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Submission by the Dunedin Amenities Society 

Dunedin Separated Cycle Lane Proposal 

Introduction 

The Dunedin Amenities Society has read through the consultative material provided by the 

NZTA and Dunedin City Council in regards to the options for the separated cycle lane 

proposals.  

The Society has not formulated an opinion on whether Option 1 (One Way Pair Separated 

Cycle Lane) or Option 2 (Cumberland Street Separated Cycle Lane) but has instead chosen to 

look at the effects of the proposal in regards to the effects of the proposal; 

 On landscape and visual amenity 

 Parking and the wider impacts of poor parking policy in the city 

 On existing budgets caused through changes in capital and maintenance costs to the 

City Council 

These affects are significant for the city on a number of levels and do not seem to have been 

fully considered when this proposal was placed before the public.  

Visual & Landscape Amenity 

On the face of it the design appears to provide an attractive planted border as a barrier 

between cyclists and vehicles. This has clearly been influenced by similar designs overseas. 

Such roadside designs are attractive in theory but often have severe limitations due to a 

number of factors including; 

 The narrowness of concrete borders is often prone to desiccation of soil which 

causes plant death. 

 Negative influences of shade to particular planted species 

 Impacts of vehicle emissions, driving behaviour and vandalism. 

Such borders may be very difficult and costly to maintain to a high standard and this will 

detract visually to the urban streetscape. 

The Society is deeply concerned at the loss of street trees on the proposed routes. Many of 

these trees have taken years to get established in these areas and their removal seems a 

waste of a valuable beautification and landscape resource that the City Council has invested 

many thousands of hours and dollars into. There is a paucity of information on which exactly 

which trees and from what location are likely to be removed and this of considerable 

concern to the Society. Trees in the urban landscape form valuable vegetative pathways for 

biodiversity connectivity in urban settings and their loss from the built up areas of the 

proposal is of significant concern. 

The Society submits that whatever option NZTA or the City Council decide upon that; 
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 In all future plans those street trees or any other trees significant or otherwise are 

identified on any future proposals so that the public and organisations such as the 

Society are able to clearly understand and comment on the landscape, heritage and 

biodiversity impacts of such a proposal. 

 NZTA and the Dunedin City Council should seek alternative design and route options 

to ensure that street trees or significant trees are retained in their original positions.  

 Any proposal for this development that requires the removal of significant trees or 

street trees in general should be required to replace those trees in a “like for like” 

act of reciprocity that ensures the continuation of similar tree stocks in the urban 

environment. 

 If either agency continue with either proposal then all street trees that may require 

removal for either proposal be professionally root-balled and removed as entire 

trees for replanting. 

It is the Society’s strongest desire to see all trees in the urban context protected and 

preserved something that this proposal fails to ensure. 

Parking 

The Dunedin Amenities Society has had significant problems with the Dunedin City Council 

over the impacts of parking on city reserves, particularly the Dunedin Town Belt. It has 

become clear to the Society in dealing with these issues that the Council’s Parking Strategy 

has pushed vehicles further out of the CBD area into reserve and suburban areas.  This 

combined with sporadic and ineffective enforcement has seen an increase in the use of 

reserve areas for long term commuter parking. Such a problem devalues reserve areas and 

damages the landscape and functionality of these areas for public enjoyment. Congestion by 

long term all day parking is becoming a significant issue for the Town Belt and has been 

highlighted to the Society with the handling of the Littlebourne Road area of the reserve. 

The City Council’s poor decision-making in this area lead the Amenities Society to lobby for 

more than five years to stop the Town Belt being created into a commuter car-park. Other 

pressures are also prevalent in this reserve due to higher numbers of students living 

adjacent to the reserve having vehicles, leading to greater pressure on the reserve. 

In another example the Amenities Society was consulted by the City Council as to the use of 

a portion of the Town Belt for parking at Olveston. Our research showed that the Olveston’s 

problems were a direct result of the Council’s parking policies pushing all day commuters 

into the area and taking up the designated 90 minute parks for Olveston visitors.  

The options of the cycle lane proposal will remove between 185 and 391 parking spaces and 

this is a serious loss to the city. The Dunedin Amenities Society has clear evidence that the 

City Council’s Parking Strategy is creating negative effects on our important reserve spaces. 

This proposal is likely to add to those problems significantly. The city’s reserves including 

Dunedin’s Town Belt are not parking spaces, but landscape areas for recreation, biodiversity 

and passive and active recreation.  
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The proposal suggests the use of commercial parking or the construction of more 

commercial parking buildings to deal with this negative effect and angle parking in other 

streets. However it does not take into the account that; 

 This will increase the daily and weekly costs for long term or commuter parking 

which will drive people to seek free alternative parking outside of these areas and 

thus create further pressure on reserve areas 

 That the University area is already under significant parking pressure from long term, 

commuter and resident parking (shown in the numbers utilising areas such as Logan 

Park).  

There is a real paucity of information in the proposal around parking issues and the lack of a 

relevant estimate on the cost of any of the proposals by the City Council is of concern.  

Capital and Maintenance Costs 

As raised in the earlier part of this submission the Society has concerns over the design of 

the proposed planted borders. That design has significant implications in regards to the cost 

of maintenance. The proposal for the borders both in construction and annual maintenance 

will apparently be paid for by the Dunedin City Council. In order for the planted borders to 

be maintained to the standard shown in the proposal documentation and not disintegrate 

into a poor visual display there will be significant costs. The narrowness of the borders as 

stated earlier will lead to soil desiccation and will possibly require irrigation. Street borders 

in these conditions and position will require maintenance. Otherwise the vegetation display 

will be poor, drab and give a very poor impression of our city. Once again the proposal does 

not provide; 

 How much is the capital and annual maintenance costs of the proposal? 

 Where is the money coming from and will it impact existing budgets?  

 To what standard will the borders be maintained?  

 Does that include annual plant replacement? 

 Will it require an irrigation system? 

The Dunedin Amenities Society is deeply concerned that both the capital cost and annual 

maintenance costs will be found within existing Council budgets. That will mean the likely 

department to bear the brunt of such expenditure will be Community and Recreation 

Services. This department’s resources are already stretched as it struggles to ensure 

adequate resources are provided for, biodiversity, recreation, landscape and amenity. 

Therefore the Society seeks clarification and strongly opposes: 

 That the capital and annual maintenance for this proposal comes from this 

department’s existing budget. 

The Society also requests that the City Council clarifies to the Society and other concerned 

residents which areas of existing management will be cut or removed from current 

operations should this department’s budget be used for this proposal. Will this include 
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expenditure in areas such as the Town Belt, scenic reserves, dune conservation, public 

tracks, playgrounds, sports-fields, amenity horticulture, trees or any other area of the 

Community and Recreation Services budget?  

Conclusions 

The Society has not formulated a view on which option should be undertaken for very 

simple reasons; 

 A paucity of information on the design aspects of the proposal 

 A paucity of information on the landscape and visual effects of the proposal 

 A paucity of information on the effects and mitigation of changes to parking 

 A paucity of discussion of alternatives to the current proposal 

 A paucity of information in relation to the capital and annual maintenance costs by 

the City Council 

These matters need serious and transparent discussion to ensure that the effects 

highlighted by the Society are dealt with appropriately and rationally. While the Society 

shares concerns for safety of all road users this proposal needs much better levels of 

information and a deeper understanding of the effects and their mitigation to ensure it 

works for everyone in our community.  

 

 

 


