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1.0���EXECUTIVE�SUMMARY�

�
“The�debate�on�where�to�locate�an�indoor�facility�for�indoor�community�sports�has�been�going�

on�for�ten�years�–�in�the�meantime�rather�than�experiencing�20%�per�annum�growth�in�
numbers��a�whole�lot�of�our�kids�from�our�city�have�missed�out�on�being�involved�in�these�

sports�–�it�is�time�this�is�resolved.”�
�
�
There� is� significant� opportunity� to� increase� the� participation� of� ‘everyday’� Wellingtonians� in�
community�court�based�sports�and�activities.�This�is�in�the�traditional�sports�of�netball,�volleyball�
and�basketball,�as�well�as�other�lesser�known�sports�such�as�handball,�korfball,�martial�arts�and�
athletics.�
�
Experience�has�shown�that�this�opportunity�will�only�be�realised�if�a�dedicated�centre�is�built�to�
the�specifications�required�by�the�sports�and� is�available�365�days�a�year,�15�hours�a�day,�with�
safe�and�secure�access�for�users�of�all�ages�and�abilities,�and�plenty�of�onsite�parks.�
�
If�Wellington�City�is�serious�about�increasing�community�participation�in�court�based�sports�and�
activities� then� the� Indoor� Community� Sports� Centre� (ICSC)� must� be� a� single�purpose� facility�
constructed�to�meet�the�critical�needs�of�community�sport�users.�Multipurpose�buildings�do�not�
work.�This�has�been�demonstrated�with�the�TSB�Arena�and�centres�found�in�other�cities.�
�
The�decision�on�which�of�Cobham�or�Concourse�is�best�for�the�ICSC�ended�up�being�very�obvious.�
Of� the� two� options,� only� the� proposed� Cobham� facility� can� provide� what� is� required� by� the�
sports,�plus�it�will�cost�$23.5�million�less�to�build�than�the�Concourse�over�the�life�of�the�building,�
and�cost�almost�$1�million�less�per�year�to�run.�In�addition�it�provides:�

� Easy,�safe�and�secure�access�

� Plenty�of�onsite�car�parking�at�all�times�

� Easy�drop��off�and�pick��up�

� Meets�all� the�Council’s� requirements� in� regard� to� traffic�congestion,�urban�design�and�
sustainability.�

�
The�Concourse�option�is�completely�unsuitable�as�an�ICSC.�
�
In�addition� to� the�significant�cost�difference,� the�Concourse�option�can�never�be�available�365�
days�a�year,�15�hours�a�day,�because�of�the�activities�and�requirements�of�the�Westpac�Stadium.�
In�addition�there�are�two�very�significant�potential� ‘show�stopper’� issues�for�where�no�solution�
has�been�found.�They�are:�

� The�fire�egress�arrangements�for�both�the�ICSC�and�the�Westpac�Stadium�

� The�entrance�location�and�lifts�to�the�ICSC.�

�
In� the� worst� case� there� may� be� no� acceptable� resolution� to� these� two� issues,� or,� at� best,�
resolution�will�further�undermine�the�functionality�required�for�the�ICSC.�
�
In�addition�to�the�cost�and�these�two�major�risks,�there�are�numerous�other�issues�which�make�
the�Concourse�totally�unsuitable�for�the�ICSC.�These�include:�
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� Poor�security�and�safety�in�regard�to�access�

� Poor�car�parking�

� Poor�drop��off�and�pick��up�

� A� potentially� hostile� environment� for� Concourse� users,� as� well� as� ICSC� users� on� bikes�
and�motorbikes�

� Unresolved�urban��design�issues�

� It�would�not�be�available�for�at�least�another�four�years.�

�
The�independent�review�is�unequivocal�in�recommending�to�the�Council�the�only�suitable�option�
for�this�ICSC�is�Cobham.�Wellingtonians�have�already�waited�10�years�for�this�desperately�needed�
community�facility�to�be�available.�
�
Both�the�Cobham�and�Concourse�ICSC�proposals�are�totally�unsuitable�as�multipurpose�centres.�If�
this�is�what�the�Council�wants,�then�it�needs�to�start�again.�
�
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