into Anzac Avenue, Ward Street or the Site. Again, as there has
been no allowance for a vehicie movement exiting the Site and there is a vehicle
waiting to exit, you are left with a vehicle in Frederick Street attempting to make
an enfry to the Site with no ability to do so;

d Phase E, Signal Group 1 allows straight ahead westbound on SH88 or a slight
turn into Ward Street ramp and Anzide Ward Street accessway. Again, if there
was more than one vehicle waiting to exit the Site in Phase B the tumn into the
Site cannot be made;

e Phase A, Signal Group 1 again provides for a straight ahead movement
(westbound on SH88) and a slight tum onto Ward Street or a left hand into the
Site. Again, this movement cannot be made if there is more than one vehicle
waiting to exit the Site.

Essentially in the 106 seconds of cycle time Anzide has had one heavy vehicle exit the
Site from the Ward Street accessway. There is poientially a heavy vehicie stuck in Ward
Street, Frederick Street and a third on SH88 westbound attempting to tumn into Site
resulting in & blocked intersection.

This phasing needs to be looked at again and fixed as part of the DCC review of
the workability of this designation for Anzide.

38

See document E top left hand corner — Phase Signal Group.
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Safety issues — New Proposed Access to 80 Anzac Avenue

78

79

80

81

Diagram 7/583/154/3704 provided 4bg/ the DCC shows access from SH88 to the south
easiern comer of 80 Anzac Avenue,

The right tum exit has not been plotted. This movement is critical as vehicles making it
must find gaps in the eastbound and westbound SH88 traffic. The right tum entry
seriously conflicts with all exiting movements as does the left turn entry to a lesser extent.
The exit will be controlled by a give way causing any waiting vehicles to block the access
of any entering vehicles tuming into the Site. Turning on Site is not possible from a
safety or operational perspective, there is simply not enough room.

The provision of one accessway to 80 Anzac Avenue does not allow full use of 80 by
heavy vehicles. Vehicles exiting through the Ward Street accessway have no legal right
to cross 76. The new design and restriction in relation to vehicles over 8 metres in length
will increase the demand on the Ward Street accessway. As we have pointed out above,
a semi-trailer waiting to exit from 80 encroaches on 76 and blocks all other movement
onto and from Site.

This accessway will also potentially be a public road which will allow public access. This
will require consideration of public safety issues in the event that the public fravel onto
Site.

Operational Issues (Previously Raised and Not Addressed)

The alteration to the road adjacent to the Site and the imposition of the accessway
currently in place has already reduced the usability of the Site. This has reguired Anzide
and its tenants (whenever possible) to keep vehicles away from the Site because of the

The DCC proposal significantly constricts the business operations of the Associated
Companies and A J Allen operating from Site. The reasons for this are as follows:

a Six seconds of green light time aliows only one larger vehicle to exit the Site
every 105 seconds.” As a consequence it will take significantly longer for the
companies’ vehicles to reach off Site locations. For example, if there were 20
heavy vehicles on Site (wanting fo leave during peak time) it would take at least
35 minutes for them to exit. This is presuming that none of the 20 vehicles wish
to exit from 80, and that no vehicles attempt to enter the Site during this 35

b The Associated Companies will have to commission a new traffic management
plan and attempt to enforce its application on other third parties accessing the
Site. This would result in significant cost and time in terms of implementation. All
suppliers seeking to access the Site will need to be identified and advised of the
plan. This is very difficult because Anzide does not have control over these third
parties because they are from all over the country and the nature of the business
does not allow scheduling like, say, at a supermarket. There is no office or
permanent personnel on the Site to give each driver directions, even if this was a
workable solution. This is another example of how this preposal does not
understand or account for what we do and how our business works.

82
constraints imposed.*!
83
minute period;
40

42

See document M attached.
Refer paragraph 12 DH5.
Refer paragraph 38 DG2.
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c The current solution does not propose separate access to the properties on Site
being 70, 76 and 80. This is essential given the properties all had separate
access prior to the construction of the realignment and all held in separate
Certificates of Title.

Conclusion

84 Anzide is concerned that the issues it has raised consistently with the DCC since the
beginning of the High Court proceedings remain unaddressed and unresolved. Those

issues are:
a Provision of appropriate separate access to 70, 76 and 80 Anzac Avenue;
b The intersection blocking issue;
c The six second green light time issue;
d The queuing issue; and
e The pedestrian issue.
85 In addition new issues have arisen with the new proposal we are looking at now:
a New proposed access to 80 Anzac Ave; and
b Inaccuracies and problems with the intersection design, the new phasing and

traffic signals.

86 Our advice that the proposal does not comply with new, industry-accepted safety
standards is especially worrying.

87 Anzide has inciuded possible solutions in this letter as far as it is able, but the DCC
needs to stand back and look at where we have got to so far and identify why it has not
addressed any of these problems. Most of these concems relate to the safe operation of
the roading network and need to be addressed and resolved by the DCC before the
designation process goes any further,

88 It seems likely to us that the DCC has not properly considered the operational
requirements of the Associated Companies and Lessee on the Site. This is not simply a
piece of land that trucks drive in and out of. It is the location of a large, busy company
that cannot continue to use the Site if the surrounding environment is changed without
considering how it works. Anzide just wants to keep doing business in Dunedin. We
understand that the designation is important, but we do not understand or accept DCC's
proposed design.

Yours faithfully

Anzide Properties Limited
4

91

D W Hall
Director
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The above Notice of fequireniont CNOR') for the Harbowrsids Arterial Uink, issued by chae

Dimedin City Councit (‘the [equiring Authority’), was processed on & notliied basie in

accordanct with sections 168A and 162 of the Resaurce Ianagernant Act 1994 (“the Adt’).

We were appolnved as independent corwilssioners to the Hearings Commitles o hzar the
applicat'on in public betweens 10-20 Nevember 2008, We h=zard the MNOR jointly with
Proposed Plan Chenge &: Stadiun. A separate decision is to be issuec on this plen channe.

Al the enc of tbe public part o™ the hearing, In accordance with section 48{1) of the tocal
Governme.. Official Information and Mestings Act 1987, we resolvad to exclude Lha public,
01 10 Novelnber, 14 November and 20 November 2008 we underiook sita vists of the arsa
that vsoule be occupled by the Harbourside Artertal Link.

Tt Is cwr deciston that th: MOR be confirmed, subject to the modification chown on
Reviced Dasigration Plan 4A, which s attacned to this decision, and subject to conditions
sat out o pages 11 to 13 of this decision. The full text of the decision commencas belaw.

The Hearing and Appearaices
the Requiring Authorily was represersed at the hearing by:

Mr Michaz- Garbeti - Counsel
Mr Don Hill - Trensportation Planming Manager
Mr Jeremy Byfield - Traffic Safety Jonsuitant
11+ Rab Hay - Acolstic Consuliz.nt

LR
Ms Julic MoMinn - Plenning Comsulian:

s

£ Janet Raevas - Urban Desiyn Consultant

Subraitters aftending to cpeal. co theil subriigsions were:

e M B Ajicheson

i 1 Wegae v

bunadin Kawepayars st Honsetoilda-: Assocation, reprossnted by i Teny Boricl
¢ LpOrt Raun, 1tedrasented Hv e Joho Brinble

Univarsily Of Oluon, repros anied e ob Doy bt lay
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T Requicing AUTaerily has @iss considared e LUMNE O e
Arteriz] down Parre Streel (helween the rrwdick Sticer ey
Owhoo/Werer of Laiti) rather than glong the il o rido;
Lotimicsioned Moatgoriary Watson Farrg Lindied {iwt
the Pary Streat ipd tha

iYic prodt
rall cortioor alternadves. The TRpOry, SHaK
Corrfdor Alterpative ( 2006}, I'entified rhe ioflowing dis
Syndo

Devigriog

Through trsivic znd Pedesirans would conyice with vel
Hope bty ccresses aloflg Parry Sweet, which would wRsent signifcan:
hazairls {ir. conurast, thers wouid b ne accesszs Gt thes rait corridoy TOUiE ),
It would be neZessary o bulld 3 Famp oup Lo g
Owhen/Weter o Leith, and this r2 M would obeiruct eniirances nn Parry Styant,
Vehicles “reniid hav= Lo ty
Coitidaor,

fraffic noice would fause mare of & disturs

ardd 1o Parry Sirock rropertes than weould Le e tere f thz rell convido
alternative were chosan,

the rapar. concluded thac the Parry Strest altornative would pres
voncerns and the capacity znd the efficiency of the ronte
“Ceess and parking isaues”,

et “serfoyg safelv
could he Compromiszc oy
5 & result, the option wis discarded.

Lliernative rouge: wilhout the new Starlium

Finelly, the Requiring Authority nas constdered an alteraative Fotte vor the Arterial if
he propesad stadium at Awatea Street is not built. This route is shown In Sheet
ADO4B in Appendix i of :he NOR. In this scenerio, the Arterisl Zrosses the
Owheo/Water of Laith via a bridge o the nofll. of the existing rallway bridge. It theq
Crosses Megne: Street and Parry Streat, and cuis through 58 and 77 Parry Street,
before joinng Ravensvbourne Road, The route also includes 20 intersection wiik
Leander and Awatea Streets, end provides ¢ substitiste access rouie tg the Boat
Harbour via Parry Street. This route is preferred  the stadium does no- proceed, as

It is shorter and would afiect less private property thar. tne route aroung tne stadiura
site,

Ove.all, we have Found that the Reauiring Autharity nas given acequate consideratior
to a range of a'ternative mesns of undzriaking tha proposed works, anc has giver
veasons why these options were rejected in favour of the preferred aption {with the
2xception of the *without stadium’ option, which remains open),

Necessity of the work _and desianatian for schieving the Rquiring_i_a_:.qthorit 2%
vbiectives (3 168A(3c))

fe K

safe, eiidciont gnd sifective transponialion poenyoric,

Anathet possible means of obitaining permiceicn taurciert:
waould o e apnlv for eSO onsens,
Indtealen e B hi- G org btz

The necesslty of the work and designation for zchleving the Requiring Authority

objectives is se: arc irt the Handling Officers report, and was discussed at the hearing

by both Mr Dan Hitt and Mr Michael Garbatt, represerving the Requiring Authority.

The tHarbouiside Arteriai Link iz icdent!fied in Dunedin Clty Council’s Transpoitation
Strategy 2006 as key means of achieving the Strategy's obiective to Provide for the
Sompeiiive movemet oF H00ds, services and people by Investing in key rowvtes thai
improve transportation flows’. This obieciive itself hts bzen derigned te contribze to
tne achievament of the ‘Economiic felli-Being” community oltcarne, which is identifiz
in Dunedin City Councll's Long Terni Council Community Plan 2006-2016. In adeiion,
the proposed worls wouly &ls0 cont: thute to the acifevament of Otjective 70.2.4 of

the t-anspertation seztion of the Durnedip Chy Disirce Dlan: Mo end enfiencs -
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WebbFa'rrv, Lawyers

Filenote

FROM: Brenda Thom

DATE: 6 September 2012

CLIENT: Anzide Properties Limited

REF: 43885117

SUBJECT: TRANSCRIPTION OF MEETING HELD AT WEBB FARRY
6 SEPTEMBER 2012 AT 10.00 AR,

Present:

» Doug Hall and Joann Hobson (Anzide Properties Limited)

= Evan Matheson (DCC)

» Julie McMinn (Opus)

» Brenda Thom (Webb Farry)

Evan Thanks for making yourself available at relatively short notice Doug and Jo and
Brenda. Julie will obviously point out the planning side of things and I'i talk
about probably some of the design elements. We're still at the consultation
with affected parties at this stage before we lodge the application.

Doug Who is list of affected parties?

Evan There is Laser Force, there is Automotive Solutions, Evan at Mobii Service
Station.

Doug You need to be pretty quick with Bevan because he is away overseas.

Evan Ok, the Hocken Library which is the University, yoursélf and Kevin — AJ Allen.
I'm catching up with Kevin at 11.30 today. Hopefully we'll get things, we'll
explain things best we can between now and 11 or thereabouts. So the
intention from my perspective is to, sorry NZTA are obviously an affected party,
they have not seen these plans, we've only caught up with Laser Force and
Robert 7?7 Automotive Solutions. So we'd like to show these current plans.
You'll need some think time we'd expect and then hopefully you'li give us some
feedback and Kevin and the others, and we'll, certainly we're well aware of
your previous concerns so you can please yourself whether you need to repeat
them or not, and we will consider all the feedback and then lodge the
application and it will be publicly notified so you get another chance to
comment in a probably more formal manner. That will be about right will it
Julie?

Julie Yes absolutely. We are hoping to get all the consultation done and give you
your think time and then lodge because we are conscious that time is ticking
on and that we need to keep pushing forward. These plans have actually
hopefully included some of your concems as we are now not sesking to
designate any of your land and obviously the traffic engineering consideration

BDT-438857-17-5-V1:SEF Page *
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has gone into that as well for what has been expressed in the affidavits.

Brenda

So how far away from lodging do you think you are, ball park?

Evan

Two to three weeks. We think that if your team has in the order of two weeks
NZTA may want something stmilar to have look at this in detail and given any
initial feedback, we may need an extra week after that to consider those
comments and make any changes. So it may be a touch longer than that, it's in
that sort of order anyway.

Brenda

Obviously we don't know how long it will take us.

Evan

Yes, that's understood yes, we're not setting that in stone, but it's just our
thoughts at this sfage.

Julie

It's our wish list if you fike.

Evan

So maybe what 'l do is give you [paper shuffling] and you can keep these. |
suppose in simple terms it's all a two way road, it's all on DCC land, actually
I've got a little list which | can quietly go through. If's not exhaustive but it'll
give you a feel for today's meeting about what we are proposing. So it's a
secondary access on DCC land and its two to three and half metre wide lanes.
It does allow for semi-trailer movements in all directions off the highway and
exiting back onto the highway. You will see a cycle refuge that has been
removed so we get stacking distance really. Do you see that Brenda, there's a
wee cycle refuge. And we will obviously tidy up the roadside so cyclists aren't
encouraged to cross there.

Brenda

And so the cyclists will cross where? If you're moving that?

Evan

Let's assume that they are coming down here, there is an existing cycle facility
all the way down here and they can cross and use the lights or go up Frederick
Street or they may wish to get this intersection and cross on the highway.

Brenda

But will there be a refuge here? Or are you just taking it down alfogether?

Evan

it's gone altogether.

Brenda

So it's not being moved to somewhere eise?

Evan

No. The fourth bullet point there is there is no Anzide land, we don't need to
take any land at Ward Street which Julie touched on.

Doug

So we’ve still got the cycle lane?

Evan

Correct, it's between the straight through lane and that tum lane, yes. And
we're not proposing to change any fences or gateways in your property Doug.
And the traffic signals just as before, we've got a dedicated phase particularty
on exiting your properties so that stays.

Brenda

For how jong?

Evan

The phase timing is unchanged from what we had tabled previously. So it's a
waorst case scenario is a minimum of six seconds of green time, but the signals
and the loop detectors have a degree of intelligence and they will detect if they
are Jow demands elsewhere and there is a high demand from Doug’s property

BO7-438857-17-5-V1
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for example that can stay on longer, so worst case scenario is the six seconds.

Brenda And the crossings?

Doug How are the phases going to work coming into my yard?

Evan I can give you the next sheet. Actually we might just come back to the
phasing, I might just talk about the rest of the ??7? if that's alright.

Brenda That's a good idea, let's get through that, this description and then get onto ...

Evan The vehicle detectors which will pick up vehicles exiting your property or AJ
Allen yard are on all on road reserve, they are pole mounted detectors and so
they are ...

Doug And cameras ...

Evan infrared. They are used elsewhere in the country in carparks for example, as
opposed to the ground loop detectors. This next bullet point is quite important.
The left tum from State Highway 88 into 80 Anzac Avenue, just 80, is restricted
for vehicles over eight metres in length, so a truck trailer unit is clearly longer
than that. Because the sweat? path is quite wide and it crosses into the right-
of-way area and it doesn’t line up to their gates, sowe ...

Doug We can turn State Highway 88

Brenda Going which way on the State Highway?

Evan Approaching from Port Chalmers heading south, if you wish to do a 180 fumn
into no. 80 anything longer than 8 metres is unlikely to do that in a safe 27
They'll cross over the right-of-way or you may even be able to turn around and
line up with the gates.

Brenda Is this just southbound?

Evan Yes, southbound.

Brenda So this is restricted to southbound traffic, the 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8.

Evan Correct, yes southbound, yes.

Julie And it's only restricted to those vehicles that are longer than 8 metres.

Evan So we know that is a difficult manoeuvre and what we envisage is that those

trucks would use this access to get into no. 80 or they for whatever reason they
can't do that, they would have to come in from Frederick Street which is drive
straight in, or come down Ward Street bridge and drive in. So you need to be
aware of that Doug.

That restriction, the next bullet points, there are no such restrictions for truck
and ftrailer units making left turn, so that's southbound left turn from State
Highway 88 into no. 76 or 70. That's a whole ot cleaner. it's just that turning
back on yourself basically that won’t work.

And Brenda you mentioned about pedestrians, that last bullet point, we are
adding pedestrian crosswalk facility and I'll mark on this next plan I'll show you
to take pedestrians away from your entranceway, so | will just show you this
next. Signals drawing, it's the black and white copy. You menticned about the

BDT-438857-17-5-V1
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phasing Doug, it's unchanged from what's been tabled previously. This
phasing does not talk about phase times, but that may be something you wish
clarification on and we can see if can provide that information.

Brenda

But you're saying the phase times are the same.

Evan

Correct yes. So the phasing Dave Gamble has got from our previous
discussions is still largely current apart from, this is, note on there, last bullet
point, pedestrian crossing, pedestrian crosswalk added at end of Ward Street
hand-drawn on plans at this stage, I'll be able to hand draw it so that we've got
these pedestrian crosswalk, and so we would be proposing a pedestrian
crosswalk there.

Brends

And how is that going to go into this phasing?

Evan

Yes, 'm sfill getting cidrification but it will either be

Brenda

it's new isn't it?

Evan

Correct yes. Either B phase or E phase, so it will be clarified and we will tidy
up these drawings probably once we've had a chat to Kevin and NZTA in
particular, and reissue the drawings so everyone’s got a clear understanding.

Brenda

1 think given the posttion of NZTA previously that | would prefer if you would
talk to them and get the designs to us ASAP. | don't want to instruct our expert
to look at it if NZTA are just going to turn around and say no way.

Evan

At this stage NZTA have no objections, what we call a Cidra?? analysis which
works out how efficient the intersection is. That has been remodelled and the
intersection and frequency didn't change at all.

Brenda

So, you've gone through this with NZTA and they are have given you
preliminary indications that they are happy with it.

Evan

Just preliminary yes, it's not in writing and they haven't signed off on it. We will
be approaching them next week in a similar manner to this about tabling the
plans. t's sort of a catch 22 about whether we talk to them first and then you,
or you first and then them.

Brenda

Well they have the ultimate say don’t they.

Evan

They are an affected party but ultimate say? We wouid want to work with the
NZTA cleary.

Brenda

But yotr're still planning to transfer the road to NZTA?

e A W L T e e

Evan

Yes.

Brenda

So you know that they have sent a letter previously saying once it's in their
possession they will do what they will with the entranceways?

Evan

I'm aware of that lefter. They may ciarify that, | don’t know, 'm not sure what
their thinking is on that letter whether it was overstated or true and accurate. |
can't answer that.

Brenda

Obviously it's frue and accurate that they sent it, but my point is that it is quite
costly involving experts to look at plans, so we'd like the plans to be finalised

BDT-438857-17-5-V1
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and given the NZTA’s objections around the phasing and the layout previously,
it would be good to know that they are on board with it.

Doug

And not just change it in six months’ time.

Brenda

Evan can't force them to do that, but I'm just saying | don’t want, it's a costly
process to look at this, so it would be good to have the final plans with the
crossings, with the phasings, with the times, so we can give it to Dave Gamble
to look at and say can you please give us a report. And can you say who has
given you preliminary indications that it's ok from NZTA?

Evan

Roger Bailey and lan Duncan at the Dunedin office who f've been in
discussions with.

Doug

So basically here, if this is going here, we're stilt going to have pedestrians
walking across.

Brenda

Well, that's what | was going to ask. Is this still a pedestrian walkwéy?

Evan

No, it just goes to there Brenda. So yes there is potential for pedestrians to
cross your driveway and we are aware of that and the proposal at this stage is
to have signage just warning pedestrians that this is a live vehicle crossing and
to be aware of vehicles entering and exiting. Such signs have been used
throughout the country for similar situations and they appear to work quite well.
We would also expect that with the new pedestrian crosswalk on Ward Street,
that that would take away quite a farge number of pedestrians, most of them
seem {o wallc up Frederick Street. So that's our thinking at this stage is that we
would not be looking at putting pedestrian controls at your entrance apart from
the sign. But certainly we'll tidy up those plans and Dave Gamble would I'm
sure wish to comment on that.

So that's the information we wanted {o table today.

Doug

What is that going to be?

Evan

As in surface?

Doug

Road, right-of-way, or is going to be just access to our place, or is it access to
there or what is it?

Evan

My understanding, and I'll get clarification, is that it will be a DCC road.

Brenda

Like a public road?

Evan

Carrect. lt's, yes again, yes, probably, but for discussion purposes at this
stage a public road, so yes public could drive in there so that may be
something you wish to comment on about how we can manage that so that if
you think it's a problem. The other thing, again there’ll be details later, the
road obviously terminates at our common boundary between DCC and no. 80.
There's a fence there at the moment. We can't ask yod to cut the fence, but
Council would certainly pay, with your permission, to put in a gateway of some
fashion to allow access in and out of the site.

Doug

Any you'll fence right down here to?

Evan

Correct, yes.

BDT-438857-17-6-V%
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Brenda What's the hashed, what's that bit?

Evan That was an old shed and we've just highlighted it's a shed since removed.

Julie The aerial photos they are quite oid.

Evan Yeah, like 20097

Juiie And actually you were saying the other day that it being reflown? quite soon so
we're just putfing up with ...

Doug But where ??? there's loaded fraiiers everywhere 777?

Julie Aerial photos like this?

Doug Yeah

Julie Well maybe | don't what I'm talking about.

Doug These here were taken abouf, wouldn’t have been 09, must have been before
that.

Evan 06 we covered the whole city and patches were done in 09 as well.

Brenda Where is the stop sign here? Is that it there?

Doug Yeah

Evan Yes, correct. | was a bit loose with my line work, but it's probably to indicate
that there will be a ... and a final design we may just tweak it so if's a nice
practical alignment.

Doug Can you give us a plan with these dimensions and stuff on it?

Evan Yes.

Brenda Our experts will need that to look at the turning, etc.

Evan Anything you don’t perhaps raise or ask me today, the door's wide open for
you whether it's through Brenda to say look can you give us more detaii on
this, this or this.

Brenda What we'll propose to do Evan is once you've got the final plan and the
dimensions we will sit down with Dave and he’ll give us an iniial indication of
what further information he'll need. He'll obviously need the timing of that
crosswalk in there, but | know that Dave, | rang him this moming, he is in
Christchurch on holiday, | think he is back next week, so we won't be getting
back to you on that until he’s back in town.

Evan Yes, thaf's ok.

Brenda So at that stage he’ll probably have tonnes of questions and 7?77

Evan Yes, that's fine, we're quite happy to make it available to Dave.

BDT-438857-17-5-V1
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Doug This will be cycleway scenario up Ward Street as well up the footpath?

Evan No, there's nothing on Ward Street. Actually | think this one shows it, the one
that Jo's got. You will see the cycle symbol there on the highway and there is
one there, there's actually one there, and there’s one approaching on Frederick
Street and that's it.

Doug Comes across to Ward Street

Evan Cyclists can use Ward Street, but it's not a designated cycleway.

Doug My understanding, well if it's not a designated cycleway why is this put through
here like it is a designated sign, that's what I'm getting at. 7?? is actually
painted as a cycleway going up to the bridge.

Evan No, not up to the bridge, no.

Doug Well no, it tums the comer and comes up aiming towards the bridge.

Brenda | think we asked last time would the Cycle Association be consulted as an
affected party, but you were waiting for them to provide information when you
publicly notify?

Julie That's right, so the people that we were directly talking to as Evan pointed out
at the beginning are the people around the intersection because obviously they
are affected most by the lights being turmed off. And so it's identifying all of
those issues.

Brenda The lights have never been tumed on.

Julie Sorry, to get the lights tumed on. And so the public notification is what we are
relying on for the larger

Brenda For the cyclists efc. So can we just be clear, because | know Dave is going to
ask me this, where the markings for the cycleway are going to be in the new
plan?

Evan It's what is shown on those plans.

Doug Straight through to here, this is marked to go across and up there and Evan’s
saying there is no allowance for cyclists up that way.

Brenda So this needs to come off? ‘

Doug No, just the crossing. That's the cycle crossing that dotted one.

Evan So, i's what they call a cycle stop box. So if the lights are red a cyclist has got
somewhere to sit and generally they are at the front of the queue so people
see them.

Brenda So what Doug is saying is if you don't want them to go up there why would you
have the stop box?

Evan We've got no objections to cyclists using the Ward Street bridge just like any

other road in the city, they are welcome to use it. However a dedicated cycle
lane is not going to be on the bridge. So they are just a normal user of the
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road just like any other vehicle.

Brenda So | can tell Dave that this is final and this does reflect where the cyclist stop
box etc and cycle lanes are going 1o be.

Evan Correct yes.

Doug What's this dark area here? Is that meant to be cycle to is it?

Evan Same thing Doug. You may have seen it on the, 'm sure you have, the green
markings, so it's the same.

Doug There was a big chunk about three fimes of the Gardens.

Evan Only three times?

Doug | went back through there one day and ?7?7? was sitting there and he says
awe, we're back for the third time so far.

Evan Yeah that was a, far oo many fingers in the pie on that one.

Doug What's wrong with the Orari Street place?

Evan We are having trouble getting reliable Telecom link. We were going wireless
because i's a whole lot cheaper, but we just can't get it to be compatible with
our computer controller in the Town Hall.

Doug So this is no issue at the present time but your traffic lights 7?7

Brénda Well obviously they'll be changing them.

Doug There's no problem at the present time?

Evan Correct, it's hard wired.

Doug i*s hard wired into AJ Allen's building. Telecom connection to AJ Allen's
building.

Evan Ok, ??? how Telecom do it, that's their call, it's their phone network so.

Doug 7?77 [0:27:19)

Evan Ok

Doug There's no problem, i's not a problem.

Evan Ultimately all those things will be wireless because its

Brenda So you're planning that this will be wireless as well?

Evan Hey, this is the way of the future Brenda.

Doug What's the problem with getting them wireless?

Brenda Anyway let’s not, sorry but | want to ask the question about do you know the

length of this?
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Evan Yes, 45 metres | think, it might be a wee bit, there’s a text box there.

Daug There it is, heavy duty crossing 45 metres wide.

Brenda Oh | see, there. So this one site distance at entrance, what does, you can
see, you're saying to the left you can see 150 and to the right you can see 120.
And what kind of speed are we daing along here, is that staying the same?

Evan Yes it is, the speed limit sign, yes that's it, that bang on Doug.

Brenda I'm just checking that it's not in terms of what we've looked at previously as
opposed to what is being proposed. So the main changes ?7? would be.

Doug He printed it wrong, he’s printed it wrong, he’s got 70 that side and it should be
that side.

Brenda f | was to give the experts a summary of what's changed to the previous
proposal, could you tell me what the significant changes are?

Evan That the, we're calling it a secondary access to 80 Anzac Avenue is on DCC
land, previously we had tried have it straddling DCC and Anzide Properhes
land. We've gone away from that, it's all on DCC land.

Julie It was quite clear from the last meeting that you had some concerns about any
of your land being affected so that was, it's not a Dave Gambie kind of thing,
it's more a well let's really look at this and make sure that we can actually
eliminate what we can in terms of issues and that's what they came up with,

Doug And | need a breakdown of all the measurements here from centreline to
signs?7? the whole area.

Evan We can give Dave Gamble a scale drawing as well as some place dimensions,

Doug Send them through to Brenda too.

Evan Yes, and the other critical ... Brenda is at the Ward Street enfrance, we're not
taking any land, but there is a restriction on left turn movements for
southbound vehicles on State Highway 88 into no. 80 Anzac Avenue. Those
are probably the two key things really, three.

Brenda What was the third sorry?

Evan That we do not require any Anzide Properties’ land at the Ward Street end, the
Ward Street infersection.

Julie So not seeking to straddle the access in the DCC and Anzide's land and also
the last plan you saw we were trying to designate a small piece behind the
lights but that's not going to happen either. So none of that land is being
touched. Everything is in road reserve. [Very faint to hear Julie here]

Brenda And so how do you address the concerns we have raised previously about, so
you're saying this driveway will remain exactly the same?

Evan We are widening it by approximately 5 metres. What you see existing which

was always, has been fabled previously, just to allow for sweep paths.
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Doug ?7 ?7? [0:31:40] 17 metres.

Evan No, | wouldn't know off the top of my head either to be honest.

Brenda So you don't know what this is going to measure?

Evan I'd be guessing what it is at the moment, it might be in the order of 10 or 12
metres, so it's, we've widened it

Doug This fong thing here, secondary access, it's not secondary access, ifs primary
access.

Evan Potentially it will be yes.

Doug It's not a secondary access because you took away all my access. My access
here is across my property. I've got no access to this property and that's what
you have failed to even register anywhers.

Evan Certainly it's, this is ...

Doug Only access to 80. This is the only legal access to 80. There's no such thing
as a secondary access because it's across no. 76.

Brenda What you're saying is you're going to leave this the same so he can access it.

Evan No | can access, what I'm saying is that it's not ...

Doug This is the primary access, because the only access at this end is across my

! other properties.

Evan Yes, it is fairly tight.

Doug No i's impossible, not tight, it's impossible.

Evan We haver't changed anything at the Ward Street end basically, so yes ...

Brenda Sorry you have. At the Ward Street end you've put a whole new intersection in
here so that he can't access here and he can't access here where he could
previously off the cul-de-sac. Just to clarify there has been a change. There's
no change from what you've currently put in place since the injunctions been in
place, but he did have access there to 80, sorry am ] right?

Evan Yes, you are right ... opposite the Hocken there was an access.

Doug So if you take that square, if you square that boundary up there and square it’
to that boundary there it's impossible for me to get in here, to 80.

Brenda Unless you use the secondary access.

Doug That is going to be primary access.

Brenda Yeah

Doug Not secondary. Fhe only reason this is being used is because | owned this bit

of land. If ! didn't own this land there wouldn't have been access there at all.
And that's what you have failed to address right from day one. You always say
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use that gate, but that gate is across 76 and 70.

We are aware of where the property boundaries are at that intersection. That's

Evan
all { can say.

Doug it's not secondary.

Evan took in the future it's, yeah that could be the primary one.

Doug It could be the only access.

Evan Potentially. That would be your call | guess.

Brenda Ok, so have got any other questions?

Julie Just those dimensions really.

Brenda We're going to get a scale made.

Julie And hopefully you have time just to digest it and then come back with
questions, that's fine. It's hard to come up with questions on the day, you need
to think about it.

Brenda So when can | get this stuff to get to Dave Gamble, early next week?

Evan Yes | think that's quite doable, unfortunately I'll be out of the city Monday,
Tuesday, Wednesday but it will be Opus staff that will be providing this
information and they will box on with it, so yes mid-week.

Julie We should have afl the information, obviously 1 don’'t do the plan, the traffic
people do, but they have all of the information to draw all of these up so it
shouldn't be difficult to get that information.

Brenda As soon as we can get that then we can get Dave ...

Evan Yes that's a reasonable request, | think we can do that.

Brenda And you confirm that you're so far through your consultation you've spoken
with Laser Force, Automotive Solutions, but not the others yet. And you've had
a preliminary discussion with NZTA?

Evan Yes correct. And Pll try and catch up with Bevan today if he's around, but
worst case scenario ...

Doug Have you got his phone number?

Evan Yes I've got his cell phone thanks.

Evan Thank you all for your time and coming at short notice, always appreciated.

Brenda I'm going to stop the tape now.

Julie The pressures on to get the notice of requirement done which 77 of what

we've been talking about today so it's important if you do have quesfions and
its important for us also to get information back and the consuitation will be
noted in  ??? So if you have any questions that's great, but obviously it's
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publicly notified so the submission process is there. So if you want to submit
either for or against, and | assume it will be ....

Doug So in other words the way we are heading now it's going to be next year before
we get to submissions.

Julie My undarstanding is the City is pretly keen to have it lodged in the next month
so that's the timeframe, Evan's saying two {o three weeks but it's dependent a
litde bit on consuttation process.

Doug They'll get it lodged but what 'm saying is once it's lodged it's going to be, for
the hearings, it's going to be next year.

Julie Quite possibly.

Evan Quite possibly, yes.

Julie Because you'll have the Christmas shutdown.

Brenda And in the meantime the current access stays the same.

Evan Stays, yes. Yes, seems to be working.

Julie You haven't got any concems with it?

Doug I'd like it removed.

Evan No that's that's

End
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