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Summary

The NZ Transport Agenapd Auckland Transport aréeveloping theGlen Innes to Tamaki Drive Shared Ratfie Ara Ki Uta Ki Téhe path
oflandandsea) a7kmf 2y 3 LI 0K GKI G O2yyS O idokhe titdgz@itre. I TileFp&tiasfdbr-séciiofsHad yolirdzo dzND &
feedback on the proposal for Sectionf2i{i W2 Ky & w2 | Rhadibgen soNghtTh&dttracted 203\pyiblic submissions.

A Most of you (58%) were in support of the proposki.fact, 42% of

you either did not identify any areas where change was needed, or

explicitlytold@ @&2dz ¢2dz Ry QdG. YIS lFyeg OKIy3aSa

Overall sentiment and
route feedback: 39%

A Whilst you thought this section was key to the connectivity of the

path as a whole, there is a strong desire to improvensmions

Engineered

Safety: elements: 16%

within this seciton. Notably, 71% of you who commented on this 6% .\ ‘ /

aspectwantedto improve connectivity nortksouth across the route

to support access to schools, shops, and between communities. Feedback

A You have also requestedrther improvements to theonnection to Other matters: ./ themes T ig;necﬁons:
Sections 1 an8 (21% and 4% of the detailed comments on 7% Q
connectivity respectively. / \

- At St Johns Road]ese include grade Separatioair,ld removal Mode management: . . Environment:

7% 10%

of the slip lane.

- AttheSection 3nterface your suggested changes included

*Percentages are of all high-level comments received (i.e. not submitter numbers or
the number of detailed comments within themes).

improving theinterface with parking and maintenance access:
A We received 75 comments on mode management matters. Most of you (65% of those commenting on this issue) supportingpatshared
because it supported a diverse range of modes, users, and needs. However, yoffiesitsib suggestions as to with how aspesteh as

relative speeds and behaviours might be managed to improve outcomes for all.
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A You viewed both lighting and restoration planting as key facets of the amenity: Lighting because this would increases thiepaiu use
and contribute to path safetygand the planting as a contributor to the scenic and natural values of the route.

A You also suggested provision be made for other uses and features to improve the overall use and amenity of the projeleasyYour
including picnic areas, exercise equipment; G SNJ  00S&aaz FyR Wal 2NAR TSI id2NBaQod

A There were mixed views on the proposed landingsvenly split for and against and those views were strongly influenced by your
experiences on Section X.ou are after a safe and pleasant outcome overall, and suggsesb achieve this (other than landing
retention/removal) included further increasing the distance between landings, the addition-bllayeas, and markings to indicate
changes in slope.

A Most of the 100 comments made on the Section 2 structurestfieebridges, boardwalk, and pony club fence) supported the proposed
approach. However, you underlined the importance of lower bridge and boardwalk balustrades and offered thoughts on eattdead
materials, and colourSimilarly, most of those whammented on the nature of the path itself supported the 4m width and concrete
surfacing.However, you want us to use materials on the path and structures that are duesdsidy maintained, antelp with grip or
R2y QG 0S02YS af ALlvsrMiaterAy aKIFRSR | NBlFa 2N 2

A Safety was a key factor underpinning many of your comments and a number of you welcomed the proposed changes as a means of
improving safety. Your key safety concerns related to the connection with Section 1 (St Johns Road intersectionagemens of
different users and modes, and landings. You have also offered suggestions on how these, and other matters, might beochanged

improve safety outcomes.
Next steps

Your feedback will be used to inform the desigrBettion 2which is currently underwaywWhenthe designs are finalised,ewvill provideyou

with a furtherupdate¢ including sharing with you thignal design plangnd construction timeline.
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Background
Project overview and context

The Glen Innes to TamdRrive Shared Path Te
. . . - ;- R THE 7KM-LONG GLEN INNES TO

Ara Ki Uta Ki Tdthe path of land and sea) is a TAMAKI DRIVE SHARED PATH

7kmf 2y 3 LI GK GKFEG O2yyS$S \; :

suburbs to the city centre. The path is being Tamaki Dr ™, A

constructed in four sectionpictured rightjand is =

being jointly delivered by Auckland Transport and PR e AT, A )

¢ Orakei Rail Station -
the NZTransport Agency. @ s v

5 Meadowbénk Rail Statién ?

L

Section2, which is the focus of this repoand nT

shown inred, travels from St Johns Road through S S SEES 194 7. Graktel Basin

Pourewa Valley past Meadowbanl&ation to the : St R T

nNh1SA . I &RA e path (idtuied & S ARy 2 '
\ Sect|on completed RETTRE , AGIenI Innes Rafl Sfation"i"g
Y ==smmm Route in design phase i M S SN e g e '

concrete paths, boardwalks and concrete bridges S8 8  wmms Consultation i e ot kel

B s Under construction

more detail overleaf) will comprise a mix of

and be approximately 4m wide along the entire

route.

ThePdzZNE g =+ ffSeQa (2L123IANI LKE I yR Sy JanNRotessScgnstraiits. dhSletardhNdng Be/routeRve (1 S OK y
have sought to create a path that follows the geographical contours, providesofase and accessibility for people of all abilities, whilst also

minimising earthworks and environmental impact.
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Activities to raise awareness
To let you know about our consultation, we:
Innes, Point England and St Johns

A Set up gproject webpage and an online feedback form on our website.

A Handdeliveredover 20,000 brochures to people in Parnell, Remuera, Kohimarama, Meadowbank, Mission Bay, Orakei, St Heliers, Glen

A Posted information on our social media channels, including Facebook, Twitter and Neighbourly.
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A Placed an advertisement the East and Bays Courier on 17 and>@4ober
A Installedsignagen the projectarea.
A Held two public open days

- Saturday 27 October between 10am to 12ptSunhill Garden Centrand
- Sunday 28 October from 10am to 12@Orakei Bay Village.

Feedback sought from you

The consultation ran from 15 October to 9 November 20tBaddition to general questions around your personal interest in and likely use of

the project, we asked:

A What aspects of the design do you lded why.

A What aspects of the design would you change and why.

You could provide feedback using an online susion form (on ouHave Your Say websjtevzia email, or by completing the hard copy

feedback form that was included the consultation brochure. A copy of the feedback form may be fourfdtachment lat the back of this

report.

A Feedback on Secti®@® n Nh | Sboardwalkiwias/sought at the same time bhas been reported separatelifhe data reported herein
relates only to the submissions and responses received tiorela Sectior?. A total 0f466 submissions were made as part of the

consultation as a whole, but on®@3 of these wereelevantto Sectior?.
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Your feedback

A Multiple answers could be given to many of the questions so the total number of respodseEmmentsnay exceed the number of
submissions Similarly, percentages should not be summed where multiple responses have been given to a question and expressed as a

proportion of submitter numbers.
About you
We received feedback on Secti@dfrom 293 submitters:

A 172 were completedonline, 119were submitted using the hardcopy feedback form, &wlibmissions were received by email.

A 245 submitters(84%)live or own property in/near the project are83 (11%)work or own a business in the areand72 (25%) visit the
area to shop

A 188 submitters 64%) walk or run in the ared49 61%) cycle in the area, ari®8 (47%) take the bus or traifpictured overleaf)

A Those of you that cycle:

98 (33%) cycle regularly;

77 (26%) cycle occasionally;

115 (39%) maycycle or cycle more often if cycling facilities improse]

44 (15%) would never cycle.
A Only 16(5%)people told us that they would never use the shared palfiost of youindicated that you alreadgither walk or cycle on the

path for recreationand will continue to do so once the works are complete.
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How do you think you will you use the shared path?
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Overview of what you told us

The themes to emerge from your feedback are pictured,
right. The following secti@yprovide more detail of your
feedback on each of these matters many of which are
interconnected. We have also responded to comments an
suggestions; our responses may be found within
Attachment2.

A The following sectionsave been sequenced start

with big picture matters and work through to the finer

detail, sothe orderdiffers slightly fronthe hierarchyas

pictured
Overall sentiment and route feedback

From all the comments we received, mostyou (58%)
were in support of the proposaln fact, 42% of yoeither
did not identifyanyareas where change was needed, or
SELX AOA(C G2f R dza &2dz 620

w

e

Overall sentiment and
route feedback: 39%

Engineered

Safety: elements: 16%

6%

® |

Feedback

./ themes \.

zf *ﬂvarc)é.nﬁgés are\s'fb/.’ }n’gglevey c%réem‘s éc&vl?d Meﬂm&:é:rﬂ?rrer h'lJereg or

the number of detailed comments within themes).

Connections:
15%

Other matters:
7%

Environment:
10%

Mode management:
7%

remainder of you identifying some areas where features

within the proposal could be improved. Where you supported the proposal, thibecsuse:

A
A
A

February 2019

The route and overafiroposal is sensible given the constraints of the environment.
The route provides a safe afbad facility that caters to a number of different modes, user abilities, and needs.

The proposal offers the community improved access and connectivity, amebgiales choice.
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A The pathwill provide an important and much awaited community amenity
- The route offers access through a natural area whilst also providing a
more direct route between communities and the CBD/Tamaki Drive.
- Manyof youtold us thatyou are pleased to see this Section progressing

or wereparticularlyeager for the project to be completed quicK5%)

d wouldn't change anything as it is obvious to me much thought ha

)

gone into the designé!
GLG Fff &az2dzyRa 3 Napend iowil rdally Dake oyl
O2YYdziS X F LJ SI adz2NBoé

dIt] opens up an otherwise inaccessible and special part of the

neighbourhoo €

OAll OK. Itis time to get on building the bike way.

® In support/ positive
= Mixed/unclear

® In opposition/ negative

No comment

A 33% of you indicated conditional support (or your overall viethefSection 2 proposal was not explicit). The areas where you felt further

consideration is required will be detailed belavithin each of the key themes

A 4% of you had no view on the proposal and the remaining 4% of you told us that you did not ikegbeal largely because you think the

project is expensivghat the money would be better spent elsewhem,the path isunlikely to be well used.

A would scrap it and use the enormous amount of money saved to improve safety for cyclists on mahy tiemggh of

the proposed path on the existing road netwerk.

dShould not go ahead with this for the few who might iisge
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Along with overall sentiment for the proposaB bf you expressed a view on the route. Of these, 40 of you expressed support for the route

for the reasons outlined aboveYoumainsuggestiosfor a change to theoute were as follows

Note: matters relating to connections are addressed separaety
A Threeof you are of the view that the route should follow the railway (to the city or to join Tamaki Drive beyond the Boatilga@hd).

This was to provide a more direct route to the city and in part to avoid the hilly Ngapipi Road sectmntrBgt onepersontold us:
GLYAGAFIfE&@E GKS 20SNrff RSaA3IAYy FYyGAOALI GSR { SOGA2Y Dnve. Nbiegy y A y 3
Section 4 route was subsequently (and sensibly) chaxXiggdBut now Section 2 ought tbnk directly to Section 4running along
the foreshore and obviating any need to cross the creek/basin/train tbécKst seems like a poorly thought out plan to contort

{SO0iGA2y w a2 GKIG AG 22Aya dd 6AGK {SOGA2Y o 4 I ff ®f

A Regardless dhis, oneof youhas suggestethat Section 4 needs to be prioritised, and another ttiare needs to be an interim solution
F2N) GKS O2yySOilAz2y 0S¢ S Saftheawidiy|n&row rodfisijusytooldafiderow®le Y {1 A 5 NR @S a
A Three of you were concerned witktS SEG Sy id 2F (KS WRSG2dzND GKNRdAAK ¢FKFLIF wSaSNB$S
0S I o6F NNRASN G2 (idkeofthabe§ukseguentiigdrigidded: | 2 6 S O3S NI
aL £ 221 S RnearjivaniukuSt[sit]&sat teduced the 'directnesbut | understand it is desirable due to the terrain and it

enables a connection to Tahapa cresdsit]jd €

Note: Each of the key themes that follow have been analysed in more detail. Themes have been broken into issues, so numbers of

comments/percentages cannot be related to those given within the preceding sections of this document.
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Connections

Connection to Section 1

We proposed several improvements to make it safer for people to cross St Johns Road and St

Heliers Bay Road, and to access the shared path (pictigiet):

A installing a raised cycligtedestrian crossing across the slip lane on St Heliers Bay Road:;

A increasing the size of the traffic island to provide more room for pedestrians and peop
on bikes; and

A widening the footpath at the intersection on the western side of St Johns Road.

We also proposed thahe slip lane at the top of St Heliers Bay Road begeed slightly to

make room for a larger island.

46 of you commented on thisonnection(21%of those
commenting on connectionsmany of you notinghat the
intersection was difficult to cross and unsafi4 of you
welcomed the proposed changes and two expressed
residual (general) concern$n addition, there were 30

requests for further specific change:

A 11of your commentsxpressed a desire for a grade
separated crossing such as an underpass or brioige (
person noting an underpass would also assist horse

riders).
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e

11



































































