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 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 1. To provide details of the concept plan that has been prepared for a Coastal Pathway between 

Ferrymead and Sumner, and present the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board’s 
recommendation on the next steps for this project. 

 
 2. To recommend a change to the resource consent application to Environment Canterbury 

(ECan) for the Main Road three laning so that the embankment slope on that project is 
consistent with this Coastal Pathway concept plan and minimises required reclamation. 

 
 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 3. The Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group has been advocating for the establishment of a 

pathway between Ferrymead and Sumner.  This has gained wide community support, including 
the Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board.  The Council included funding for a coastal path study 
in the 2012/13 Annual Plan.  In late 2012, Council announced that the project would be 
undertaken as a community partnership between the Council and the Christchurch Coastal 
Pathway Group. 

 
 4. The purpose of the project at this stage is as follows: 
 

 To design a concept for the pathway to connect Ferrymead to Mt Pleasant and on 
through Redcliffs, finishing at the end of Scarborough Beach in Sumner, that will cater for 
children, pedestrians, cyclists, skateboarders and people with impaired mobility such as 
scooter and wheelchair users.  This includes testing the feasibility of options. 

 To provide a concept that can be used to enable an integrated design approach with 
other projects within the coastal corridor including the phase 2 of the Ferry Road/Main 
Road Suburban Centre Master Plan and Stronger Christchurch Infrastructure Rebuild 
Team (SCIRT) programme. 

 To establish a rough order of costs for the pathway to be used to support funding bids. 
 
 5. No commitment has been made by any party to the funding or construction of the pathway 

concept, though the Coastal Pathway Group has indicated that completion of the concept plan 
would enable them to seek funding from third parties to assist with its construction. 

 
 6. Wraight and Associates, a Wellington based landscape architectural practice with experience of 

coastal projects, have been appointed as the lead consultants to develop the concept design.  
An intensive phase of community consultation was undertaken between 18 September and 24 
October 2012.  In total three rounds of meetings were held with the three local communities 
(Mount Pleasant, Redcliffs and Sumner).  Approximately 450 people attended these meetings 
and provided input into the design process.  Direct consultation was undertaken with key 
stakeholder groups including the Ihutai Trust, yacht clubs and residents associations.  The local  
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  Rūnanga has been consulted via Mahaanui Kurataiao Ltd (MKT).  A multi disciplinary staff  

project team has also provided input into the development of the concept plan, and there has 
been liaison with SCIRT in relation to projects that they are designing and delivering in the area.   

 
  The existing infrastructure projects include: Ferrymead bridge, Main Road three laning, the 

causeway and Beachville sea wall. 
 
 7. The draft concept plan has established a vision for the pathway of ‘a necklace of jewels 

connecting communities’.  It sets out a series of strategies that will help to enhance the 
character and amenity of the area and achieve an integrated approach to design.  A range of 
outcomes have been identified, and the goals aim to deliver the widest possible benefit for the 
community, achieve community resilience, and provide multiple benefits that address the needs 
of multiple groups with one solution.  It recognises that there are still some uncertainties along 
the route, but the concept provides suggested treatments that offer flexibility to respond to 
issues that are identified at the detailed design stage.  The draft concept plan is presented in 
Attachment 1.  

 
 8. In broad terms the route will start in Ferrymead and cross the new Ferrymead bridge to Scott 

Park.  It proposes to run adjacent to Main Road across the Causeway, with an additional inner 
loop around McCormacks Bay providing a link with community facilities and recreational 
opportunities as well as offering more shelter from the easterlies.  One of the major new 
features proposed along the route is the naturalisation of the waters edge at Redcliffs Park, 
which could incorporate a boardwalk over a salt marsh wetland.  From here there are two 
options, either to continue along Beachville Road, or around the waters edge adjacent to the 
deep water channel.  These routes rejoin at the eastern seawall and progress southwards 
through a new linear park that is currently part of the road reserve.  At Beachville Reserve there 
is another choice, either to continue along the waters edge to the tram stop, or to rejoin 
Main Road on a loop that passes through Redcliffs village centre and provides a link with 
Barnett Park.  From the tram stop the route skirts around Moncks Bay on boardwalks, with 
provision being made for it to run between the road and the yacht club and rebuilt boat shed.  At 
Shag Rock a new lookout structure is proposed to provide dramatic views across the estuary 
mouth.  The pathway continues along boardwalks at the back of the beach, and then follows the 
contours of the dunes as it approaches Sumner.  Through Sumner village centre the pathway 
proposes to integrate with the existing memorial walk and proposal in the draft Master Plan.  
The route continues along the esplanade, with improved features and beach access, 
culminating at a new deck next to the lifeboat shed at Scarborough Beach. 

 
 9. The draft concept plan explains the specific design treatment for each of these sections and 

recognises that a number of further stages are required in order to progress the project.  These 
include funding, site investigations, detailed design, consents and construction.  It is envisaged 
that there would be further community consultation as part of this process. 

 
 10. The estimated rough order of costs is $26 million.  This does not take into account work 

currently underway as part of Council projects (Ferrymead bridge and Main Road three laning), 
and SCIRT’s repair and rebuild programme, however, where relevant it identifies additional 
betterment costs.  Some costs are excluded in this estimate, including GST, inflation and 
abnormal ground conditions.  

 
 11. A phased approach to implementation is suggested, with initial priority being co-ordination with 

the rebuild projects between Ferrymead and the Causeway and at Beachville sea wall.  
Integration with works proposed through the Ferry Road/Main Road and Sumner Village Centre 
Master Plans is also promoted to achieve increased efficiency and to enhance outcomes.  The 
Coastal Pathway Group has indicated that their priority is to give equal weight to the two routes 
through Redcliffs (water’s edge and inland).  It is recognised that the waterfront routes are likely 
to be more contentious and expensive.  However, there is opportunity for the water’s edge 
routes through the two sections at Beachville Road and Main Road to be considered a longer 
term aspiration.  This would allow for more time to consult with directly affected local residents 
and enable approximately $8 million of the estimated cost to be deferred. 
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 12. The concept plan provides a basis for considering the implications and benefits of a coastal 

pathway.  It also provides a vehicle for the Coastal Pathway Group to seek external funding, 
including sources such as the Prime Minister’s Christchurch Earthquake Appeal fund.  The 
Coastal Pathway Group has indicated that they will be targeting several million dollars of 
external funding. 

 
 13. Whilst staff have contributed to the preparation of the concept plan, the plan sets out the 

proposals of the consultant firm based upon their analysis and the feedback from community 
consultation.  Staff have identified some aspects of the proposal that are considered to require 
further consideration, in particular the implications of the naturalisation of Redcliffs Park on the 
sports facilities and local transport network.  There are also issues with respect to co-ordinating 
the timing and integration with the current SCIRT infrastructure programme which is aiming to 
progress construction of the three laning of Main Road and repairs to the Causeway early in 
2013.  The executive committee of the Coastal Pathway Group will be considering the concept 
plan in early February 2013.  Following consideration by the Hagley/Ferrymead Community 
Board, this report will be taken to the Council meeting on 14 February 2013. 

 
 14. The draft plan provides a comprehensive overview of the concept design and establishes the 

rough order of cost for the delivery of a coastal pathway.  It recognises that more detailed work 
is required prior to implementation.  As a next step in this process it is considered appropriate 
for Council to undertake wider consultation with the community, to ascertain the commitment of 
external funders to the project via the Coastal Pathway Group, and to peer review the concept 
design and costs.  This additional information will help to guide decisions on how the project 
should be progressed. 

 
 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
 15. $50,000 has been allocated in the 2012/13 Annual Plan for a coastal path study.  This sum has 

been used to fund the development of the concept plan through the engagement of landscape 
design consultants.  Staff resources have been provided through the budget for the Phase 2 of 
the Ferry Road/Main Road Master Plan.  The Coastal Pathway Group has contributed to the 
cost of consultation, including venue hire. 

 
 16. At present there is no funding for the implementation of the Coastal Pathway, and even if 

endorsed by the community and the Council, funding will need to be identified and approved 
before any commitment to implementation can be given.  The $26 million capital price tag 
provided is preliminary, and excludes a number of elements.  It is also likely to be all considered 
as a form of betterment, accordingly does not include any cost associated with SCIRT based 
repairs.  Council will therefore need to ultimately make a decision on funding implementation.  
As noted earlier the Coastal Pathway Group have indicated that they will seek funding from third 
party sources, whilst this might be substantial, the community and Council are still likely to be 
the major funders of any implementation.  The final issue/unknown is one of timing.  It would 
certainly be possible to progressively implement the concept over a number of years, and over a 
series of logical steps, and while this may spread the funding it does not make the project any 
more affordable. 

 
 17. Accordingly there are a significant number of affordability constraints to implementation.  While 

the draft LTP in February will include some nominal funding amount for the project, Council will 
need to, as part of the LTP, determine its commitment to implementing the concept.  As part of 
any final decision the Council will need to consider the cost and timing of implementation. 

 
 Do the Recommendations of this Report Align with 2009-19 LTCCP budgets?  
 
 18. Yes, see above. 
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 LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 19. None arising at this stage.  Consideration of property issues and consenting process will need 

to be considered at future stages. 
 
 Have you considered the legal implications of the issue under consideration?  
 
 20. Yes. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH LTCCP AND ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT PLANS 
 
 21. The Coastal Pathway project is provided for within Activity Management Plan 1.0 City and 

Community Long Term Policy and Planning. 
 
 Do the recommendations of this report support a level of service or project in the 2009-19 

LTCCP? 
 
 22. Yes, see above. 
 
 ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGIES 
 
 23. The Coastal Pathway is consistent with a number of strategies including the Christchurch 

Transport Strategic Plan and the Public Open Space Strategy. 
 
 Do the recommendations align with the Council’s strategies? 
 
 24. Yes. 
 
 CONSULTATION FULFILMENT 
 
 25. Consultation has been undertaken with the local communities along the route and with 

stakeholder groups during the preparation of the draft concept plan.  In total nine community 
meetings/workshops were held over a five week period during September and October 2012.  
Approximately 450 people attended these sessions and were able to provide input into the 
process and feedback on the emerging options.  In addition the project team has met with 
SCIRT and ECan staff.  Department of Conservation (DOC) has also been consulted.  MKT has 
been engaged to consult with the local Rūnanga.  A report setting out the Rūnanga’s position, 
which does not oppose the pathway in principle, was received on 14 December 2012.  The 
Coastal Pathway Group has extended an invitation to the Rūnanga, Community Board and 
Council to have an escorted site visit in order to improve understanding of the issues.  The 
Hagley/Ferrymead Community Board were briefed on the project on 3 October and 14 
November 2012.  At this stage there has been no formal community consultation on the draft 
plan itself.  It is possible some people may not have engaged in the consultation undertaken to 
date as they may have viewed this as being more for those who support the project, and there is 
an indication that some property owners whose properties front the water’s edge in the 
Beachville area of Redcliffs are concerned about a waterfront route past their properties. 

 
 Main Road Three Laning Embankment Slope 
 
 26. The resource consent process for this project is underway (ECan Resource Consent number 

CRC132235).  MKT in its submission on the project has opposed the reclamation.  In a meeting 
with MKT and ECan a number of options to minimise reclamation were presented.  These have 
been investigated and only a change in the embankment slope is feasible to reduce the area of 
the required reclamation. 
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 27. It is proposed to change the embankment slope from 1 in 3 to 1 in 2, and provide access at 

appropriate locations by means of steps or ramps.  This change will mean that the Main Road 
three laning embankment slope is consistent with that recommended by the Coastal Pathway 
Concept Plan, and that recommended by SCIRT in other locations, including along the 
causeway. 

 
 STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is recommended that the Council: 
 
 (a) Receive the report. 
 
 (b) Adopt the draft concept plan for formal community consultation. 
 
 (c) Endorse the draft concept plan as a basis for the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group 

exploring and securing external funding. 
 
 (d) Request as part of a final report on the Coastal Pathway to the Council, following consultation 

that is undertaken, staff also provide a detailed costing and implementation programme for the 
Council to consider (including any possible external funding sources) as part of its final 
consideration of the proposed project. 

 
 (e) Request that staff work with the Stronger Christchurch Infrastructure Rebuild Team to identify 

the opportunities and cost of giving effect to the draft Concept Plan as part of any proposed 
earthquake recovery works planned over the next 12 months, and to report back to the Council. 

 
 (f) Amend its resolution so that the resource consent application to Environment Canterbury for 

Main Road three laning embankment slope be 1 in 2, rather than 1 in 3. 
 
 (g) Note that the Coastal Pathway Group has extended an invitation to the Hagley/Ferrymead 

Community Board and the Council to attend a site visit. 
 

BOARD CONSIDERATION 
 
 The Board received the staff report and the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Concept Design and 

Feasibility Report.  Council staff and the principal consultant from Wraight + Associates provided 
clarification and responded to questions on the reports, technical and financial aspects, and 
consultation.   

 
 Board members discussed consultation on the Concept Design and Feasibility Report, and that this 

will enable the whole community to provide its view on the concept and the options within it, including 
residents with boundaries adjacent to the Estuary and Ngai Tahu.  Board members discussed the 
need for options within the report to be clearly outlined for the consultation, and that all projects, 
master plans and strategies in this area should be aligned.  The Board agreed that by making 
recommendations to the Council it is not taking a position on the possibility of a pathway on the 
estuary side of Main Road and Beachville Road water front houses.    

 
 The Board also received deputations and supporting information from the Christchurch Coastal 

Pathway Group, represented by Linda Rutland and Michael Sleigh, and from Chris Doudney and 
Grant Bargrove, representing residents of Beachville Road and Main Road.  Written information from 
Daryl Sayer, a business owner in Redcliffs, was tabled.   
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 BOARD RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It was decided unanimously on the motion of Tim Carter, seconded by David Cox, that the Board 

recommend that the Council:   
 
 (a) Receive the report. 
 
 (b) Adopt the draft concept plan for formal community consultation. 
 
 (c) Endorse the draft concept plan as a basis for the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group 

exploring and securing external funding. 
 
  Note:  The Board is not taking a position on the possibility of a pathway on the estuary side of 

Main Road and Beachville Road waterfront houses.  The Board will consider taking a position 
on this following consultation feedback. 

 
 (d) Request as part of a final report on the Coastal Pathway to the Council, following consultation 

that is undertaken, staff also provide a detailed costing and implementation programme for the 
Council to consider (including any possible external funding sources) as part of its final 
consideration of the proposed project. 

 
 (e) Request that staff work with the Stronger Christchurch Infrastructure Rebuild Team to identify 

the opportunities and cost of giving effect to the draft Concept Plan as part of any proposed 
earthquake recovery works planned over the next 12 months, and to report back to the Council. 

 
 (f) Amend its resolution so that the resource consent application to Environment Canterbury for 

Main Road three laning embankment slope be 1 in 2, rather than 1 in 3. 
 
 BACKGROUND (THE ISSUES) 
 
 28. For many years consideration has been given to achieving a coastal walkway to Sumner.  As a 

result of the 2010/11 earthquakes significant work is required to repair damaged infrastructure 
along the coastal corridor between Ferrymead and Sumner.  There are a number of Council 
projects underway in this area, including a Master Plan for the Ferry Road/Main Road corridor.  
This has created an opportunity to take an integrated approach to project development and 
delivery. 

 
 29. The coastal pathway project is looking to achieve a continuous link along the section of coast 

between Ferrymead and Sumner.  Its purpose is to provide a multi functional pathway suitable 
for a full range of users.  It proposes to connect the communities in the area and provide a link 
to other existing networks.  Whilst the principal use will be recreational it will contribute to the 
transport network, including providing an alternative connection in the event of a major event.  It 
is consistent with the provisions of the Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan. 

 
 30. In addition to the transport and recreational function of the pathway, the draft concept plan has 

developed a series of strategies that will enhance the character and identity of the area through 
a series of amenity features.  The strategies relate to: 

 
 Experiences and nodes 
 Geology and edge conditions 
 Signage and interpretation 
 Transport connections 
 Lighting 
 Furniture 
 Planting 
 Textures and materials. 
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 31. The concept plan seeks to achieve the following outcomes: 
 

 Ecological gain for the estuary 
 Economic gain for the city 
 Cultural gain for Ngai Tahu 
 Social gain for the community 
 Recreational gain 
 Gain in public access to the coastal margin 
 Explicit recognition of the loss that has been suffered and the legacy this provides for 

future generations 
 No loss of private property where it exists above mean high water springs and no loss of 

access to the water 
 
 32. A desire for the pathway project has been to follow the water’s edge.  This raises some areas of 

potential concern with local residents with regards to privacy and amenity issues.  There are two 
sections of the proposed pathway in Redcliffs at Beachville Road and Main Road where 
properties back on to a narrow coastal strip adjacent to the water’s edge.  Currently access is 
not possible over the entire length of the strip.  The concept plan identifies a way that access 
could be achieved without involving private property, but it also recognises that alternative ‘in 
land’ routes will provide another option. 

 
 33. The proposal to naturalise the coastline at Redcliffs Park raises concerns in relation to the 

impact on the playing fields and the local road network.  The potential loss of playing fields in an 
area that is already under provided is a significant issue.  The implications of closing a section 
of Beachville Road, between Main Road and Celia Street to vehicular traffic has yet to be fully 
modelled.  The proposed alternative route will encroach upon the reserve and this has 
implications in respect of the Reserve Management Plan.  Either of these roading options could 

 
  result in a reduction of parking for the park and the jetty.  More detailed consideration of access 

to properties also needs to be undertaken. 
 
 34. Along the section from Scott Park to the eastern end of the Causeway land reclamation is 

proposed as part of the infrastructure rebuild projects.  This includes provision for a four metre 
pathway.  The local Rūnanga has raised concerns with respect to reclamation.  Some variations 
to the reclamation are contemplated in the concept plan to allow for improved access to the 
water and enhancement of rip rap wall to provide greater biodiversity and amenity opportunities. 

 
 35. Ngāi Tūāhuriri have manawhenua over, and are kaitiaki for this area.  However, Te Hapū o 

Ngāti Wheke also claim interest in the southern margins of Te Ihutai, but this is contested by 
Ngāi Tūāhuriri.    The Rūnanga have been consulted through MKT.  The degradation of the 
estuary, Te Ihutai, and its tributaries and its loss as a mahinga kai is a significant issue for 
Rūnanga.  The specific values that have been identified are: 

 
 Relationship of tangata whenua with Ihutai and coastal areas 
 Archaeological sites 
 Waterways and springs 
 Foreshore and seabed 
 Taonga species and mahinga kai 
 Restoration of coastal ecology  
 Stormwater 

 
 36. The Rūnanga position is that they are not opposed to the coastal pathway in principle.  With 

respect to reclamation, it should be noted that the major component related to the pathway is 
included within the proposals for the three laning of Main Road and the rebuild and repair of the 
Causeway which are subject to separate ECan consenting processes under an Order In 
Council.  The Rūnanga has indicated that the occupation of the space and the proposed 
method for the Causeway infrastructure repair work may be acceptable provided that a net  
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  environmental and cultural benefit is generated through the adoption of culturally appropriate 

design and mitigation.  The concept plan addresses these issues in a number of ways: it 
includes a proposal for the naturalisation of the coastline and integration with Redcliffs Park; 
provision has been made in the rip rap revetment for introduction of bio diversity elements such 
as rock pools and access to the estuary; the project also identifies opportunities for 
interpretation.  This mitigation provides a basis for further discussion with iwi as the design is 
progressed. 

 
 Main Road Three Laning Embankment Slope 
 
 37. Council approved the Main Road three laning project to proceed in May 2012, and included a 

resolution that the embankment slope should be 1 in 3.  This resolution was intended to ensure 
that MKT’s desire for access to the water is met.  Since then the Coastal Pathway concept has 
chosen a standard embankment slope of 1 in 2, and SCIRT is using this slope elsewhere.  
Access to the water is provided by steps or ramps in appropriate locations. 

 
 38. The resource consent process for the three laning project is underway (ECan Resource 

Consent number CRC132235), and the consultation has closed.  Only one detailed submission 
was received.  This was from MKT expressing their opposition to reclamation.  Staff have met 
with MKT and ECan officers to understand their concerns and suggestions that they have to 
minimise reclamation.  These suggestions have been investigated and, with the exception of 
embankment slope, cannot be implemented without compromising the three laning project or 
the Coastal Pathway project.  A change to the resource consent application to propose a slope 
of 1 in 2 will reduce the extent of the reclamation and so address part of the MKT concern, while 
the provision of steps or ramps will still allow for public access. 
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Client:
Christchurch City Council
53 Hereford Street
Christchurch Central 8011
hƩ p://www.ccc.govt.nz/

&

Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group
Mt. Pleasant Temporary Community Centre
3 McCormacks Bay Road
Mt Pleasant, Christchurch 8081
hƩ p://www.christchurchcoastalpathway.org.nz/

Consultant:
Wraight + Associates Limited
PO Box 19212
Wellington

The Proposed Christchurch Coastal Pathway project is a partnership project between 
Christchurch City Council and the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group. The project has been 
iniƟ ated by the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group and is funded and project managed by 
the Christchurch City Council. 

Wraight + Associates have undertaken community consultaƟ on facilitaƟ on, prepared the 
landscape architectural concept design and feasibility, including cost esƟ mates, which is 
summarised in this report.
 
This report has been prepared on behalf, and for the exclusive use of the Christchurch City 
Council and the Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group. It is subject to and issued in connecƟ on 
with the provisions of the agreement between Wraight + Associates Limited (WA) and 
Christchurch City Council. The consultant accepts no liability or responsibility whatsoever for 
or in respect of any use or reliance upon this design or report by any third party.

Status:    date:

InƟ al Issue   20.12.12
DraŌ  Issue to MR for comments  17.12.12
DraŌ  Issue    03.12.12
Prelim for cosƟ ng + Rob G   30.11.12
Prelim for cosƟ ng    22.11.12
Preliminary Issue    09.11.12
Preliminary Issue    06.11.12
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E X E C U T I V E  S U M M A R Y
This report describes the proposed Christchurch Coastal Pathway between Ferrymead 
and Sumner. It presents a concept design for the project and a cosƟ ng that will allow 
its feasibility to be assessed. 

The communiƟ es of Mt Pleasant, Redcliff s and Sumner have been instrumental in 
this study. Phased interacƟ on with community members, community leaders and 
stakeholders including Ihutai Trust, sports club representaƟ ves, local schools, ECan and 
CCC offi  cers recognised the importance that the proposal integrates ecology, access, 
culture, recrea  on, commercial ac  vity and quality of space. 

The vision that emerged from this consultaƟ on is for: 

‘a necklace of jewels connecƟ ng communiƟ es’

The proposed cycleway and pedestrian path could be more than a route between 
suburbs. It could provide new amenity, new recreaƟ on faciliƟ es and new access; it  
could enhance ecology, tourism and community faciliƟ es; and it could celebrate the 
natural and cultural qualiƟ es of some of the areas worst-aff ected by the 2010-2011 
earthquakes. The project is a long-held idea and ambiƟ on for the communiƟ es of 
the area, as well as of greater Christchurch. Current circumstances provide a unique 
opportunity to drive forward its realisaƟ on in a way that can reap mulƟ ple benefi ts.

Physically, the design proposes a wide path around the estuary beside Ɵ dal mud 
fl ats, through a reinstated beach in Redcliff s, along boardwalks on Moncks Bay’s deep 
water frontages, and across the coastal beaches at Sumner. It will facilitate access 
into the city from the surrounding residences; access to the Port Hills and beaches 
from the central city; and access to the estuary for fi shing, birdwatching, boaƟ ng and 
swimming, worming and shell collecƟ ng. It could open up recreaƟ on-based business 
opportuniƟ es for the area.  The proposed pathway could also tell stories of the area’s 
Maori heritage and European seƩ lement, and could commemorate the spirit of the 
people who endured life at the epicenters of the recent Christchurch earthquakes. 

Works for the Coastal Pathway are proposed to integrate with or be addiƟ ve to the 
rebuild works. At this point,  the Coastal Pathway proposal is at an early stage, concepts 
are indicaƟ ve only and will require further detailed invesƟ gaƟ on. 
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1.  I N T R O D U C T I O N

The Port Hills communiƟ es of Heathcote, Ferrymead, Mt 
Pleasant, Redcliff s and Sumner accommodate residences for 
over 17,000 people - approximately the same populaƟ on 
as Ashburton. The area is also an important recreaƟ on and 
tourism desƟ naƟ on for Christchurch’s 370,000 people, 
as well as domesƟ c and internaƟ onal tourists. Access to 
the area is achieved along the arterial Main Road which is 
situated beside the Avon-Heathcote Estuary / Ihutai, and 
which connects to the city via Ferry Road over Ferrymead 
Bridge.

Many of Christchurch’s 2011 earthquakes had their 
epicenters in the Port Hills, and generated severe physical 
damage and emoƟ onal trauma for the people, community 
assets and homes of the nearest communiƟ es, including 
loss of life. Thousands of houses were damaged and 
many demolished. Local businesses were destroyed and 
community faciliƟ es including a school, libraries, community 
centres, sporƟ ng faciliƟ es and recreaƟ onal tracks were lost. 

The core infrastructure was also severely damaged when 
roads were blocked by landfalls. Safe pedestrian and cycle 
access between the Port Hills communiƟ es was severely 
aff ected.

| 1.1 BACKGROUND

Figure 1.1 - The earthquakes’ impacts are still highly visible in the Port Hills communities. 
Photograph taken from Shag Rock Reserve, 19th Sept 2012.

Since the earthquakes there has been an overwhelming 
community desire to build the proposed Coastal Pathway 
not only to provide beƩ er connecƟ vity, but also to meet 
a number of recreaƟ onal and amenity needs of mulƟ ple 
interest groups. The proposed coastal pathway could 
provide a string of healthy recreaƟ onal acƟ viƟ es, tell the 
stories that make this place unique, while providing for 
viable transport alternaƟ ves. There is the strong belief in the 
community that this project has the potenƟ al to inspire and 
unify the community, and provide a legacy for the ongoing 
well-being of future generaƟ ons.

In the Port Hills, the desire for a coastal pathway is not 
new. The pathway is a long-held ambiƟ on of the local Mt 
Pleasant, Redcliff s and Sumner communiƟ es, as well as, 
more broadly, of Christchurch itself. There is a long history 
of previous proposals for a – or parts of a – coastal pathway, 
such as the ‘Merle Carter Walkway’, and the the Moncks 
Bay to Scarborough Master Plan DraŌ , that have helped the 
potenƟ al connecƟ on take shape in the public’s imaginaƟ on. 
And previous works, such as the esplanade at Sumner, have 
given form and improved amenity to parts of the overall 
pathway route. There has not however – unƟ l this study – 
been a unifi ed vision and concept for the proposed coastal 
pathway between Ferrymead and Sumner.
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Figures 1.2-1.6 - Photographs from the coastal 
walkway at New Plymoth (left) and Wellington 
waterfront promenade, both highly successful and 
hugely popular.

The success of coastal pathways in reinvigoraƟ ng 
communiƟ es is well proven. Many waterfront communiƟ es 
around the world have been reinvented by providing coastal 
pathways that serve mulƟ ple purposes: they are both a 
community facility and a statement of idenƟ ty embodied in 
place. They provide a reason for being there.   

In New Zealand, communiƟ es in New Plymouth and 
Wellington have galvanised around the public faciliƟ es 
and diverse acƟ viƟ es associated with a coastal pathway. 
Not surprisingly, they have been designed not just for 
access – this is important – but also to provide a number 
of recreaƟ onal, event-based or commercial acƟ viƟ es and 
desƟ naƟ ons along its route.  

| 1.2 PRECEDENCE
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The proposed pathway aims to achieve the following in 
terms of earthquake recovery and community improvement. 
The breadth of these targeted benefi ts demonstrate that 
this proposal could potenƟ ally deliver:
- the widest possible benefi t for the community;
- resilience of community;
- mulƟ ple benefi ts that address the needs of mulƟ ple 

groups with one soluƟ on.

Transport
The proposed pathway off ers increased travel choice and 
equality of access for all, with amenity and safety benefi ts 
by giving less experienced cyclists an alternaƟ ve to the busy 
Main Road carriageway. It can potenƟ ally help alleviate 
the demand for on-road transport, reducing pressure on 
the Main Road infrastructure. It can improve safety for 
non-automoƟ ve users by providing a conƟ nuous vehicle-
free route typically at the water’s edge. Modifi caƟ ons to 
adjacent carriageways and crossings – as part of other non-
pathway rebuild works – can improve safety for vehicles and 
provide safer connecƟ ons to the proposed pathway itself.

Environment
The proposed pathway can integrate various environmental 
and ecological benefi ts, including protecƟ on and 
enhancement of ecologies in the estuary. An integrated 
water-sensiƟ ve approach to stormwater management 
could miƟ gate pollutant infl ux to the estuary. The rebuilt 
edges can in places include substanƟ al planƟ ng, which 
would complement a generally more habitat-friendly edge 
condiƟ on.

Tourism, sport and recreaƟ on
Access to the water’s edge can provide access to a range 
of acƟ viƟ es that will suit the diverse populaƟ on of the Port 
Hills and wider Christchurch. The pathway proposal has the 

| 1.3 BENEFITS
potenƟ al to be the most signifi cant and accessible outdoor 
recreaƟ on development in Canterbury.
   
Health
The proposed pathway can provide incenƟ ve and more 
opportuniƟ es for the communiƟ es to exercise in a  safe and 
beauƟ ful environment, encouraging a healthy lifestyle.
 
All Ages, all abiliƟ es
The pathway can and should provide open, democraƟ c 
access to a range of acƟ viƟ es associated with the estuary, 
coastal edges and other condiƟ ons along the proposed 
pathway route. Youth and families can be catered for with 
specifi c addiƟ ons and acƟ vites. Mobility concerns – such as  
adequate overall width and smooth surfaces – will assist the 
elderly and ensure disabled access to the pathway.

Heritage and culture
The proposed pathway provides an opportunity and a place 
to promote the art, culture and histories of iwi, the local 
area, and its communiƟ es.
 
Economic revitalisaƟ on
The proposed pathway can help to bring more visitors to 
the Port Hills communiƟ es and tourists to Christchurch. A 
high-quality and high-amenity, well-connected environment 
can have a range of economic, investment and employment 
benefi ts.1

1 See, for example: MfE, ‘The Value of Urban Design: The eco-
nomic, environmental and social benefi ts of urban design, hƩ p://www.mfe.
govt.nz/publicaƟ ons/urban/value-urban-design-full-report-jun05/value-of-
urban-design-full-report-jun05.pdf

Patrick McGeehan (New York Times), ‘The High Line Isn’t Just a Sight to 
See; It’s Also an Economic Dynamo’, hƩ p://www.nyƟ mes.com/2011/06/06/
nyregion/with-next-phase-ready-area-around-high-line-is-fl ourishing.
html?_r=1&

PopulaƟ on retenƟ on
The proposed Coastal Pathway provides a posiƟ ve rebuild 
outcome. It proposes a much-desired facility that adds a 
reason for people to stay in the area and in Christchurch 
aŌ er the devastaƟ ng eff ects of the earthquakes. It can help 
the very viability of the city as it strives to rebuild.
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| 1.4 SCOPE
Christchurch Coastal Pathway Group (CPG) is proposing 
that the earthquake-damaged coastal edge is rebuilt with 
a mulƟ -funcƟ onal pathway incorporaƟ ng walking, cycling, 
recreaƟ on and amenity faciliƟ es. There has never been 
access along the enƟ rety of this stretch of coastline before. 
The proposed pathway will be for pedestrians and cyclists, 
as well as other non-motorised transport modes and will be 
nominally four metres in width. In some places there will be 
alternaƟ ve routes: where this occurs, it is CPG’s preference 
to implement both routes concurrently.

This study is concerned with the coastal pathway from 
Ferrymead Bridge to Scarborough. This coastal secƟ on, it is 
anƟ cipated, can form part of a broader network of linked 
greenways onwards to the CBD and along riverways. This 
document provides a high-level overview of the proposed 
coastal pathway, outlining its route, form, materials and 
‘events’ along it. Whilst this report has uƟ lised the most 
current informaƟ on available, it is acknowledged that this 
is a dynamic environment and it is likely that new data 
will emerge which will need to be taken into account in 
subsequent invesƟ gaƟ ons and detailed design.

The proposal has been coordinated wherever possible with 
upcoming infrastructural and rebuild works taking place. 
There are now ten post-earthquake projects concurrently 
addressing the area. These include: the Ferrymead Bridge 
project, Main Road 3-laning project, The Ferry Rd / Main 
Rd Master Plan and the Sumner Village Centre Master 
Plan. Some of these projects are accommodaƟ ng the 
proposed pathway as modifi caƟ ons and addiƟ ons, also 
described as ‘beƩ erment’. CoordinaƟ on of projects with the 
proposed coastal pathway will ensure cost-eff ecƟ veness. 
RepresentaƟ ves of the CPG and CCC are keen to plan 
holisƟ cally rather than undertake piecemeal repairs. 

Figure 1.7 - The broad proposed Coastal Pathway context.

Figure 1.8 - The local proposed Coastal Pathway context. The proposed route, and scope of this report, is identified.

The proposal that follows idenƟ fi es a number of adjoining 
modifi caƟ ons and possibiliƟ es, such as the redesign of 
Redcliff s Park and the rebuilding of saltwater baths at 
Sumner. While these are not directly part of the pathway 
proposal or other infrastructure repair works, their eventual 
integraƟ on is important to the overall quality and success of 
the proposed coastal pathway, parƟ cularly in terms of the 
aspiraƟ on that it encompass a series of diverse acƟ viƟ es and 
desƟ naƟ ons.
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Coastal Planning Instruments
As part of the site will take in the coastal marine area, the 
proposal recognises 
- the Regional Coastal Plan which lists the estuary as an area 
of Signifi cant Natural Value. 
- the objecƟ ves of the NZ Coastal Policy Statement and DraŌ  
Christchurch Coastal Strategy are acknowledged. 
- the Avon Heathcote Estuary – Ihutai proposed Estuary 
Edge Master Plan.
- NZ Climate Change Centre, Climate Change AdaptaƟ on in 
New Zealand

CERA Recovery Strategy
The proposal will also be consistent with the economic, 
social, cultural, built environment and natural environment 
goals of CERA’s Recovery Strategy for Greater Christchurch. 

SCIRT
The pathway proposal is coordinated with the Stronger 
Christchurch Infrastructure Rebuild Team (SCIRT) rebuild 
projects and programme. There can be numerous 
effi  ciencies associated with building the proposed pathway 
together with the road, coastal edge and infrastructure 
repair works.

Local Plans and Projects
The proposed pathway will integrate with CCC’s Suburban 
Centre Programmes Master Plans, such as the Sumner 
Village Centre Master Plan – details from which are 
incorporated in the pathway plans in this document – and 
the Ferry Road / Main Road Corridor Master Plan.

Christchurch City Planning Instruments
The pathway proposal will be in accordance with 
- a number of objecƟ ves from the Christchurch City Plan 
which include:

- PreservaƟ on of the natural character of the coast, 
- Management of acƟ viƟ es in a way which remedies or 

miƟ gates any adverse eff ect on the natural values.
- MinimisaƟ on of adverse eff ects of erosion and fl ooding 

and maintain the stability of the coastal dune system.
- PreservaƟ on of the scenic, recreaƟ onal and wildlife 

habitat value of the rocky coastline and headlands.
- RecogniƟ on of the importance of, and provide for, the 

relaƟ onship of Māori, their culture and tradiƟ ons with 
ancestral lands, waters, sites, waahi tapu and other 
taonga.

- the Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan, parƟ cularly 
in relaƟ on to the long-term visions for a major cycleway 
network, major recreaƟ onal routes and centres, and the 
core public transport routes.
- the vision, principles, goals objecƟ ves and prioriƟ es of 
CCC’s Public Open Space Strategy 2010-2040, parƟ cularly in 
its connecƟ ng, enhancing and creaƟ ng of new recreaƟ onal 
networks.
- CCC’s Community Outcomes 2006-2012
- CCC’s Surface Water Strategy
- CCC’s Long Term Council Community Plan (LTCCP)
- CCC’s Infrastructure Design Standard
- CCC’s Tsunami guidelines for coastal Chrisrchurch and 
Banks Peninsula
- CCC’s Climate Smart Strategy

| 1.5 POLICY FRAMEWORK | 1.6 NGĀI TAHU ASSOCIATIONS
Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu Act 1996 and the Ngāi Tahu Claims 
SeƩ lement Act 1998  recognise the status of PapaƟ pu 
Rūnanga as kaiƟ aki (guardianship) and manawhenua (tribal 
authority) of the natural resources within their takiwā 
boundaries.

The coastal area from Ferrymead to Scarborough Beach 
involves two Ngāi Tahu sub-tribal groups – Te Ngāi Tūāhuriri 
Rūnanga based at Tuahiwi, Kaiapoi and Te Hapū o NgāƟ  
Wheke (Rāpaki) Rūnanga based at Rāpaki within LyƩ elton 
Harbour/Whakaraupo – that claim tradiƟ onal interests for 
this area, and who hold the manawhenua and kaiƟ aki status 
for their ancestral lands and waters along the area of this 
coast.

The estuary of the Avon and Heathcote Rivers / Te lhutai, 
and the surrounding coastal area and the valleys and 
hills behind, are places of great cultural and historical 
signifi cance to tangata whenua. They were areas of 
seƩ lement and food gathering and mahinga kai (resource 
use) for Ngāi Tahu, and before them NgāƟ  Mamoe and 
Waitaha, for over 600 years.

Te Ihutai is a Statutory Acknowledgement Area under the 
Ngāi Tahu Claims SeƩ lement Act 1998. For such areas 
the Crown has acknowledged the statements made by Te 
Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu of the parƟ cular cultural, spiritual, 
historic, and tradiƟ onal associaƟ on of Ngāi Tahu with those 
areas.

This proposal addresses maƩ ers of relevance and 
signifi cance to tangata whenua. These include:
- Ensuring the coastal water and streams are polluƟ on free;
- Recognising of manawhenua history pre-1840;
- Using of correct Māori names for places;
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- ProtecƟ ng wāhi tapu and wāhi taonga;
- Increased use of appropriate naƟ ve trees and restoraƟ on 
of habitat’
- Involving manawhenua in planning processes; and
- Considering the wider environment. 

The degradaƟ on of Te Ihutai and its tributaries and its loss 
as a mahinga kai is a signifi cant issue for Rūnanga. The 
potenƟ al eff ects (both negaƟ ve and posiƟ ve) on tangata 
whenua values include:
- Possible intrusion on, and disturbance of, sites of cultural 
signifi cance, wāhi taonga and wāhi tapu around the estuary 
and coastline (from construcƟ on of the pathway and/or 
increased public access).
- Possible disturbance of Māori archaeological sites.
- Possible encroachment on the estuary and loss of habitat 
e.g. if the pathway requires extension of the sea wall.
- Eff ects on the estuary in general and its ecological and 
cultural health e.g. through access to sensiƟ ve areas.
- OpportuniƟ es to promote the restoraƟ on of coastal 
vegetaƟ on and planƟ ng of indigenous species that 
whakapapa to the area i.e. are locally indigenous.
- OpportuniƟ es to incorporate features that miƟ gate the 
eff ects of stormwater runoff  from roads and stormwater 
discharges into the estuary e.g. stormwater treatment 
measures such as swales and treatment traps.
- OpportuniƟ es to incorporate landscape design, planƟ ng, 
artwork, and interpretaƟ on that acknowledges, in a specifi c 
and meaningful way, the relaƟ onship of tangata whenua 
with Ihutai and coastal areas.

| 1.7 THE PROCESS  
The process included the preparaƟ on of a design brief, and 
subsequently a concept plan for capital expenditure cosƟ ng. 
This report describes:
- The Research  (SecƟ on 2), including site analysis and 
community consultaƟ on
- The Proposal (SecƟ on 3) for the pathway, the vision, site- 
wide strategies, and details on a site by site basis.
- ImplementaƟ on (SecƟ on 4) including cosƟ ng
- Outcomes (SecƟ on 5) 

The project was jointly managed by the Christchurch 
City Council (CCC) and the Christchurch Coastal Pathway 
Group (CPG). Wraight and Associates (WA) were the 
primary consultants and authors of this document. WA 
collaborated with Rob Greenaway, tourism and recreaƟ on 
specialist (www.greenaway.co.nz) and consulted with a 
mulƟ disciplinary CCC team. Davis Langdon were engaged to 
provide cosƟ ng informaƟ on (www.davislangdon.co.nz).

Community and Stakeholder
CCC requirements are for the plan to be realisƟ c, 
imaginaƟ ve and achievable. Community involvement was 
fundamental in order to provide ownership of the scheme 
and incenƟ ve for use. The scoping and physical concept 
plan for the pathway was developed following consultaƟ on 
with the local communiƟ es of the Mt Pleasant, Redcliff s and 
Sumner neighbourhoods where there is strong support for 
a pathway, and with stakeholders (ECan, CCC, SCIRT, yacht 
clubs, estuary trusts and others). 

Ngāi Tahu
Mahaanui Kurataiao Ltd (MKT) were commissioned 
by CCC to consult with the Rūnanga on this project. 
Preliminary advice was provided in December 2011, and 
further consultaƟ on was undertaken between August and 
December 2012. 

In relaƟ on to the proposed SCIRT project to rebuild the 
Causeway, tangata whenua have acknowledged the need 
for eff ecƟ ve repair of the sea wall. They have indicated that 
subject to miƟ gaƟ on of the eff ects of the work, principally 
sediment control, and managing the eff ects on shellfi sh 
and birds and the use of culturally appropriate design, the 
construcƟ on of a 1 in 3 slope of rip-rap boulders may be 
acceptable.
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Figure 2.1 - Neighbourhoods, Zones and Conditions. Consultation venues also indicated.
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The 6.5km-long proposed coastal pathway traverses a 
number of disƟ nct neighbourhoods and communiƟ es, 
as well as a range of environmental and edge condiƟ ons. 
The diagram below introduces the main neighbourhoods 
that comprise the route. Within each neighbourhood, the 
pathway traverses a number of disƟ ncƟ ve character areas 
– the ‘zones’ – and locaƟ ons where the exisƟ ng coastal 
edge / pathway condiƟ on changes. The zones are idenƟ fi ed 

| 2.1 CONTEXT

NEIGHBOURHOODS

ZONES

CONDITIONS

PROPOSED COASTAL PATHWAY

CONSULTATION VENUES*

CONSTRAINTS / ISSUES

-Main Rd is part of freight route to Lyttelton  

and supports over-dimension freight.

-Private properties adjacent to proposed 

coastal boardwalks

-Current rebuild and adjacent proposals, e.g. 

3-laning works to Main Road

2.  T H E  R E S E A R C H

broadly by the dominant surrounding environment – 
adjacent water and topography for example – while the 
condiƟ ons are idenƟ fi ed by the immediate physical state of 
the coastal edge and exisƟ ng surfacing along the pathway 
route. These categorisaƟ ons provide a way of analysing 
down and understanding the site. The range of condiƟ ons 
and characters provide opportunity to celebrate the 
diversity of experience along the route, where the views, 

the microclimate, the estuary channels, the bird habitat, the 
beaches, the parks and urban acƟ vity are all diff erent, and 
can be even more diverse depending on the wind and the 
Ɵ de. The concept plan will look at amplifying these qualiƟ es 
within a coherent, legible pathway.

Refer to Appendix 1 for a selecƟ on of site photographs taken 
along the route.

N
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RecreaƟ on
There are diverse recreaƟ on acƟ viƟ es in the coastal area key 
water-based recreaƟ on acƟ viƟ es are: water-craŌ  recreaƟ on 
is very important in ScoƩ  Park in Mt Pleasant; major fi shing 
spots are located in Redcliff s at Beachville Rd and Moncks 
Bay; and surfi ng and swimming takes place at Sumner 
Beach. Signifi cant reserves and sports ameniƟ es occur at 
McCormacks Bay, Redcliff s Park and BarneƩ  Park. A number 
of smaller reserves, such as Shag Rock Reserve, are used 
for more passive forms of recreaƟ on like dog-walking and 
picnicing. Cycling and walking are already popular along 
parts of the proposed route. McCormacks Bay is important 
for bird watchers. And there are numerous connecƟ ons into 
the Port Hills for tramping, although many of these tracks 
have been closed as a result of the earthquakes.

ConnecƟ ons
In the broadscale, there are limited ways to reach the 
pathway neigbourhoods. Pinched between the Port Hills 
and estuary, they are reached almost exclusively via the 
Ferrymead bridge and Main Rd, which was damaged in 
the 2010-2011 earthquakes. SCIRT road and infrastructure 
rebuild works are scheduled to take place alongside various 
parts of the proposed pathway. 

Main Road, which extends towards the city along Ferry 
Rd, is idenƟ fi ed as a major cycleway and core public 
transport route in the Christchurch Strategic Transport 
Plan. A relaƟ vely high proporƟ on of serious crashes along 
it in recent years have involved cyclists suggests that cycle 
/ car safety needs to be addressed. The route is freight-
supporƟ ng to and from LyƩ elton Port for over-dimension 
and some dangerous goods.

The neighbourhoods have mulƟ ple connecƟ ons to Port 
Hills tracks, a number of parks and coastal ameniƟ es. 
The proposed coastal pathway can draw these networks 
together and improve connecƟ vity and safety.

Refer to Appendix 2 for more detail.
Research and mapping exercises were undertaken as part 
of this study to analyse the context and the site’s: history 
and cultural signifi cance; geology and past ecosystems; 
hydrology; wildlife; broad and local connecƟ ons; and its 
primary recreaƟ onal uses. These studies informed  the 
concept design, but were not intended to be exhausƟ ve. 
The analysis has been summarised here to provide some 
background to the concept design as well as idenƟ fying 
condiƟ ons that could inform developed proposals.

History
The proposed coastal pathway area is a cultural landscape 
of high heritage signifi cance to both Māori and Pakeha / 
Europeans. The estuary, Ihutai, was an immensely signifi cant 
site to early Māori. It was a major site of food and resource 
gathering – mahinga kai – and served as a hub for regional 
trade between south island iwi. There were a number 
of seƩ lements by early Māori  – notably at Te Rae Kura 
(Redcliff s Park) by the fi rst people of the area, the Waitaha, 
and the caves were also signifi cantly uƟ lised landmarks.

The estuary and its river connecƟ ons were also important to 
early European seƩ lers for trade and commerce. The river 
connecƟ ons with the township were uƟ lised for trade with 
LyƩ elton harbour that came via the estuary. The estuary 
also served as a disposal site for various pollutants, much of 
which arrived via the Avon and Heathcote Rivers, and the 
resulted in siltaƟ on which essenƟ ally removed the rivers’ 
transport uses by 1900. 

The estuary has a long history as a recreaƟ onal resource. 
Rowing and yachƟ ng have always been popular. A 
parƟ cularly notable ‘recreaƟ onal infrastructure’ of the past 
was the coastal tramway which connected Sumner Beach 
with the city, but its construcƟ on entailed some major 
reclamaƟ ons that had signifi cant impacts on the estuary’s 
hydrological paƩ erns. The 2010-2011 earthquakes are 
important events in the area’s recent history.

Geology + Ecosystems
The 2010-2011 earthquakes revealed previously unknown 
fault lines in Christchurch. These include a 14km long fault 
along the northern Port Hills, which was the origin of the 
February 2011 earthquake1. The proposed pathway site is 
also signifi cant for being at the juncture of  the Port Hills, 
two rivers, the estuary and the ocean - the meeƟ ng of 
geological, alluvial and marine systems. This results in a 
diverse range of ecosystems that fringe the edges. 

Wildlife
The Avon-Heathcote estuary / Te Ihutai for a long Ɵ me has 
had a rich diversity of natural edge environments, such as 
dunelands and saltmarshes. It is a signifi cant habitat for a 
high diversity of bird life – over 100 reported species2 – and 
migratory birds, such as godwits. There is less diversity in 
but an abundance of marine species. Changes to feeding 
and roosƟ ng paƩ erns are sƟ ll being observed following the 
signifi cant geomorphic environmental changes that have 
resulted from the 2010-2011 earthquakes.

Hydrology
The site is a highly complex hydrological system. Two 
rivers, four ‘city drains’ and numerous stormwater outlets 
discharge into the estuary. A sewerage treatment plant and 
oxidaƟ on ponds occupy much of the estuary’s northern 
edge, though these no longer discharge into the estuary 
as they have been piped directly to sea since 2010. Two 
disƟ nct, though adjacent, beach systems exist at Sumner, 
and water speeds through the channel and past South 
Brighton Spit / Te Karero Kororo. The Ɵ des in the area 
(Sumner) produce a MSL of 1.3 and MHWS of 2.5m above 
Chart Datum - refer Ɵ de envelope included in Appendix 2.

1 See GNS: hƩ p://www.gns.cri.nz/Home/Our-Science/
Natural-Hazards/Recent-Events/Canterbury-quake/Hidden-fault
2 McMurtrie S. and Kennedy S, Exploring an Estuary - A 
Field Guide to the Avon-Heathcote Estuary/Ihutai, 2012, p. 4.

| 2.2 SITE ANALYSIS SUMMARY
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Figure X.X - Extract from mapping of feedback - comments colour-coded by theme.

Figure 2.3 - Photograph from consultation event at Redcliffs Bowling Club, 19th Sept.

Figure 2.4 - Excerpt from mapping of feedback and suggestions by theme.

MeeƟ ngs
Three public consultaƟ on events were held at three diff erent 
venues, central to each of the three neighbourhoods. Nine 
meeƟ ngs in total, of two hours each, took place with the 
public at which a projector and A1 prints were used to 
present, discuss and record feedback. 

At the fi rst meeƟ ngs, held 18-19th September, the scope of 
the project and preliminary site analyses were presented. 
The community was invited to raise any and all ideas relaƟ ng 
to the pathway project and the site. These were recorded 
within groups, presented to the others and discussed.

At the second consultaƟ on, held 9-10th October, a draŌ  
vision for the project, developed from the previous sessions’ 
feedback, and a range of design opƟ ons were presented 
and discussed. Groups documented their feedback and 
preferences. Design ideas and the vision were refi ned.

The third series of meeƟ ngs took place over the 23rd and 
24th of October. During these sessions a concept design 
was presented that took into account preferences and 
suggesƟ ons from the previous session, as well as constraints 
from the ongoing coordinaƟ on with other rebuild projects.
 

Figures 2.5 - Graphical summary of feedback, suggestions and their relative importance, produced 
following some of the community consultation events, from Mt Pleasant (top), Redcliffs and 
Sumner.

In parallel with these public meeƟ ngs several stakeholder 
meeƟ ngs were conducted with the same data. Refer to 
Appendix 3 for a summary of consultaƟ on undertaken 
during this study.

Outcomes
Feedback and suggesƟ ons from the iniƟ al session onwards 
were mapped and organised into six themaƟ c categories: 
Natural Environment, Cultural and Heritage, RecreaƟ onal, 
Commercial, Movement, and SpaƟ al.

As a means of re-communicaƟ ng the range of suggesƟ ons 
with some weighƟ ng as to their importance (by frequency 
of occurrence) graphical ‘ideas clouds’ were created. These 
were refi ned through the consultaƟ on sessions as direcƟ on 
was clarifi ed and relaƟ ve importance confi rmed. 

By returning to communiƟ es with design opƟ ons and 
then a draŌ  concept design, parƟ cipants were given a 
say throughout the design process. This ensured it was 
enthusiasƟ c and democraƟ c, and encouraged community 
buy-in and ownership of the proposed Coastal Pathway 
project.

| 2.3 CONSULTATION
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  ‘A necklace of jewels 
connecting communities’

3.  T H E  P R O P O S A L

MOVEMENT  

COMMERCIAL

...An ecological playground... 

...A place to tell our stories about the coast...

...It’s more than a route, it’s a braided necklace of activities...

...Support recreation activities with commercial opportunities...

...Safe movement along and easy connections to the pathway...

...Be broad, be generous, and be diverse...

RECREATIONAL

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

CULTURAL +  HERITAGE

SPATIAL

Through the analysis and consultaƟ on phases, three criƟ cal 
structuring devices were idenƟ fi ed. These form the overarching 
spaƟ al aspects to engage and are as follows:

The Coast

The Pathway

Active Community

The ever-changing water’s edge. Its varying 
condiƟ ons provide the essence of idenƟ ty and 
meaning for this place.

The quality, condiƟ on and  layout of the path 
provides the medium for travelling along and 
engagement with the Coast.

The pathway can connect, create and 
encourage acƟ viƟ es, which draw the 
community to the coastal edge. 

| 3.1 VISION

Key fi ndings and values from 
consultaƟ on were documented, 
interpreted and disƟ lled into 
themaƟ c categories...

... that underly the overall vision 
for the Coastal Pathway:

...which  frame the community’s 
vision for the project:
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| 3.2 SITEͳWIDE STRATEGIES

LEGEND

Experience

major node

node

00 - SCOTT PARK: boating edges, landing place  

01 - MT PLEASANT: rock pools and mud flats

02a - CAUSEWAY: linear edge, access points, possible art/sculpture

02b- McCORMACKS BAY: soft edge, bird watching

03 - REDCLIFFS PARK: Estuary beach, possible wetland

04a - BEACHVILLE / MAIN RD: urban, treed, enclosed, shops

04b - COASTAL BOARDWALK: over-water, views, private properties adjacent

EXPERIENCES MAJOR NODES / MOMENTS

a - Scott Park, diverse water access

b - Redcliffs Park, jetty, wetland + boardwalk, beach

c - Beachville Reserve

d - Shag rock, viewing platform, sea meets estuary

e - Cave rock, beach options and views

f - Cafe + playground

g - Lifesaving club + views

05 - BEACHVILLE SEA WALL: deep water, lookouts, fishing, linear park

06 - MONCKS BAY: retained historic elements (wall, tram stop), fast water, 

wind protected, beach

07 - SHAG ROCK RESEVE / RAPANUI: dunes, sand beach, timber, easy access

08 - MEMORIAL WALK: dunes, trees, commemoration

09 - SCARBOROUGH BEACH: promenade, surf beach

10 - LIFESAVING CLUB: possible lookout - dramatic finale

3.2.1 EXPERIENCES
In response to the site analysis and consultaƟ on feedback, 
WA idenƟ fi ed primary spaƟ al ‘experiences’ and ‘nodes’ that 
occur along the route. 

The diagram presents both a refi ned site analysis and a 
conceptual overview of how the diff erent secƟ ons of the 
pathway could be experienced. It refl ects the exisƟ ng 
condiƟ ons and environment. And it emphasises the diversity 

of spaces and acƟ viƟ es possible. The coloured line arƟ culates  
disƟ ncƟ ve secƟ ons of the pathway. The nodes are key 
moments of the journey in terms of disƟ ncƟ ve views, acƟ vity 
or orientaƟ on.

01

a

c

d

b

e

f

g

02a

02b

04a

04a

03 05

06 07

08

09 10

link to 
community 
centre

culvert improvement 
for kayakers and 
viewing

tram 
stop

yacht 
club

boat 
shed

surf 
club

00

bird-
watching

fishing

surfing

dog 
walking

bird 
watching

boat 
racing

0

0.5

1kmN

cob cottage + 
connection to 

Ferrymead Heritage 
Park and to other 

walkways

04b

04b

Figure 3.1 - ‘Experiences’ diagram.
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3.2.2 GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES AND THE EDGE EXPERIENCE

BASELINE SOLUTION  –  1:3 RIP-RAP

PROPOSED PATHWAY SOLUTION  –  1:2 RIP-RAP + MODIFICATION OPTIONS

Figures 3.4 - Baseline and modified solutions. Note edge elevation and sea levels are indicative only.

Figure 3.3 - Diagram illustrating 
principle of reduction in reclamation 
due to steeper rip-rap edge with 1m 
nominal elevation of pathway above 
estuary bed.

1

2

MULTIPLE PATHS

ROCK HOP 

CLAMBER  

PLAY

BIKING

ROCK POOLS

WATER ACCESS AT 
MOST TIDES

INFORMAL SEATING

VIEWING

VIEWING

The typical condiƟ on has the proposed coastal pathway on 
the seaward side of an exisƟ ng road reclamaƟ on. 

The edge experience is very important along the pathway 
because it will facilitate engagement with water, but marine 
and alluvial sediment provides a challenging condiƟ on to 
pile structures, so rip-rap walls tend to be the preferred 
soluƟ on for engineering. The baseline soluƟ on – the 1:3 
seawall edge rebuild proposal by SCIRT engineers – does 
not off er the same opportuniƟ es for water engagement 
that a steeper (1:2) soluƟ on could. A 1:2 edge could 
reduce the impact of reclamaƟ on on the estuary, or could 
accommodate a range of minor modifi caƟ ons, such as 
a lower level access pathway and rock pools, which will 
enhance experience and engagement with water.  

It is important that the Coastal Pathway proposal itself does 
not entail any reclamaƟ on. The concept design is adapted to 
suit exisƟ ng proposals by SCIRT and CCC.

Refer to Appendices 4 and 5.

1m

1 1 1m

pathway rip-rap edge variation in high 
tide extent

estuary

1:3

1:2

MSL

MSL

MSL

MSL

MHWS

MHWS

MHWS

MHWS

EXISTING RECLAMATION FOR ROAD

INDICATIVE DESIRED PATHWAY POSITION

CHANNEL CHANGES RELATIONSHIP

ALLUVIAL SANDS (SUBJECT TO LIQUEFACTION)

ROCK (POSSIBLY VERY DEEP)

Figure 3.2 - Typical geological context.
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3.2.3 WAYFINDING AND INTERPRETATION
Wayfi nding and interpretaƟ on is an important part of 
the idenƟ ty of a place. It makes people feel safe and 
comfortable, and expresses the unique culture of the 
communiƟ es that have, and conƟ nue to, inhabit the place. 
Artwork can also be incorporated. 

The ‘experiences’ strategy provides a foundaƟ on for the 
spaƟ al principles that should inform proposed pathway 
wayfi nding and interpretaƟ on, which are shown below. A 
specifi c interpretaƟ on plan should be developed for the 
proposed coastal pathway that would address historic 
sites, cultural and environmental interpretaƟ on, element 
siƟ ng, exisƟ ng interpretaƟ on, Crime PrevenƟ on Through 
Environmental Design (CPTED), vandalism concerns and, 
importantly, commemoraƟ on of the earthquakes. 

Figure 3.5 - Indicative locations for signage and interpretation elements.

Precedent images of main 
signage and wayfinding elements

*

1. Information and Wayfinding Sign.

These elements should be highly visible and 

sited at strategic locations where people are 

likely to join or begin the coastal pathway. 

Opportunity to include QR codes that could 

trigger aural content. Provision for the 

visually-impaired should be included.

2. Interpretation Sign.

These elements should be sited at key 

interpretation locations, e.g. historic sites 

or at strong viewing points. Opportunity to 

include QR codes that could trigger aural 

content and story-telling. Provision for the 

visually-impaired should be included.

3. On or In-Ground Distance Marker

These ‘events’ will encourage recreational 

pathway users, while helping to create 

an animated experience along the route. 

Opportunity to include QR codes and provision 

for the visually-impaired, through tactility, for 

example.

Signage is important for informaƟ on, wayfi nding, 
interpretaƟ on and as distance markers. Elements should 
form a consistent suite in terms of materials, graphics and 
typography and should conform with the specifi caƟ ons 
and objecƟ ves of the CCC Sign Manual. Signs should be 
modifi able to receive addiƟ ons as the pathway and linked 
network of ameniƟ es develops and connects to Port Hills 
tracks. Distance markers should be included at intermediate 
points. A consistent suite of small informaƟ on and warning 
signs, eg. ‘no fi shing’, should be used sparingly and should 
also conform to the CCC Sign Manual (note: not illustrated 
on below diagram). Waharoa - gateways - could also be 
considered for inclusion at appropriate points along the 
proposed Coastal Pathway.

0

0.5

1km

PRIMARY INFORMATION & WAYFINDING SIGN

INTERPRETATION SIGN

PRIMARY ON-GROUND DISTANCE MARKER 

AT KM INTERVALS

SECONDARY [MINOR] ON-GROUND DISTANCE 

MARKER

ADDITIONAL ON-GROUND MARKING INDICATING 

LINKS TO HILLS TRACKS AND OTHER AMENITIES

*4.5

2
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N
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*
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*
*
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3.2.4 TRANSPORT CONNECTIONS
Transport connecƟ ons to the pathway will be an important 
part of its success. It is expected that the Coastal Pathway 
would contribute to an increase in visitors to the area by 
private car, public transport and non-motorised means. 
Refer to Appendix 2 for an overview of street and walkway 
networks.

Figure 3.6 - Transport connections diagram.

EsƟ maƟ ng vehicular increase is beyond the scope of this 
study, but it is anƟ cipated that some limited provision may 
need to be made for increased vehicle parking associated 
with the coastal pathway and increased visitor numbers. 
This will be a maƩ er for further consideraƟ on as detailed 
design develops. The strategy is to integrate any new 
parking with exisƟ ng parking and faciliƟ es at strategic 
locaƟ ons or ‘nodes’ on the route, however, there is need for 
further study to fi rm up opƟ ons when opportuniƟ es have 
been idenƟ fi ed.

There are a range of transport modes of accessing the 
proposed Coastal Pathway. Bus-stops occur regularly along 
the route. New cycle stands should be installed at strategic 
locaƟ ons along the proposed coastal pathway.

Further invesƟ gaƟ ons should be undertaken in detailed 
design phases into suitable pedestrian / cycling crossings 
and access opportuniƟ es to the new proposed pathway. 
The concept proposal suggests new crossings are protected 
median islands.
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EXISTING CAR PARKING 

CONFIGURATION RETAINED

EXPANDED PUBLIC 

CARPARKING

INVESTIGATE POTENTIAL TO 

EXPAND PUBLIC CARPARKING

PARALLEL CARPARKING

PERPINDICULAR CARPARKING

BUS STOP

NEW BUS STOP ASSOCIATED 
WITH 3-LANING WORKS

EXISTING CROSSINGS
ZEBRA

PROTECTED MEDIAN /
COURTESY

PROPOSED CROSSINGS
PROTECTED MEDIAN:
COASTAL PATHWAY

PROTECTED MEDIAN:
3-LANING WORKS

Barnett Park 
carpark

Ferrymead
* longterm: link 
to frequent public 
transport / shuttle 
service. Site for bike 
hire to encourage non-
motorised use.

Scott Park and 
water activites McCormack’s 

Bay east

Parallel parking to 
western side of Beachville 
Rd opposite park 

Perindicular parking 

Greater parking 
capacity associated 
with rebuilt 
community centre

New carpark 
associated with 
3-laning works

Investigations into 
intersection design 
to be undertaken 

(by CCC)

Indicative extent 
of 3-laning 
works

Informal parallel 
parking along 
causeway (emergency) 
- to be investigated 
in detailed design

Modified Redcliffs Park 
and boat ramp facility

New surf club 
and RSA facilities 
(proposed in 
place of existing 
at time of this 
study)

Peacocks 
Gallop edge

*
*

* * * * **

*

*
*

*

*

*
*

*

*
*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

N

50



18 Wra igh t  + Assoc i a t e s

3.2.5 LIGHTING
LighƟ ng along the pathway will help to ensure a unique 
idenƟ ty and night-Ɵ me experience as well as safety. 

LighƟ ng should be designed to highlight important features, 
nodes and access points, and provide general lighƟ ng along 
the overall route where it will ensure safety of pathway 
users.. As the proposed pathway is typically adjacent to a 
roadway it will receive some illuminaƟ on from carriageway 
lighƟ ng. This would be supplemented by a trail of low-level 
lighƟ ng which can be controlled for appropriate hours 
of use, and could be powered by LED technology. these 
meƩ ers will require further invesƟ gaƟ on at detailed design 
phase. New light columns are proposed where carriageway 

Figure 3.7 - Lighting diagram.

Precedent images of primary 
proposed lighting typologies.

2. High-quality, Distinctive Light Columns.

Anticpate limited use along Coastal Pathway. Needed in 

areas where there is little spill from carriageway, e.g. 

new carparks.

1. Distinctive, low-level lighting element.

The main lighting treatment of the Coastal Pathway 

route. Intended to highlight the trail.

3. Feature lighting

Range of fitting types employed to highlight specific 

elements and access points.

lighƟ ng is anƟ cipated to be insuffi  cient for pedestrian / 
cyclist  safety. All lighƟ ng should be designed to minimise 
impact on the night sky environment and wildlife habitats. 

There are three primary lighƟ ng typologies proposed, 
however all are subject to further invesƟ gaƟ on:

1. Low level/ on-ground / recessed bulk head lighƟ ng @ 
10m centres
2.  7m light columns with 2 luminaires @ 15m centre
3.  Low level feature and directed lighƟ ng to elements or 
auxilliary parts of pathway, e.g. lookout pier.

0

0.5

1km

RELIANT ON CARRIAGEWAY LIGHTING - 

NONE ADDITIONAL

LOW-LEVEL BOLLARD / BULK HEAD SOLAR 

-POWERED LED LIGHTING @ 10M CENTRES

LOW-LEVEL SOLAR-POWERED LED LIGHTING 

ASSOCIATED WITH PATHWAY FEATURE / MOMENT

LOW-LEVEL SOLAR-POWERED LED LIGHTING 

ASSOCIATED WITH ACCESS ELEMENT

Note: lighting concept only - 

subject to further investigation.

7M LIGHT COLUMNS @ 15M CENTRES

Ferrymead

Moncks Bay

McCormacks Bay

Sumner

N
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Figures 3.8 - Precedent images of robust, bespoke seating.

Figures 3.9 - Selection of native species appropriate for Coastal Pathway development. It is 
recommended that a detailed planting list is developed in consultation with a local ecologist 
and Tangata Whenua.

3.2.6 FURNITURE
A simple, robust suite of furniture elements should be used 
along the pathway and can assist in creaƟ ng a cohesive 
idenƟ ty and experience along the route. 

Furniture will need to be durable in the coastal environment 
and should be suited to the range of situaƟ ons that occur 
along the pathway. Furniture design and siƟ ng should 
contribute to the structuring of spaces, rather than being 
mere objects within them and there is the opportunity for 
it to incorporate cultural references. Sustainably-sourced 
hardwood Ɵ mber is an appropriate material for seaƟ ng. 
Bins, bollards and other elements should be used sparingly 
and should be discreet and consistent in terms of their fi nish 
and materials. Detailed design of furniture will occur in 
future stages of development. When this occurs, all users of 
all abiliƟ es, CPTED and maintenance requirements should 
be considered.

3.2.7 PLANTING
PlanƟ ng can increase the potenƟ al ecological and health 
benefi ts for the estuary.

Three main typologies make up the planƟ ng strategy for the 
Coastal Pathway:
- Street tree planƟ ng;
- Roadside planƟ ng; and
- Rip-rap / coastal edge planƟ ng

New tree planƟ ng will occur at select locaƟ ons along the 
streets but will also feature at the redeveloped Redcliff s 
Park, Beachville Rd Park and in an enhanced park landscape 
behind the dunes at Sumner beach. New trees should be 
naƟ ve and appropriate to the ecological condiƟ on they exist 
within or alongside. However in some places, such as along 
Main Road at the Redliff s shops, exoƟ c tree planƟ ng may be 
more appropriate for its scale, form and deciduousness.

Roadside planƟ ng should comprise a range of locally 
naƟ ve estuary edge species which can also be suited to 
bio-retenƟ on swales. Where the proposed pathway exists 
alongside a carriageway, planted swales have the potenƟ al 
to signifi cantly miƟ gate auto-originaƟ ng pollutant runoff s 
into the estuary, thereby improving ecological health.

Coastal edge planƟ ng amongst the rip rap will be hardy, 
locally-naƟ ve species suited to high salt exposure and, in 
some cases, inundaƟ on. 

There are various areas where planƟ ng is not directly 
associated with the primary typologies. At Redcliff s Park, 
a naturalised edge will potenƟ ally entail substanƟ al areas 
of wetland and saltmarsh, the detail for which is subject 
to input from ecologists, as well as iwi. The pathway also 
navigates behind a sensiƟ ve, regeneraƟ ng sand dune 
ecology at Sumner where local naƟ ve species should be 
used to maximise ecological health and habitat potenƟ al. 

Juncus Krausii. Image Lyn Allison

Leptinella dioicaCotula coronopifolia 

Apodasima similis

Schoenoplectus pungens 

Muehlenbeckia complexaCoprosma propinqua

Leptospermum scoparium

Carex litorosa

Plagianthus divaricatus
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3.2.8 TEXTURES & KEY PLAN
Materials
A simple, robust paleƩ e is proposed that responds to 
adjacent edge condiƟ ons. 

The diagram outlines the primary material treatments of 
the proposed Coastal Pathway.  Asphalt is the predominant 
pathway material proposed where the path is on solid 
ground and should be of a fi ne grade. Timber boardwalks 
are proposed in areas where such structures are required: 

Sites for ‘clusters’ of furniture are also indicated. These 
correspond to nodes along the route, situated at key access, 
event, viewing or reprieve spots. In this way furniture is 
used to complement and help in the creaƟ on of disƟ ncƟ ve 
moments along the pathway route.

0

0.5

1km

01. MT PLEASANT: Three Laning 02. MT PLEASANT: Causeway

03. REDCLIFFS: Beachville Rd

04. REDCLIFFS: Moncks Bay

05. SUMNER: Shag Rock 
Reserve + Sumner Beach

06. SUMNER: Scarborough Beach

Figure 3.10 - Primary material treatment along the pathway and key plan identifying plans that follow.

ASPHALT

TIMBER

CONCRETE PAVING

EXISTING SURFACE

COASTAL EDGE

TREE PLANTING

FURNITURE CLUSTER

+

only proposed modifications 
to conditions are indicated, 
i.e. existing trees retained 
wherever possible.

low-level locally native 
species planting.

++

+
+ ++

+

+

+

+

+

+
+

+

+

+
+

over water, moving sand or where structures may require 
some fl exibility. Wide decking Ɵ mbers will provide a 
smoother surface for wheeled users. Composite materials 
should be invesƟ gated at detailed design stages. 

Trees and fl ush in-ground planƟ ng (not illustrated below) 
are the primary soŌ  typologies uƟ lised along the route, 
along with modifi caƟ on and planƟ ng of rip-rap edges that is 
proposed to soŌ en the condiƟ on and provide habitat.

N
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| 2.3 CONCEPT
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| 3.3 CONCEPT DESIGN

Figure 3.11 - Mt Pleasant: 3-laning plan.

01. MT PLEASANT : 3ͳLANING
The western extent of the proposed Coastal Pathway 
begins at the Ferrymead Bridge. The preferred pathway 
route is taken through the centre of ScoƩ  Park - subject to 
consultaƟ on -  allowing water acƟ viƟ es to operate on one 
side, and park on the other. The proposed pathway will also 
follow the road edge as a four-metre wide shared route. 
The proposed pathway then follows the rebuilt rip-rap edge 
and integrates with ‘3-laning’ works to Main Rd. Rip rap is 
proposed to be planted in places and access points to the 
lower estuary level are suggested.

INTRODUCTION
The following plans and secƟ ons describe the concept 
design for the proposed Coastal Pathway. The proposed 
pathway design is integrated with rebuild and other works 
proposals wherever these occur. The extent of rebuild works 
has been noted where applicable to clarify the scope of the 
proposed Coastal Pathway. It should be noted that there 
will likely be addiƟ onal future rebuild plans with which to 
integrate developed pathway proposals.

Cross SecƟ ons
Cross secƟ ons have been idenƟ fi ed on all plans with a leƩ er 
and number tag. Where more than one cross secƟ on tag 
is associated with a secƟ on line it indicates that opƟ ons or 
variaƟ ons have been proposed. Refer to Appendix 4 for an 
illustraƟ on of how secƟ ons are based on rebuild proposals.

* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:

All works to carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

Relevant Plan: SCIRT: Main Rd 3 Laning – Scheme Design Option 1 
[Sheets 1-7], No. A 28.09.11. [digital file: 3390292-060-C-100-C-107.dwg].
Received 18th October, 2012.
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p a r k i n g

b y  o t h e r s

Figure 3.12 - Mt Pleasant: Causeway plan.

* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:

All works to carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

SCIRT: Main Road Causeway – General Arrangement Sheet [RD2001], 
Issue 1 29.06.2012. [digital file: 10634-DE-RD-DG-2001.dwg] 
Received 18th October, 2012.

02. MT PLEASANT : CAUSEWAY
The causeway runs from the community centre (approximately) to ‘the 
rock’ at Redcliff s Park, where Main Road deviates from the coastal edge. 
Along teh causeway teh pathway has the same proposed edge and 
pathway treatment as that proposed at the Mt Pleasant:3-laning and 
creates ‘events’ at the 3 culvert points that allow the Ɵ dal fl ow within 
McCormack’s Bay. A loop path around McCormacks Bay skirts the inlet’s 
edge and connects to community faciliƟ es, while providing an alternaƟ ve, 
more sheltered route.
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Figures 3.13 - Mt Pleasant: 3-laning sections.
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Figures 3.14 - Mt Pleasant: Causeway sections.
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M1, M2, M3, M4
SecƟ ons M1, M2 and M3 illustrate variaƟ ons and opƟ ons 
for the rock rip-rap condiƟ on that is proposed for the Mt 
Pleasant: 3-laning secƟ on of the proposed Coastal Pathway. 
They also show opƟ ons relaƟ ng to the posiƟ on of the 
commuter cycleway, planƟ ng and services posiƟ on. A four 
metre wide pathway is the minimum width proposed. This 
provides a shared cycle and walking pathway that allows 
the opportunity to pause or stop along the route. The New 
Zealand Transport Agency1 and New Zealand supplement 
to Austroads guidance2 suggests a desirable minimum 
width for a shared recreaƟ onal path of 3.5m. The guidance 
suggests greater than 4m may be required where there 
are a high number and diversity of users - both anƟ cipated 
condiƟ ons for the proposed coastal pathway.

SecƟ on M1 depicts an unmodifi ed 1 in 2 steep rip-rap 
condiƟ on. (A 1 in 3 rip-rap wall is the iniƟ al engineering 
soluƟ on put forward - see p 15). The rock rip-rap does not 
directly form part of the Coastal Pathway proposal as it 
will be installed by others. SecƟ on M2 shows a pathway 
at a lower level and M3 indicates a rock pool and planted 

1 hƩ p://www.nzta.govt.nz/resources/pedestrian-planning-guide/
2 hƩ p://www.nzta.govt.nz/resources/nz-supplement-austroads-
gtep-part-14-bicycles/

revetment face. This would comprise scaƩ ered pockets of 
hardy, locally-naƟ ve plant species. M3 also illustrates the 
preferred confi guraƟ on of the commuter cycle lane with it 
alongside the main shared pathway.

The precise extent of each condiƟ on is subject to design 
development. However it is envisaged that a lower pathway 
will be included for around 10% of the total length, rock 
pools for approximately 20%, and a planted revetment face 
for about 50% of the edge - note that the planted face can 
occur alongside other modifi caƟ ons to the standard rip rap 
wall.

SecƟ on M4 shows an estuary level access ramp at the 
bus stop along the route. The bus stop is at a break in the 
proposed planƟ ng to provide a drop-off  area.

M5, M6, M7
The causeway has the same proposed treament and opƟ ons 
extended from the 3-laning part of the pathway. SecƟ ons 
M5, M6 and M7 illustrate these.

IntegraƟ ng with the Rebuild
Along the 3-laning and causeway secƟ ons the exisƟ ng 

verƟ cal wall is being rebuilt as rock rip-rap. The proposal 
by SCIRT is to build a 1in3 sloped rock rip-rap edge, and 
the resource consent for this has been lodged. The concept 
proposal for the pathway suggests revising this to a 1in2 
slope with planƟ ng pockets, rock pools and ramped 
accessways integrated or added on to the slope.

Introducing rock pools and planƟ ng pockets at varying 
levels can create a condiƟ on with ecological potenƟ al. It can 
create a range of habitat for various species to occupy.

*Note that the rip-rap revetment, carriageway and footpath 
opposite is to be installed by others and is not part of 
the Coastal Pathway proposal. Refer to Appendix 4 for 
illustraƟ on of how the pathway secƟ ons integrate with 
rebuild proposals.

Figure 3.15 - The existing seawall and edge condition along the causeway (Sept, 2012).
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Figure 3.16 - Mt Pleasant: 3-laning bus-stop section.
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potential coastal 

route beyond 

private property

option 2 - alternative 

road location

Moa Bone 

Point Cave 

/ Te Ana-

O-Hineraki

Potential 

road closure

03. REDCLIFFS : BEACHVILLE ROAD
The redevelopment of Redcliff s / Te Rae Kura Park off ers an 
opportunity to acknowledge the original seƩ lers of this area. 
The proposed embayment is an area of fi ll that was formerly 
a saltmarsh bay.  The proposed estuary edge park with a 
declaimed, soŌ  edge might comprise saltmarsh, wetland and 
beach areas and a boardwalk that allows a close interacƟ on 
with the watery ecology and provides opportuniƟ es for 
interpretaƟ on and educaƟ on. 

This proposal will entail either the removal of Beachville 
Road between the exisƟ ng boat ramp and Main Road 
(opƟ on 1 - main plan) or its relocaƟ on (in opƟ on 2) – both 
subject to detailed invesƟ gaƟ on. An alternaƟ ve conversion 
to a slow street may be required if detailed invesƟ gaƟ ons 
reveal the removal of the road is not feasible. The potenƟ al 
removal or relocaƟ on of the road secƟ on will require further 
invesƟ gaƟ on in developed design phases with assessment 
of full impacts, such as: local property; loss of playing fi eld 
space; infrastructure costs; and environmental eff ects. 

The alignment of Main Rd around Moa Bone Cave is 
uncertain due to rockfall issues, however design opƟ ons 
allow for fl exible treatment.

The Beachville Rd seawall is to be rebuilt as a rip-rap edge by 
others and the pathway follows its inside edge. A series of 
pop-through lookouts enhance opportuniƟ es for viewing and 
fi shing. Behind the seawall at the widest points a linear park 
is possible in which a small children’s bike area is proposed to 
enrich the route and provide amenity.
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* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:
Works to eastern section of carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

SCIRT: Beachville Road and Celia Street – Eastern Sea Wall and Road 
Options Plan [RD1001], Option 1 – Road Realignment, Issue A. [digital file: 
x10824-DE-RD-OPTION1-PLAN.dwg] Received 16th October, 2012.
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Figure 3.17 - Redcliffs: Beachville Road plan.

59



Ch r i s t chu r ch  Coas ta l  Pa thway  -  Concep t  Des i gn  and  Feas i b i l i t y  Repo r t 27

Shag Rock /

Rapanui 

Barnet Park

04. REDCLIFFS : MONCKS BAY
Two routes are proposed from Beachville Road to the 
tram stop. The fi rst route through the Redcliff s shops 
links the pathway into the community, supporƟ ng local 
business, and conƟ nues past BarneƩ  Park and its linked 
tracks. The second route runs along the coastal edge on a 
proposed new boardwalk.
At central Moncks Bay, the exisƟ ng shallow rip-rap and 
beach condiƟ ons are retained, along with the historic 
wall and tram stop. The yacht club are proposing 
to rebuild their water-side faciliƟ es: its design will 
provide places for boat and channel viewing and will 
be integrated with the pathway. The eastern boardwalk 
commences from around a new potenƟ al boat shed 
and will be integrated atop a restored rip-rap edge. It 
culminates in a lookout at one of the most signifi cant 
viewing points along the enƟ re proposed pathway.
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Figure 3.18 - Redcliffs: Moncks Bay plan.
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Figures 3.19 - Redcliffs: Beachville Road seawall sections.

R1 - narrow section

R2 - at lookout

Figure 3.20 - The existing Beachville Rd seawall and space adjacent (Sept, 2012).
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linear children’s bike park lawn planting

R1, R2, R3
SecƟ on R1 shows the general treatment along narrow 
secƟ ons adjacent to the Beachville Rd seawall where 
planƟ ng is possible.

SecƟ on R2 shows where a proposed lookout point is 
integrated into the wall. The lookout will be Ɵ mber deck 
linking to Ɵ mber boardwalk than extends back across the 
pathway. The lookout includes a Ɵ mber balustrade.

SecƟ on R3 indicates the park that is possible in wider 
secƟ ons adjacent to the seawall. A linear children’s bike 
park is proposed adjacent to the pathway. This might be a 
simple undulaƟ ng pavement for scooter and bike confi dence 
building play.

IntegraƟ ng with the Rebuild
The Coastal Pathway proposal integrates with the SCIRT 
seawall proposal and proposes no addiƟ onal modifi caƟ on 
to the edge posiƟ on or wall condiƟ on. In the SCIRT 
proposal, the crest of the proposed new rip-rap revetment 
is located landward of the exisƟ ng seawall (pre-earthquake) 
posiƟ on. The distance set back from this posiƟ on varies 
from approximately 0.7m, at the narrowest parts along this 
secƟ on of seawall, to 3.7m, at the widest points. The toe of 
the 1in2 baƩ ered revetment will extend further than the 

confl icts with private driveway access with the on-street 
opƟ ons. 

The ‘coastal’ opƟ on addresses privacy issues by lowering the 
elevaƟ on of the boardwalk below the top of the rip-rap edge 
and seƫ  ng it some distance from the property boundary. An 
alternaƟ ve design treatments could consider reclamaƟ on: 
this may be invesƟ gated at subsequent stages when more 
detailed survey data is available. The coastal routes are 
subject to ongoing consultaƟ on and invesƟ gaƟ ons into the 
potenƟ al pros and cons of reclamaƟ on, and alternaƟ ve 
design treatments to address privacy issues.

exisƟ ng toe of the rip-rap, however most of this condiƟ on is 
permanently inundated.
*The rip-rap revetment, carriageway and footpath opposite 
is by others and not part of the Coastal Pathway proposal.

R4
SecƟ on R4 illustrates a coastal boardwalk opƟ on that could 
potenƟ ally be included around the edge of two areas of 
private properƟ es that occur along the proposed pathway 
- at Beachville Road and Main Road. This is an important 
secƟ on of the proposed pathway to allow it to be properly 
‘coastal’ as well as to minimise the amount of pathway that 

Figure 3.21 - Redcliffs: Beachville Road seawall + park section.

Figure 3.22 - Redcliffs: Beachville Road / Main Road coastal boardwalk section.

R3 - wide section, park

R4 - coastal boardwalk

62



30 Wra igh t  + Assoc i a t e s

planting + street 

trees, parking 

between
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coastal pathwaybuffer 
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turning lanecycle cycle

cycle

cycleparking

cycle parking footpath

footpath
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R5, R6, R7
SecƟ ons R5, R6 and R7 describe the typical on-street 
condiƟ on that the proposed Coastal Pathway will take in its 
anƟ cipated iniƟ al form. This route, past the Redcliff  shops,  
would form an alternaƟ ve part of the pathway if the coastal 
boardwalk is completed as indicated in secƟ on R4.

In secƟ ons R5 and R6 the pathway comprises a widened 
footpath around the Redcliff s shops with tree planƟ ng on 
the opposite side of the road and parking to both sides 
where a turning lane is not needed. SecƟ on R7 includes 
buff er planƟ ng between driveway accesses to the boundary 
of private properƟ es, which will improve safety, privacy and 
amenity.

R5 - shops + turning lane

R6 - shops

R7 - south of shops

Figures 3.23 - Redcliffs: Moncks Bay - Main Road street sections.
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R8, R9
SecƟ on R8 shows the proposed 
Ɵ mber boardwalk along a 
secƟ on of the beach at Moncks 
Bay with exisƟ ng wall retained. 
A seaƟ ng element is integrated 
beneath to provide a useable 
edge to the beach.

SecƟ on R9 indicates the 
proposed condiƟ on along 
eastern Moncks Bay. Here 
the carriageway and general 
condiƟ on is Ɵ ght, parƟ cularly 
where it turns the corner at 
Shag Rock. A rebuilt rip-rap 
seawall is proposed, atop 
which a Ɵ mber promenade is 
integrated. A variaƟ on of the 
cycle lane posiƟ on is shown. 
The 6m width provided here 
allows for fl exibility in relaƟ on 
to the potenƟ al issues arising 
from the road repair / rebuild 
where road widening may be 
required.

IntegraƟ ng with the Rebuild
At secƟ on R9, along eastern 
Moncks Bay, there is an 
exisƟ ng, wide area of rip-rap. 
This condiƟ on, it is anƟ cipated, 
will be repaired and rebuilt 
as required to support and 
accomodate boardwalk piling.
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R8 - Moncks Beach

R9 - Moncks Bay East

Note: Rebuild / repair 

works required to this 

section of east Moncks 

Bay are not yet confirmed.

Figures 3.24 - Redcliffs: Moncks Bay sections.
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05. SUMNER : SHAG ROCK TO CAVE ROCK
The pathway is proposed as a boardwalk structure removed 
from the road either by substanƟ al planƟ ng or a level change 
with planƟ ng. It is elevated above the beach to create a 
unique upper and lower level experience. The pathway 
could weave behind the dunal landscape before linking to an 
improved walkway past the war memorials, with a widened 
fl at boardwalk. For auxiliary paths through the dunes to the 
beach a dune walkway system is proposed to be fl exible and 
to allow dune processes, such as rapid change, to occur.

The alignment of Main Rd around Shag Rock / Peacocks 
Gallop is uncertain due to rockfall issues, however design 
opƟ ons allow for fl exible treatment.

Cave Rock 
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Figure 3.25 - Sumner: Shag Rock to Cave Rock plan.
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06. SUMNER : SCARBOROUGH
The esplanade requires improvement, however it currently 
caters for the proposed Coastal Pathway in width and 
is therefore considered to be a separate project to 
the implementaƟ on of the Coastal Pathway. Minimal 
modifi caƟ on is proposed along the Scarborough Esplanade 
to improve access points negoƟ aƟ ng the exisƟ ng rip-
rap revetment and provide beƩ er access between the 
promenade and beach. Similarly, improved accessways are 
proposed between the Esplanade and park space behind. 
The proposed pathway should be extended beyond the cafe 
and park towards the lifesaving club and Scarborough. Here 
there is the opportunity to recreate the experience of the 
historic Ɵ dal baths  – in a contemporary way – and provide a 
fi nal lookout point with views back to the city.
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Figure 3.26 - Sumner: Scarborough plan.
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Figures 3.27 - Sumner: Shag Rock Reserve sections.
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shared coastal pathway

S3 - dunes

S1, S2
SecƟ ons S1 and S2 illustrate opƟ ons or variaƟ ons for the 
pathway treatment along the beach at Shag Rock Reserve. 
S1 has the pathway at a lower level, with an addiƟ onal 
upper, potenƟ ally higher-speed path between planƟ ng. The 
street side planƟ ng could have intermiƩ ent parallel parking,  
and the cycle lane could be included on the upper pathway.
S2 shows the possibility of having the pathway at the same 
level, raised more above the beach but creaƟ ng a generous 
space for users. Both opƟ ons include a porƟ on of pathway 
at a higher level to allow its use in storm events.

S3, S4
SecƟ on S3 shows the pathway behind the dunes with 
carparking and access adjacent. A Ɵ mber accessway through 
the dunes connects to the main pathway. This can be an 
ecologically rich secƟ on of the pathway.

S4 shows how access can be improved on the exisƟ ng 
revetment down to the beach with a combinaƟ on of 
concrete steps, Ɵ mber deck and ramping. These access 
points need to be more generously-scaled and less steep 
than the exisƟ ng provision. AƩ enƟ on should be given to slip 
performance as, at the lower levels, ramps will be subject to 

Existing rip-rap 

revetment

Timber deck 

/ landing

Concrete 

stair

Existing 

promenade

S4 - revetment access
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occasional inundaƟ on. Scarborough is only a low-mid Ɵ de 
beach as successive modifi caƟ ons to the edge have resulted 
in its erosion. There is some scope longer-term to modify 
the revetment condiƟ on and in turn restore a dry-beach at 
high Ɵ de, however this modifi caƟ on is beyond the scope of 
the Coastal Pathway proposal. 

Figure 3.28 - Sumner: dunes walkway section.

Figure 3.29- Sumner: Scarborough esplanade access section.
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The total esƟ mated cost for the proposed Coastal Pathway is:

 $26,122,010.95 (plus GST)

Allow esƟ mated escalaƟ on of 4% per annum.

The cosƟ ng has been broken down into six overall secƟ ons  
along the proposed pathway and into further sub areas. The 
overall secƟ ons correspond broadly to the plans presented 
in the Concept secƟ on (3.3) of this report. CosƟ ng by sub-

area is included on the following page and relates to the 
below key plan, while the plans that follow (secƟ on 4.2) 
more precisely defi ne the scope that has been costed.

The esƟ mate includes for: Contractors Preliminaries & General; 
Margins; Design & ConstrucƟ on ConƟ ngency; and professional 
fees, and is based on current day compeƟ Ɵ ve costs. 
The esƟ mate excludes the following: GST; Finance & Legal 
Costs; Land Related Costs; Infl aƟ on; Programme related 
Penal Costs / ShiŌ  Work; Non compeƟ Ɵ ve tendering; Work 

| 4.1 COST

4.  I M P L E M E N TAT I O N
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outside boundary; Unforeseen ground condiƟ ons; Supply of 
sculptures, works of art; Building Consent charges; Resource 
Consent and associated hearing costs; Costs associated with 
obtaining a Coastal Permit; RMA and zoning charges; Noise 
limitaƟ on costs; DisrupƟ on costs to the exisƟ ng surrounding 
establishment; Unforeseen increase in Labour costs as a 
direct result of the Christchurch Earthquake rebuild.

Figure 4.1 - Costing key plan.
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01. MT PLEASANT : 3-Laning 02. MT PLEASANT : Causeway

01A - ScoƩ  Park, path to road edge $218,150.38
01B - Mt Pleasant, adjacent 3-laning $712,763.53

01 Total  :   $930,913.91

04A - Beachville / Main Road  $483,911.92
04B - Main Rd: Coastal Boardwalk $4,509,415.32
04C - Moncks Bay   $2,881,789.73

04 Total :    $7,875,116.97

02A - Causeway   $1,751,083.70
02B - McCormacks Bay  $850,454.13

02 Total :    $2,601,537.83

05A - Rapanui / Shag Rock Reserve $3,839,506.85
05B - Memorial Walk  $1,849,794.31

05 Total :    $5,689,301.16

03A - Te Rae Kura Park  $2,588,444.22
03B - On Beachville Road  $303,294.64
03C - Beachville Rd: Coastal Boardwalk $3,861,195.82
03D - Beachville Sea Wall  $1,062,387.19

03 Total :    $7,815,321.87

06A - Scarborough Beach  $520,872.00
03B - On Beachville Road  $688,947.21

06 Total :    $1,209,819.21

03. REDCLIFFS : Beachville Road

04. REDCLIFFS : Moncks Bay 05. SUMNER : Shag Rock to Cave Rock 06. SUMNER : Scarborough
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| 4.2 COSTED SCOPE

Figure 4.2 - Mt Pleasant: 3-laning plan with areas of costed works identified.

The following plans highlight the extent of the works that 
are costed for the proposed coastal pathway. The areas are 
highlighted in yellow and outlined red dashed. The extent of 
sub-areas (1a,1b, etc.) are indicated.

* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:

All works to carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

Relevant Plan: SCIRT: Main Rd 3 Laning – Scheme Design Option 1 
[Sheets 1-7], No. A 28.09.11. [digital file: 3390292-060-C-100-C-107.dwg].
Received 18th October, 2012.
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p a r k i n g

b y  o t h e r s

Figure 4.3 - Mt Pleasant: Causeway + McCormacks Bay plan with areas of costed works identified.

* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:

All works to carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

SCIRT: Main Road Causeway – General Arrangement Sheet [RD2001], 
Issue 1 29.06.2012. [digital file: 10634-DE-RD-DG-2001.dwg] 
Received 18th October, 2012.
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option 2 - alternative 

road location
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* REBUILD WORKS - by SCIRT / others:
Works to eastern section of carriageway, new rip-rap edge and 

associated reclamation and stabilisation is by others.

SCIRT: Beachville Road and Celia Street – Eastern Sea Wall and Road 
Options Plan [RD1001], Option 1 – Road Realignment, Issue A. [digital file: 
x10824-DE-RD-OPTION1-PLAN.dwg] Received 16th October, 2012.
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Figure 4.4 - Redcliffs: Beachville Road plan with areas of costed works identified.
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Figure 4.5 - Redcliffs: Moncks Bay plan with areas of costed works identified.
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Figure 4.6 - Sumner: Shag Rock to Cave Rock plan with areas of costed works identified.
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Indicative potential tidal 

baths. Outside scope of 

the proposed Coastal 

Pathway and subject to 

separate studies
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Figure 4.7- Sumner: Scarborough plan with areas of costed works identified.
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| 4.3 NEXT STEPS
Phasing and CoordinaƟ on
The proposed Coastal Pathway will be realised through a 
phased process of development and implementaƟ on. 

The fi rst parts of the proposed pathway to be developed 
further will necessarily be those that require coordinaƟ on 
with current or imminent rebuild projects, which are:
- The Ferrymead Bridge replacement
- Main Road 3-laning works
- The Causeway rebuild
- Beachville Road Seawall

These rebuild projects correspond broadly with the fi rst 
three proposed pathway plans as illustrated in this report: 
Mt Pleasant: 3-laning, Mt Pleasant: Causeway, and Redcliff s: 
Beachville Road.

Other anƟ cipated rebuild works for which detail is not 
currently available but will potenƟ ally eff ect the proposed 
Coastal Pathway design, include:
- Main Road alignment around Moa Bone Cave
- Main Road alignment around Shag Rock Reserve / 
Peacocks Gallop

For developed pathway proposals coordinaƟ on also needs 
to conƟ nue with:
- The Sumner Village Centre Master Plan
- The Ferry Road / Main Road Master Plan
- The Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan
- The Estuary Edge Master Plan

Thorough coordinaƟ on between all plans and rebuild 
projects hold opportuniƟ es for increased effi  ciencies and, 
ulƟ mately, improved outcomes.

To ensure momentum in this project is maintained, the 
immediate short-term acƟ ons are recommended:
- CCC staff  adopt Coastal Pathway proposal concepts for use 
within CCC planning processes; 
- CPG and CCC agree to uƟ lise report material for ongoing 
consultaƟ on and project promoƟ on;
- Further public consultaƟ on takes place to establish 
prioriƟ es;
- Further liaison with SCIRT;
- Briefi ng for further invesƟ gaƟ ons and studies;  
- Feasibility and cosƟ ngs are peer-reviewed; and.
- CCC  and CPG invesƟ gate funding opƟ ons. 

Further Issues to consider
- AddiƟ onal invesƟ gaƟ ons required (e.g. geotechnical, 
planning);
- Further design development of strategies (materiality, 
wayfi nding, interpretaƟ on, ecology, traffi  c / parking);
- Further opportunity for more detailed consultaƟ on; and
- IntegraƟ on with other infrastructure/planning projects.

Various aspects of design development and detailing will be 
subject to more detailed  feasibility designs / opƟ ons and 
community consultaƟ on.
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Figure 4.2 - Overview of proposed pathway development process.
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5.  O U T C O M E S
These outcomes describe those anƟ cipated eff ects 
associated directly with the Coastal Pathway proposal. It 
does not assess the impact of SCIRT proposals to which parts 
of the proposed pathway design are adapted.

1. Net Ecological Gain for the Estuary   
• DeclamaƟ on at Redcliff s off sets reclamaƟ on by SCIRT. 

SCIRT 3-laning and causeway works will entail some 
reclamaƟ on. This is not part of the Coastal Pathway 
proposal, however it is anƟ cipated that these works will 
be suffi  ciently off set in physical area by the amount of 
declamaƟ on in the Redcliff s / Te Rae Kura Park that is 
proposed as part of the coastal pathway development.

• Habitat can be enhanced by providing a diverse rocky 
shore habitat and planƟ ng within the rip-rap wall.  
PlanƟ ng in the rip-rap can enhance habitat and increase 
indigenous vegetaƟ on along the estuary edge.

• Stormwater treatment swales can improve the quality 
of discharges into the estuary, which may have benefi ts 
for estuary and ecological health.

• Increased awareness of ecological values can be 
promoted through treatment of coastal edges, access 
to ecological ameniƟ es - e.g. improved path around 
McCormacks Bay - stormwater treatment, dune 
walkway and associated interpretaƟ on. This is expected 
to have indirect long-term benefi ts to ecological health.

3. Net Cultural Gain for Ngāi Tahu
• The proposed pathway recognises the place and values 

of Ngāi Tahu in this landscape in the past, now and into 
the future. 

• All relevant areas will be referred to by both their Māori 
and European names.

• The proposed Redcliff s / Te Rae Kura ‘estuary park’ 
could more explicitly recognise Ngāi Tahu’s presence 
through, for example, a “taonga house” that could 
contain some of the important artefacts from the area, 
such as at Moa Bone Point Cave / Te Ana-O-Hineraki.

• Edge condiƟ ons to the estuary will improve ecological 
values and health.

2. Net Economic Gain for the City
• It is essenƟ al that tourists have access to ‘free’ local 

recreaƟ on acƟ viƟ es in well-designed and developed 
seƫ  ngs if they are to have genuine high-quality 
experiences and recommend a desƟ naƟ on as a ‘must 
see’ locaƟ on. The Christchurch Coastal Pathway fulfi ls 
the need for an accessible acƟ vity-based experience of 
the estuary and coast. The level of interest from tourists 
will directly correlate with the quality of the design, 
development and delivery of the pathway.

• Walking, cycling and sight-seeing are key domesƟ c and 
internaƟ onal tourism acƟ viƟ es in all districts in New 
Zealand. The infrastructure which underpins walking, 
cycling and sight-seeing will also underpin the majority 
of domesƟ c and internaƟ onal tourism expenditure 
in Christchurch, and all sectors – accommodaƟ on, 
transport, food and entertainment – depend on the 
ability of the city to aƩ ract visitors for high quality 
experiences and to keep them in the city for longer 
(by giving them more to do). The coastal pathway will 
become a key part of Christchurch tourism markeƟ ng 
for naƟ onal and internaƟ onal tourism and an important 
reason for longer stays in the region.

• New Plymouth, with a city populaƟ on of approximately 
53,000, recorded 427,000 users in the year ended 
June 2012 on its Coastal Walkway, with a peak of more 
than 51,000 users in January 2012. Considering New 
Plymouth’s experience, the coastal pathway’s target for 
annual acƟ vity should be no fewer than 1 million users 
p.a. (including domesƟ c, internaƟ onal and local traffi  c). 
AcƟ vity may well be far in excess of this. Even low 
levels of local expenditure from this market will be an 
important contribuƟ on to the regional economy.

• There is no marginal cost to each use of the walkway.

4. Net Social Gain for the Community 
• Coastal pathway projects elsewhere confi rm that this 

project can play a key role in creaƟ ng a stronger and 
more vibrant community.  

• The Coastal Pathway proposal provides beƩ er linkages 
between communiƟ es. The pathway can create new 
and enhance exisƟ ng spaces for social interacƟ on. 
The proposed pathway will Ɵ e the community to key 
aspects of the environment.

• The proposed pathway will encourage learning and 
educaƟ on opportuniƟ es.

• The pathway can contribute to a strong sense of 
community idenƟ ty through a strong place idenƟ ty.

• The pathway will become a commemoraƟ on of the 
community spirit that was uncovered aŌ er the shocking 
events of 2010 and 2011  
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5. Net RecreaƟ onal Gain 
• Sport New Zealand research indicates that walking 

is the most popular form of acƟ ve recreaƟ on in New 
Zealand and in Canterbury. Over 65% of adults in the 
Canterbury West Coast Sports Trust region walk for 
recreaƟ on, and almost 30% cycle. This compares with 
just over 10% who play golf (the highest parƟ cipaƟ on 
sport in Canterbury West Coast). Walking is parƟ cularly 
popular amongst women, with over 74% parƟ cipaƟ ng. 
Cycling is especially popular amongst men, with almost 
36% parƟ cipaƟ ng. (all 2007/08 data).

• InternaƟ onal research indicates that ‘acƟ vity friendly 
environments’ are criƟ cal to supporƟ ng parƟ cipaƟ on 
in healthy outdoor acƟ viƟ es. These are seƫ  ngs where 
residents and visitors are encouraged to be acƟ ve 
because the environment is highly aƩ racƟ ve. We are 
encouraged to be acƟ ve because being out there 
is extremely pleasant – not just because we think 
we should be acƟ ve for our health. The moƟ vaƟ on 
presented by an aƩ racƟ ve seƫ  ng is possibly more 
important than worries about personal fi tness levels, 
and parƟ cipaƟ on is likely to be more enduring.

• Personal safety in recreaƟ on is a key issue, and 
percepƟ ons of unsafe seƫ  ngs are a deterrent to 
parƟ cipaƟ on. Busy recreaƟ on seƫ  ngs encourage more 
use through passive surveillance, and separaƟ on from 
vehicle traffi  c is vital if we are to increase parƟ cipaƟ on 
in cycling, walking and other wheeled pursuits, such as 
scootering and skate boarding (these all occur on the 
New Plymouth Coastal Walkway with very low levels of 
confl ict).

• The benefi ts of acƟ vity for physical, mental and 
community health are widely accepted..

6. Net Gain in Public Access to the Coastal 
Margin 

• The public have access to all of the exisƟ ng coastal 
margin, except for in front of the two separate secƟ ons 
of private properƟ es (one along Beachville Rd, and the 
other along Main Road), but this access is currently 
of poor quality which limits use of the coastal margin. 
The proposed pathway signifi cantly improves access 
to and along this coastal margin. Diverse opportuniƟ es 
to access the water itself are integrated along the 
proposed pathway.

• Enabling such public access along the enƟ re coastal 
margin is a key principle of the RMA and should be 
delivered as part of this concept plan. 

7. Explicit recogniƟ on of the loss   
that has been suff ered and the legacy 
this provides for future generaƟ ons 

• The plan incorporates the potenƟ al to remember the 
local people that lost their lives in the earthquakes or 
were seriously injured, lost their houses or businesses, 
as well as heroes such as the members of the local fi re 
brigade, council workers, etc. It must be remembered 
that one of the main reasons for the proposed pathway 
is a legacy of community spirit that arose out of the 
earthquakes, and the recovery.

8. No loss of private property where it 
exists above Mean High Water Springs 
& no loss of access to the water 

• A coastal route in front of the Beachville Road and 
Main Road private properƟ es will not encroach on 
privately owned land. To the extent that these have 
exisƟ ng legiƟ mate boat ramps and other water access 
structures, they can potenƟ ally be integrated on the 
other side of the pathway as part of developed design.

• There is currently very poor provision of outdoor 
recreaƟ on opportuniƟ es for people with disabiliƟ es in 
the region, parƟ cularly within or near natural seƫ  ngs. 
The proposed coastal pathway, with its even and level 
surfaces, will represent a massive opportunity for 
people who rely on walking aids or who have mobility 
issues.

• Access for students travelling between home and school 
will vastly improve, as it will for residents commuƟ ng to 
work. This form of ‘incidental’ physical acƟ vity makes 
very important contribuƟ ons to physical and mental 
health.

• The proposed coastal pathway has the potenƟ al to be 
the most signifi cant and accessible outdoor recreaƟ on 
development in Canterbury, exceeding acƟ vity levels at, 
for example, BoƩ le Lake and potenƟ ally the cycle and 
walking tracks on the Port Hills.
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|  APPENDIX 1 ͳ SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

A P P E N D I C E S

SelecƟ on of site photographs indicaƟ ng various edge 
condiƟ ons along anƟ cipated Coastal Pathway route.

Mt Pleasant - Scott Park

Redcliffs - Boat ramp carpark

Mt Pleasant - Causeway Redcliffs - Private edge Redcliffs - Moncks Bay East Sumner - Memorial walk

Redcliffs - Beachville Rd seawall Redcliffs - Moncks Bay Sumner - Clifton dunes

Redcliffs - Main Rd shops Sumner - Shag Rock Reserve Sumner - Scarborough promenade
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HISTORY
Pre-European
The estuary, Ihutai, was an immensely signifi cant site to early 
Māori. It was a major site of food and resource gathering - 
mahinga kai - and also served as a hub for regional trade between 
south island iwi. There were a number of seƩ lements by early 
Māori and the caves were also signifi cantly uƟ lised landmarks.
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Figure A2.1 - Diagram of selected historical and cultural sites along the proposed Coastal Pathway.
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| APPENDIX 2 ͳ SITE ANALYSIS

The fi rst Māori in the Christchurch area were the Waitaha. They 
were followed in the 1500s and assimilated by NgāƟ  Mamoe, 
who came south from the North Island. In the mid-1700s 
Ngāi Tahu arrived and aŌ er aŌ er a Ɵ me assumed customary 
authorty over the Canterbury region and the broader South 
Island.

Ensuing years saw Ngāi Tahu challenged and diminished by 
wars - parƟ cularly with the rangaƟ ra (‘chief’), Te Rauparaha - 
and later epidemics of measles and infl uenza that were brought 
by European seƩ lers. RelaƟ onships with the new arrivals 
were iniƟ ally profi table and amicable, however the conƟ nued 
migraƟ on of Europeans saw conƟ nued loss of ancestral lands 
and ongoing shiŌ  in power.
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European
The estuary and its river connecƟ ons were also important 
to early European seƩ lers for trade and commerce. Goods 
were brough via the estuary to the Heathcote River docks. 
The waterways’ industrial uses also meant the estuary 
served as a disposal site for various pollutants, much of 
which arrived via the Avon and Heathcote Rivers, which 
removed food-gathering pracƟ ces. The associated siltaƟ on 
removed the rivers’ transport uses by 1900. The estuary 
has a long history as a recreaƟ onal resource for rowing and 
yachƟ ng. A parƟ cularly notable ‘recreaƟ onal infrastructure’ 
of the past was the coastal tramway which connected 
Sumner Beach with the city. It resulted in some of the major 
reclamaƟ ons of the early 20th century that had signifi cant 
impacts on the estuary’s hydrological paƩ erns, though 
helped to galvanise a popular tourist desƟ naƟ on. The 
2010-2011 earthquakes are an important event in the area’s 
recent history.

Photographs
The historic photographs present a sample the environment 
and life along the pathway route in the late 19th and early-
mid 20th centuries. They idenƟ fy some major changes that 
have taken place along the route, such as the tramway 
reclamaƟ ons (2,6) and the pre-modifi caƟ on condiƟ on of 
Scarborough Beach (9).

MONCKS BAY - 1882 (SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, WHERE OUR RIVERS 
MEET THE SEA: J. SPILLER, PILGRIMS ASSOCIATION COLLECTION)

SUMNER BEACH - CIRCA 1910 (SOURCE: TIMEFRAMES, TAKEN BY 
WILLIAM A.PRICE)

FISHERMAN’S FLAT + MONCKS BAY - 1800s (SOURCE: ‘THE 
ESTUARY, WHERE OUR RIVERS MEET THE SEA: CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

SHAG ROCK: THE MOUTH OF THE ESTUARY - 1900 
(SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, WHERE OUR RIVERS MEET THE SEA: J.J KINSEY; 
CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

SCARBOROUGH - EARLY PHOTO (SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, WHERE OUR 
RIVERS MEET THE SEA: CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

CLIFTON: THE ROAD BELOW - 1907 (SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, 
WHERE OUR RIVERS MEET THE SEA: CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

McCORMACKS BAY: THE CAUSEWAY - EARLY 1900s 
(SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, WHERE OUR RIVERS MEET THE SEA: A. ALDERSLEY; 
CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

CLIFTON: TRAM CAUSEWAY (SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, WHERE OUR 
RIVERS MEET THE SEA: CANTERBURY MUSEUM)

FERRYMEAD BRIDGE - DURING WW1 (SOURCE: ‘THE ESTUARY, 
WHERE OUR RIVERS MEET THE SEA: DAVID BARR)
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Whaka raupo

Koukourarata

To Taumutu 
- Wairewa

To Kaiapoi, 
Te Tawera-Orohaki

Te Kai-o-te-karoro

Rapaki

Opawaho

Opawaho

Otaka ro

Papanui

Putaringamotu

O-Mokihi

OruapaeroaTe Oranga

Puari
O-Tautahi

Proposed 

Coastal 

Pathway

Te Ihutai

‘Rakawakaputa, Port Cooper Plains’, 1848, William Fox.  
(SOURCED FROM CCC, ‘Christchurch Before 1850 - The First Peoples’.)

a

a

Figure A2.2 - Trails and place names in Ngai Tahu times. Adapted from Christchuch City 
Council, ‘Christchurch before 1850 - The First Peoples’.
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Figure A2.3 - Historic ecosystems. Adapted from Lucas Associates, Swamps and Vegetation Cover 1856.

Figure A2.4 - Geology, soils. Adapted from resources.ccc.govt.nz (soils + geomorphology of Chch)

AKEAKE (RIRORIRO-NGAIO, FORMER DUNE SYSTEM)

AKEAKE (JEWELLED GECKO, FOOT-SLOPE 

ECOSYSTEM OF STEEP SCARBOROUGH HILL SOILS

TUSSOCK (GREEN SKINK - TI KOUKA, YOUNG 

PLAINS ECOSYSTEM)

KOROKIO (RIRORIRO, ROCKY RIDGE ECOSYSTEM OF 

CASHMERE SOILS)

OIOI (ESTURINE ECOSYSTEM, MOTUJARARA SOILS, 

TUTURIWHATU, MARSH)

SILVER TUSSOCK (COMMON GECKO, STEEP, ROCKY, 

BLUFF ECOSYSTEM OF EVANS STEEPLAND SOILS)

GEOLOGY + ECOSYSTEMS
The 2010-2011 earthquakes revealed previously unknown 
fault lines in Christchuch. These include a 14km long fault 
along the northern Port Hills, which was the origin of the 
February 2011 earthquake1. Up-liŌ  ruptures are sƟ ll regular 
occurances in the area. The pathway site is also signifi cant 
and unique for being at the juncture of  the Port Hills, two 
rivers and the ocean - the meeƟ ng of geological, alluvial and 
marine systems. This resulted in a diverse range of historic 
ecosystems that surround the pathway site. The estuary once 
had a richer diversity of natural edge environments, such as 
dunelands and saltmarshes.

1 See GNS: hƩ p://www.gns.cri.nz/Home/Our-Science/
Natural-Hazards/Recent-Events/Canterbury-quake/Hidden-fault
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SCARBOROUGH

KIWI (VOLCANIC HILLS - STEEP LOWER SLOPES)
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Figure A2.5 - Diagram of hydrological systems.

HYDROLOGY
The site is a highly complex hydrological system. Two rivers, 
four ‘city drains’ and numerous stormwater outlets discharge 
into the estuary. A sewerage treatment plant and oxidaƟ on 
ponds occupy much of the estuary’s northern edge though 
these no longer discharge into the water body as it has been 
piped directly to sea since 2010.

CHARLEWORTH DRAIN

LOVETT’S DRAIN

CITY OUTFALL DRAIN

ESTUARY DRAIN

OXIDATION PONDS

Post-2011 Tidal Flows within estuary.

HIGH

MID

LOW 

[CHANNELS]

2012 Tide Envelopes - NIWA.

0 MEAN SEA LEVEL

01FEB 01APR 01JUN 01AUG 01OCT 01DEC

H
IG
H
 T

ID
E
S

L
O
W
 T

ID
E
S

+0.5

-0.5

-1.0

+1.0

Topography
The land rises steeply from the coastal edge, forming deeply 
incised valleys and high ridges. This topographical condiƟ on 
restricts cross-valley connecƟ ons to the coastal edge for all but 
the Sumner communiƟ es. The proposed pathway route moves 
through a series of open to confi ned condiƟ ons, in terms of 
the immediate topographical adjacency.

Tidal
The 2010-2011 earthquakes had signifi cant impact on the 
Ɵ dal paƩ erns of the estuary. They notably resulted in an 
approximate 0.5 metre upliŌ  along the southern edge of the 
estuary. The estuary is reshaping in response to this changes, 
which has eff ected habitat and erosion, for example. It has 
been observed that contaminated sediment has in some places 
been buried by uprisings, and is alleviaƟ ng some aquaƟ c weed 
problems.

MAJOR DRAIN + OUTLET

STORMWATER OUTLET

TOE DRAIN

STORMWATER

PIPE NETWORK

20M CONTOUR
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WILDLIFE
The Avon-Heathcote estuary / Te Ihutai is a highly signifi cant 
habitat for a diversity of bird life and marine species. It is 
also culturally very signifi cant as a major historic source of 
shellfi sh gathering and trade to Ngāi tahu. Changes to feeding 
and roosƟ ng paƩ erns are sƟ ll being observed due to the 
signifi cant geomorphic changes to the environment. Over 
100 bird species have been reported at the estuary1 and it is 
an important habitat, both naƟ onally and internaƟ onally, for 
migratory birds – most notably for the hundreds of  godwits 
that stay for the summer months before returning to Alaska.

1 McMurtrie S. and Kennedy S, Exploring an Estuary - A 
Field Guide to the Avon-Heathcote Estuary/Ihutai, 2012, p. 4.

COMMON LOW TIDE 

FEEDING AREA

COMMON MID TIDE 

ROOSTING AREA

KEY BIRD FEEDING SITES

COCKLES, PIPIS + TUATUA 

GATHERING SPOTS

FISHING SPOTS

WORMS (BAIT) GATHERING 

SPOT

Figure A2.6 - Diagram of predominant wildlife patterns.

For a detailed guide to the birdlife of the estuary, refer to SJ 
Owen (ed), The Estuary - Where Our Rivers Meet the Sea, 1992.
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URBAN CONNECTIONS
In the broadscale, there are limited ways to reach the 
pathway neigbourhoods. Pinched between the Port Hills 
and estuary, they are reached almost exclusively via the 
Ferrymead bridge and then Main Rd. From the bridge the 
Pathway is primarily connected to the CBD along Ferry Rd 
and, while other routes including the ring road converge 
around Ferrymead, the bridge remains the essenƟ al pinch 
point. The neighbourhoods require Main Rd to be an 
eff ecƟ ve route and also, as the only means of access, one 
with good provision for a range of transport modes. Main 
Road also forms part of a freight link to LyƩ elton port and is 
used for over-dimension and someƟ mes dangerous goods. It 
was extensively damaged in the earthquakes which has had 
signifi cant impact on local communiƟ es and the port link.

In the Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan 2012 the 
proposed pathway route is idenƟ fi ed as a major cycleway, 
recreaƟ onal walkway and core public transport route. The 
proposed Coastal Pathway has the capacity to fully achieve 
the fi rst two of these strategic objecƟ ves, and to contribute 
to creaƟ ng an eff ecƟ ve core public transport route. In this 
way the proposed pathway can not only connect, provide 
amenity and opƟ ons for local communiƟ es, but contribute 
to the city’s overall infrastructural objecƟ ves and resilience.

CCC diagram of cycle network. Major cycleways indicated bold. 
Source: CCC, Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan, June 2012.

CCC diagram of long-term vision for walking. Major recreational routes indicated dashed. 
Source: CCC, Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan, June 2012.

CCC diagram of public transport. Core routes indicated bold.
Source: CCC, Christchurch Transport Strategic Plan, June 2012.

Figure A2.7 - Diagram of broader Christchurch with primary and secondary arterial roads, rail lines and green reserves indicated.
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BRIDLE PATH TO...
- CRATER RIM WALKWAY
- KAHUKURA TRACK
- WHAKARAUPO TRACK
- STAN HELMS TRACK
- MT PLEASANT BLUFFS
- MT CAVENDISH BLUFFS TRACK
- MAJOR HORNBROOKS TRACK

HEATHCOTE QUARRY TRACK

REDCLIFFS PRIMARY SCHOOL

MT PLEASANT SCHOOL

MT PLEASANT COMMUNITY CENTRE

SURF LIFESAVING CLUB

FLOWERS TRACK

CAPTAIN THOMAS TRACK

BARNETT PARK TRACK

YACHTING CLUB

SUMNER PRIMARY SCHOOL

VAN ASCH DEAF EDUCATION CENTRE

LOCAL CONNECTIONS
A safe pathway is so desired largely because of the 
high number of walkers/cyclists living near the hills and 
beaches, but also because a relaƟ vely high proporƟ on 
of serious crashes along Main Road in recent years have 
involved cyclists. Such a pathway would not only be a great 
metropolitan and tourism asset for Christchurch, off ering 
access from city to beaches and hills, but would also let 
workers from the coastal communiƟ es commute safely into 
the new cycle-friendly CBD. 

Figure A2.8 - Diagram of key local connections.
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RECREATION
The below diagram illustrates some of the main recreaƟ on 
acƟ viƟ es associated with various parts of the pathway. It 
is not an exhausƟ ve survey of everything that takes place 
everywhere along the route. It does however idenƟ fy 
key trends, such as the primacy of water-craŌ  recreaƟ on 
taking place adjacent to ScoƩ  Park in Mt Pleasant; that 
popular fi shing spots are located in Redcliff s at Beachville 
Rd and Moncks Bay; and that surfi ng and swimming takes 
place at and near Sumner Beach. The proposed pathway 
route passes signifi cant reserves and sports ameniƟ es 
at McCormacks Bay, Redcliff s Park and BarneƩ  Park, as 
well as a number of smaller reserves, such as Peacocks 

Figure A2.9 - Key recreation locations.
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Gallop that are used for more passive forms of recreaƟ on, 
like dog-walking and picnicing. Cycling and walking are 
already popular along parts of the proposed route, such 
as McCormacks Bay for walkers – and bird watchers – and 
there are numerous connecƟ ons into the Port Hills for more 
serious tramping, although many of these tracks have been 
closed as a result of the earthquakes.

There are extensive oppportuniƟ es for greater recreaƟ onal 
use on the water edge if access is organised, which would 
help to address the loss of opportuniƟ es on the hills.
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SUMMARY TABLE OF CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN

| APPENDIX 3 ͳ COMMUNITY CONSULTATION DATA

DATE VENUE DURATION WITH DESCRIPTION / OUTCOMES

CO
M

M
U

N
IT

Y

18 Sept 2012, 4pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 2 hours Community - Mt Pleasant IncepƟ on, ideas and suggesƟ ons from public

18 Sept 2012, 7:15 pm Sumner New school hall 2 hours Community - Sumner IncepƟ on, ideas and suggesƟ ons from public

19 Sept 2012, 7:15 pm Redcliff s Bowling Club 2 hours Community - Redcliff s IncepƟ on, ideas and suggesƟ ons from public

9 Oct 2012, 4:00pm Mt Pleasant Yacht Club 2 hours Community - Mt Pleasant Feedback on draŌ  vision and design opƟ ons

9 Oct 2012, 7:15pm Redcliff s Bowling Club 2 hours Community - Redcliff s Feedback on draŌ  vision and design opƟ ons

10 Oct 2012, 7:15pm Sumner Old School Hall 2 hours Community - Sumner Feedback on draŌ  vision and design opƟ ons

23 Oct 2012, 4:00pm Mt Pleasant Yacht Club 2 hours Community - Mt Pleasant Feedback on refi ned vision and draŌ  concept design

23 Oct 2012, 7:15pm Sumner New school hall 2 hours Community - Sumner Feedback on refi ned vision and draŌ  concept design

24 Oct 2012, 7:15pm Redcliff s Bowling Club 2 hours Community - Redcliff s Feedback on refi ned vision and draŌ  concept design

ST
A

KE
H

O
LD

ER
S

5 Sept 2012, 10:00am Christchurch City Council offi  ces 3 hours Christchurch City Council offi  cers Briefi ng, issues for ecology, recreaƟ on, traffi  c

5 Sept 2012, 2:30pm Christchurch City Council offi  ces 3 hours ECAN Briefi ng, issues for ecology, recreaƟ on, traffi  c, consent

18 Sept 2012, 10:00am Christchurch City Council offi  ces 3 hours Christchurch City Council offi  cers Community presentaƟ on agenda

18 Sept 2012, 12:30pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 1 hour Kidsfi rst Values and aspiraƟ ons

18 Sept 2012, 2:00pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 1 hour Mt Pleasant Residents AssociaƟ on Values and aspiraƟ ons

19 Sept 2012, 1:30pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 1 hour Christchurch Yacht Club Values and aspiraƟ ons

19 Sept 2012, 2:30pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 1 hour Redcliff s, Brookhaven, Sumner Residents AssociaƟ ons  Values and aspiraƟ ons

9 Oct 2012, 9:00am Christchurch City Council offi  ces 3 hours Christchurch City Council offi  cers Community presentaƟ on agenda

10 Oct 2012, 12:00pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 2 hours Ihutai Trust Values and aspiraƟ ons

10 Oct 2012, 2:00pm Mt Pleasant Community Centre 2 hours Canterbury University students Usage paƩ erns

12 Oct 2012, 2:30pm Christchurch City Council offi  ces 1 hour SCIRT IntegraƟ on of path and roadworks

23 Oct 2012, 9:00am Christchurch City Council offi  ces 3 hours Christchurch City Council offi  cers Community presentaƟ on agenda
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THEMES:

MOVEMENT  

RECREATIONAL

COMMERCIAL

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

CULTURAL +  HERITAGE

SPATIAL

MT PLEASANT 
NEIGHBOURHOOD

Wildlife

Salt baths reinstated 
(heat via solar energy)

Shuttle back to Ferrymead

Shuttle back to Sumner

Cafe

Great play area

Fishing

Steps

Pathway - seating seems to be adequate

Rock wall - used by coast to coasters

Rock wall - recreation area

BBQ

BBQ

BBQ

Bike parking

Fishing / play 
Potential

Beach access

Structures for 
shelter

Adventure playground /
Nature based playground

Link into community centre / 
interpretation /
Ihutai Trust centre

Pool

Track

Track

Track

Skate board park Jetties + boat connection

Better beach access

Stunning park

Simple play elements 
along the path

Split level paths - even some 
under the tide level

Really sheltered

Sea wall - blends into its environment

Pathway - large and small puddles provided 
by the unevenness of the path delight children

Rock wall - great barrier,  with sympathetic  volcanic rock
Rock wall - natural baffle

Key viewing point

Attractive restoration of 
sea wall but not rip-rap

Pizza cart

Cafe

Integrate Redcliffs Village

Kayak access

Thoughtful planting,
southern rata, low planting 
so ensure views are maintained

Edge - 
more  flora + Fauna

Diversity of interest

Variation of material

Shelter from the easterly

Sea wall - tsunami + high tide protection

Spoonbill

Pre-earthquake -
120 Paradise duck
post earthquake - 
only a few 

population may
decline

Coastal plants

Create bird habitat

Wildlife

Yacht club

Mixed recreation

Art opportunities

Moa cave

Maintain market

Gun emplacement

Waterfall

Cob Cottage

Wind / cultural 
art+ sculpture

Tell the story of this community

Mt Pleasent art, Sumner surf and sun

Wildlife signs

Signs

A great place is created when there ar
always people occupying it and when

Historical / natural interpretation 
long path

Yacht Club 

Bird watching

Bird watching

Too congested
Safe walking from
Shag Rock to Sumner

Sea wall - great ballance challange 
with overgrown vegetation

Pathway - Used by all ages and means of self-propulsion

WOW factor, cantilevered 
walkway

Parking

Good surface, children 
& Wheelchair friendly

Toilets + drinking fountains

Attractions for teenagers

Parking

Sculpture walk with exibition space

Parking

Parking, kayakers, worm,
shellfish

Create / link into path

tunnel under road

Access to waters edge

Make safer for non-motorised 
transportation

Crossing point

Separate communter cycling

Parking

Viewing space

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS FROM CONSULTATION EVENT 

HELD AT MT PLEASANT COMMUNITY CENTRE, TUES 18TH SEPT, 4PM - 6PM
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THEMES:

MOVEMENT  

RECREATIONAL

COMMERCIAL

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

CULTURAL +  HERITAGE

SPATIAL

REDCLIFFS 
NEIGHBOURHOOD

Former boat shed

Tramway

Scott’s Hut

Bells Baths

Board walk

Picnic Area

Playground

Water sports

Seating + toilets
needed

Fish & Chips /
picnic area

Fish & Chips /
picnic area /
 Ice cream

Bridge

Bike hire

Bike hire

Annual social events 
are needed such as
raft races, kayak 
races, sailing

More vendors
- Pizza 
- Moveable

Cafe + surf club

BBQ’s

Improve kids playground 

More access points
(Ramps rather than steps)

Smoother surface, 
on esplanade

Access to Sumner 
Village

Surfing

Pool complex

Ferry link

Hot showers

Ramp

No crossing

Very important

Fast current

Mulligan’s Track 

Yacht club martialing point
Proposed baths

RC for rowing club achieved

CYC would like 4m wide path to link between 
rowing clubd and yacht club, no interferance 
with boat preparation

Stand-up paddle boarding

Maori Cave

Stage 1

New shopping area

Retain petanque

Parking

Shellfish

Spoonbill

Vegetation needed

Biking for kids

Godwit

Godwit

Birds

Flounder

Fishing

Steps to water
Park

Park

Lights

No parking

Park

Track

Track

Track

Parking

Bus stop relocation

Rock climbing

Extra parking

Parking

Raised platformMarket
Bird watching

Seating

Morton’s Jetty

Yacht Club

Cave

Swimming,
yachts
shellfish
fishing

View

View

View

View

View

Light the cliffs

Light the cliffs

Moa Cave

Former inlet
 Filled with 
Rubbish

Reclaim land

Gateway feature

Cob Cottage

Cafe

Divert path away 
from road

Entrance onto 
walkway

View
View

View

View

Launching Ramp

Beach

Launching ramp

Picnic Area

Art work from local artists

Sumner is an iconic part of Christchurch 

Lets call it neptunes necklace

History and earthquake stories

Exercise equipment

Safe for all users/ages/mode

Wheel chair access to Shag rock

Social walking is very important

Seperate social biking from commuter

Dog bins

Shelters at view points

Imporve Causeway amenity

Crossing point

Differentiate between areas, 
e.g. thorugh the use of planting

Signage & kilometre markers

Iconic destination at Scarborough beach

Recreate sandunes all around Sumner

Pathway can give back lost 
recreation facilities

Habitat islands

Most amazing bird life

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS FROM CONSULTATION EVENT 

HELD AT REDCLIFFS BOWLING CLUB, TUES 19TH SEPT, 7.15PM - 9.15PM
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THEMES:

MOVEMENT  

RECREATIONAL

COMMERCIAL

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

CULTURAL +  HERITAGE

SPATIAL

SUMNER 
NEIGHBOURHOOD

Upgrade playground
 

Improvements

Adequate parking in esplanade

More Carparks Salt water pool

Cafes

Bike rental at Ferrymead Petanque

Library

Grass area

Secondary Path
Commuter lane as well as
pathway

Market space

Parking

Park access

Improve experience for canoes/ better circulation

Jetty for kids to jump off + swim

be a Walkway

Eventually linking to Bottle Lake

Water sports

Bulk car parking

Recreation area

Skate park / 
swings

Access to community facilities / BBQ area

More natural edge

Link to path

Track below road
Level / WidenNaval base

Tramway

Needs to be included
Feels natural

Flooding area

Mix of textures

Bridge

Boat rides to south shore

Restore track
Surfers launching

Bike shed for hill climbers

Deep channel

Playground and fishing

Reclaim beach

Bike hire

Bulk car parking

Steps

Move carpark

Birds

Clean up McCormack’s Bay

Climbing wall / park 

Congregate

Not a straight path

Playground

Access to beach

Fish & Chips 
picnic Area/
bike hire /
busking zone

Mountain bike track

Skate board Park

Mountain bike track

Amazing views

Picnic area

Fishing / Views

Different surface material

No barriers to water

Cafes

Cafes

Picnic area

 Views / beach

Amazing views

Swimming +watching boats

Reinstate kids pump tracks

 Track

 Track

BBQ Areas
seating / Benches

Dog zone

Features for all ages

Wheelchair access

Loop track

Link to bus stops

Signage

More natural edge

Trees + vegetation

Crossing points

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS FROM CONSULTATION EVENT 

HELD AT SUMNER NEW SCHOOL HALL, TUES 18TH SEPT, 7.15PM - 9.15PM
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| APPENDIX 4 ͳ SECTION OVERLAYS

The proposed Coastal Pathway secƟ ons 
were adapted to exisƟ ng SCIRT/CCC rebuild 
proposals wherever these were available.

TYPICAL 3ͳLANING AND CAUSEWAY 
SECTIONS WITH SCIRT/CCC BASE OVERLAID. 

SCIRT secƟ on from:
Main Road 3-Laning - Street Renewal 
ConsultaƟ on Plan, Issue 2, 18/05/2012 - 
[TP323504]
- pdf-fi le only received October, 2012

M1 - standard 1in2

M2 - lower path

M3 - rock pool + soft edge
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3ͳLANING BUSͳSTOP SECTIONS WITH SCIRT/CCC BASE 
OVERLAID. 

SCIRT secƟ ons from:
Main Road 3-Laning - Street Renewal ConsultaƟ on Plan, 
Issue 2, 18/05/2012 [TP323504]
- pdf-fi le only received October, 2012

TYPICAL BEACHVILLE RD SEAWALL SECTIONS WITH 
SCIRT/CCC BASE OVERLAID. 

SCIRT secƟ on from:
Beachville Road and Celia Street - Eastern Sea Wall Typical 
Cross SecƟ on [RD4001]
- CAD fi le 10824-DE-RD-DG-4001.dwg received 16/10/12

M4 - bus stop + access ramp

R1 - narrow section

R2 - at lookout
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62 Wra igh t  + Assoc i a t e s

| APPENDIX 5 ͳ CONSTRUCTION OPTIONS

There are a number of design opƟ ons for establishing the 
coastal pathway plaƞ orm. Each has its own engineering, 
social, cultural, environmental and economic issues. 
The general consideraƟ ons for the diff erent approaches 
considered as part of the concept design are set out below:

MSL

MHWS

Rip-rap Revetment

PROS CONS

Maintains current edge alignment Structural stability issues in seismic events

No encroachment on estuary Limited potenƟ al for biodiversity / landscaping

Proximity to water Does not provide and addiƟ onal pathway width

No direct water access

VERTICAL RETAINING WALL

RIPͳRAP REVETMENT PROS CONS

Resilient structure Intrudes into estuary bed

Flexible gradient / footprint Cultural sensiƟ vity

Ability to introduce biodiversity /landscaping

PotenƟ al for access to estuary

PotenƟ al VariaƟ ons (not uniquely assessed within table)
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rock pool ‘naturalised’ 

revetment face

cycleway adjacent 

to pathway - 

services below

1

2

coastal pathway cycleplanting

coastal pathway cycleparking

RECLAMATION

BOARDWALK

INLAND ROUTE

PROS CONS

Enables connecƟ vity through narrow secƟ ons Intrusion into estuary

Provides for addiƟ onal pedestrian/cycle safety + amenity Cultural sensiƟ vity

Cost eff ecƟ ve in low Ɵ dal fl ow environments Technically challenging and expensive in deep/swiŌ  water

PotenƟ al for access to estaury

Ability to introduce biodiversity / landscaping features

PROS CONS

Enables connecƟ vity through narrow secƟ ons Cost

Less intrusive  than reclamaƟ on Maintenance issues

Proximity to water Limited scope for direct water acces

Capable of being located in deep/swiŌ  water Limited potenƟ al for biodiversity / landscaping

Low impact design opƟ ons suitable for sand dunes

PROS CONS

Ability to integrate with community faciliƟ es Not adjacent to waters edge

AlternaƟ ve route opƟ ons Less separaƟ on from traffi  c and confl ict with driveways

PotenƟ ally more sheltered from elements Limited width in road corridor

Less direct (depending on route)
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