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Hearings Committee

Minutes for the Greytown Memorial Park Water Bore Hole Proposal

19 July 2023

Present:

In Attendance:

Also in attendance:

Submitters:

Conduct of
Business:

Mayor Martin Connelly (Chair), Councillors Alistair Plimmer, Kaye
McAulay, Rebecca Gray and Pip Maynard.

Deputy Mayor Melissa Sadler-Futter

Amanda Bradley (General Manager Policy and Governance), Stefan Corbett
(General Manager Partnerships and Operations), Robyn Wells (Principal Advisor
Water Transition) and Amy Andersen (Committee Advisor).

Adam Mattsen, Charles Barker, Owen Jeffries and Justine Jones (Wellington
Water Limited).

Jo Woodcock, Louise Brown (Chairperson, Greytown Community Board) and
Graeme Gray.

This meeting was held in the Supper Room, Waihinga Centre, 62 Texas Street,
Martinborough and via audio-visual conference. This meeting was live-streamed
is available to view on our YouTube channel. The meeting was held in public
under the above provisions from 12.31pm to 2:53pm except where expressly
noted.

1. Karakia Timatanga — opening
Mayor Connelly opened the meeting.

2. Apologies

There were no apologies.

3. Conflicts of Interest
There were no conflicts of interest declared.

4. Submissions Hearings

The Committee heard submissions from Jo Woodcock, Louise Brown (Chairperson,
Greytown Community Board) and Graeme Gray.



Jo Woodcock — Greytown Resident

Ms Woodcock spoke in opposition to the proposal and provided a brief history of the
Memorial Park Baths and its meaning; concerns regarding the impact of the

proposed work on the community and key users including storage and recreation area;
the consultation process and engagement with the community.

Ms Woodcock recommended that future proposals be advertised in the Greytown
Grapevine publication.

Members queries included: ideas for alternative options to the Memorial Park; whether
key users such as sports clubs/groups were contacted during the consultation period for
feedback, and to provide the last paragraph of her verbal submission.

Louise Brown — Chairperson, Greytown Community Board

Ms Brown, on behalf of the Greytown Community Board (GCB), spoke in opposition to
the proposal, noting concerns including: the consultation process and that a large
group of people had not heard about the proposed changes; the location and planned
disruption during peak times (including ANZAC Day); and the exploration of other
alternatives to the Memorial Park; and consideration of the placement for the new
pavilion.

Ms Brown noted the GCB had raised questions and toured the Waiohine Water
Treatment Facility to further understand the issues and realities of the proposal and
work required. Ms Brown also noted there are other bores at Waiohine Water
Treatment facility which she stated were not at full capacity and thought this required
further investigation.

Members queries included: whether the park was only meant to be a backup option,
not intended for permanent water supply use, work required to increase flow for
further use of the Waiohine bores, and whether the GCB supported long term removal
of water treatment/the bore from the park entirely.

HEARINGS COMMITTEE RESOLVED (HC2023/01) to allow Graeme Gray to speak
to make a verbal submission.
(Moved Cr Plimmer/Seconded Mayor Connelly) Carried

Graeme Gray — Greytown Resident

Mr Gray spoke in opposition of the proposal, noting he had not seen anything relating to
the consultation until only recently. Mr Gray informed he had met with the previous
Partnerships and Operations Manager a year ago and a different plan for the water bore
was relayed.

Mr Gray shared his concerns about the swimming pool (previous leaks and repairs
completed, fragility of current infrastructure and potential damage from bore drilling)
and the lack of alternative options in the proposal.

Mr Gray recommended the committee obtain a second opinion on the proposal.



Members queries included the proximity of water bore to sewerage lines and whether
Mr Gray thought the risk of losing water supply to Greytown is higher than the issue of
the placement of the bore in the Memorial Park Baths.

Mayor Connelly read out William Sloan’s written submission received at the meeting
(provided to the Hearings Committee by Ms Woodcock).

Written submissions were also sent to the Hearings Committee directly via email from
Gary Hewson (Greytown Football Club) and pictures from Vicki Eckford (RSA).

Members acknowledged all the submitters for taking the time to provide feedback on
the proposal.

5. Greytown Memorial Park Bore Hole Submissions Summary Report
Mr Edwards, Chief Advisor-Drinking Water, Wellington Water Limited (WWL) spoke to
matters included in the report and gave a presentation to provide further back to the
proposal and address queries raised by the submitters.

Members queries included: clarification regarding previous communication from WWL
on the status and operation of Bore 4 at Waiohine Water Treatment facility; what
happens if Waiohine Water Treatment facility is unable to operate and if Featherston’s
water is not supplied by this facility; the current pipeline size and ability to provide
effective supply; the water supply in relation to Greytown’s population growth;
potential damage to the swimming pool from bore drilling and consideration of any
costs for repairs —and would WWL indemnify Council and cover costs; impacts of town
boundary increases on hydraulic pressure; strategic view of bore placement; why
options outside of the Memorial Park were not considered as part of the proposal;
whether WWL were happy with the consultation process and the outcomes of this;
whether any local water experts were canvassed as part of the consultation process; if
there was a long-term view to put the bore in the Memorial park, complete the
upgrade, then remove the bore when that is finished; why there could not be an
intermediary pump system, rather than installing a new bore; and the lack of costings in
the report.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:19pm.
The meeting was reconvened at 2:36pm.

6. Deliberations
Members discussed concerns relating to the consultation and lack of respect to the
community; the need for application of a strategic approach to water supply across
Greytown and Featherston, including alternative options and investigation beyond the
Memorial Park; the lack of costings and understanding of the Memorial Park’s meaning



and impact on the community users; the need for consideration of previous investments
(Waiohine); the limited amount of community engagement and feedback in the
consultation process; and the possible use of citizen jury to decide ways forward in
cases like this.

Members acknowledged WWL for taking the time to work with the GCB to tour the
Waiohine Water Treatment facility and for their expertise.

HEARINGS COMMITTEE RESOLVED (HC2023/02) to:

1. Note that 4 submissions were received as part of the community
consultation process on the proposed Soldiers” Memorial Park — New Bore
and Pump.

(Moved Mayor Connelly/Seconded Cr Gray) Carried

2. Recommend to the Infrastructure and Community Services Committee not to
progress the proposed recommendation in the report for the Soldiers’
Memorial Park — New Bore and Pump.

(Moved Cr Plimmer/Seconded Mayor Connelly) Carried

7. Karakia Whakamutunga — closing
Mayor Connelly closed the meeting.

The meeting closed at 2:53pm.

Confirmed as a true and correct record



Hearings Committee
Kia Reretahi Tatau

16 August 2023
Agenda Item: C1

Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Deliberations Report

1. Purpose

This report is to provides the hearings committee with a summary of the analysis of
the submissions on the Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy consultation. A full set
of submissions has been provided in Appendix 2.

2. Executive Summary

The purpose of the deliberations process is for the committee to consider the
community engagement and consultation, legislation, alignment with key strategic
documents, and officer advice on the Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy. The
committee will then make a recommendation to Council on whether to adopt the
proposed Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy at the upcoming Council meeting on 6
September 2023.

3. Recommendations

Officers recommend that the committee:

1. Note the Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy (the Policy) is due for review under
section 5C of the Shop Trading Hours Act 1990 (the Act).

2. Note that formal consultation with the community on the Easter Sunday Shop
Trading Policy is required under legislation and took place between 12 June
2023 and 10 July 2023.

3. Receive the 24 submissions made for the Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy
consultation (Appendix 2).

4, Note results of the consultation indicated that the community’s preference to
retain the Policy with no substantive amendments.

5. Note that there are no members of the public who wish to speak to their
submission.
6. Recommend to Council at its meeting on 6 September 2023 that it adopt the

Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy.

4. Background

The Shop Trading Hours Act 1990 (the Act) provides restricted trading days on Anzac
Day morning, Good Friday, Easter Sunday, and Christmas Day. In 2016, amendments
were made to the Act, which allows territorial authorities to develop and adopt a Local



Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy. This Policy allows shops to open on Easter Sunday.
Without a Policy there are set criteria for the types of shops that can trade on this day.

South Wairarapa District Council (SWDC) first adopted a Policy to enable Easter Sunday
shop trading throughout the whole district on 2 March 2017. Under Section 5C of the
Shop Trading Hours Act 1990, the current Policy will automatically revoke on 2 March
2024, if not reviewed. The Council is not able to stop the current Policy from revoking
so to continue allowing shops to trade on Easter Sunday, a new Policy must be made.

All retail employees have the right to refuse to work on Easter Sunday without
providing a reason to their employer (section 5H of the Act). The Policy does not
enable shops to open for the sale of alcohol. Alcohol sale and supply is regulated under
the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012. Alcohol cannot be sold on Easter Sunday
(unless the off-licence holder makes and sells grape wine or fruit or vegetable wine on
their premises).

Under Section 5C(H) of the Shop Trading Hours Act (1990), the Special Consultative
Procedure (SCP) must be used when deciding to amend, revoke, replace or continue to
Policy without amendment. Section 5(D) states that the decision whether to adopt,
amend, revoke or replace a local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy must be made by a
territorial authority, and may not be delegated to a committee or other subordinate
decision-making body.

In June 2023 Council agreed to consult with the community on the option of
continuing the Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy with no substantive amendments.
Minor changes to the wording were proposed to the Policy but these changes did not
affect an existing right of a person to whom the policy applies. In accordance with
section 5B(2) of the Act, consultation took place between 12 June 2023 and 10 July
2023.

5. Discussion

5.1 Consultation Process

Consultation on the Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading policy occurred between 12
June 2023 and 10 July 2023. The opportunity to make a submission was provided to
the community. Additionally, identified key stakeholders were invited specifically to
make a submission. These included most of the main religious groups in the district,
First Union (the main union representing retail workers in the district), business
associations in each of the three towns, the Maori Business association and
Destination Wairarapa and meetings were held with most of them. Copies of the
Statement of Proposal (SoP) and submission form were available on the website and in
hardcopy at the libraries in each town and the Council office.

5.2 Submissions

A total of 24 submissions were received on the Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy
and no submitters requested to speak to their submissions. All submissions were made



online, using the online platform (SurveyMonkey). One of the submitters did not
include their full name or contact details. Their submission has been included.

6. Analysis

6.1 Submissions Analysis

A total of 24 submissions were received during the consultation period. Of these:

e 24 submitters supported the Policy (leave the policy as is — this means all shops will
continue to be allowed to open on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if
they choose to).

e Of the 24 submissions in support of the policy:

0 46% indicated that supporting the retail & tourism sector was the
reason for their preferred option.

0 50% indicated freedom of choice was the reason for their preferred
option.

0 4% indicated that having a policy was both good for the region and
supported the retail and tourism industry.



6.2 Additional Considerations

In addition to the community feedback, we also considered how the Policy may impact
certain groups and sectors in our district from other information sources. This
information is intended to complement the community feedback provided.

6.2.1. Easter Events

The Wairarapa Balloon Festival, which attracts large numbers of visitors from outside
the region, took place over Easter weekend in 2023. We expect this to occur again in
2024. In addition, other community events will take place over the Easter weekend
and as a tourist destination, several visitors travel to district over the holiday.

6.2.2. Easter as a Day of Significance

Easter as a Day of Significance Easter Sunday is a recognised day of significance across
New Zealand. 35.6% of people in the Wellington Region identified as Christian (Census
2018). Under Section 5(G) of the Shop Trading Hours Act (1990), the provision
requiring shop employees to work, or be available to work, on Easter Sunday in
unenforceable. This means, that any employee can take Easter Sunday off work,
without question or penalty.

6.2.3. Impact of the pandemic

It is important to consider the ongoing impact of COVID-19 on our community,
including the economic impact on certain sectors (retail, tourism) across the South



Wairarapa district. Businesses in the district have indicated that removing the
opportunity to trade on a given day may further contribute to this impact.

6.3 Out of Scope

5A of the Act outlines what cannot be covered in the Policy. A Local Easter Sunday
shop trading policy may not:

* permit shops to open only for some purposes; or

¢ permit only some types of shops in the area to open; or

 specify times at which shops may or may not open; or

¢ include any other conditions as to the circumstances in which shops in the area may

open

7. Options

Options

Advantages

Disadvantages

1. Recommend to Council to

continue with the policy
without amendment. This
means that all shops will
continue to be allowed to
open on Easter Sunday in the
South Wairarapa District of
they choose to (status quo).

Community supported this
option.

The whole district can benefit
from trade and will gain
business from visitors to the
district for the long Easter
Weekend.

Allowing businesses to remain
open on Easter Sunday will
make provide more options for
locals and visitors.

Under the Act, workers can
choose not to work on Easter
Sunday without providing a
reason to their employer.

Although workers can opt out of working on

Easter Sunday, they may feel pressured to work
on this day.

Not respecting Easter Sunday as an important day
in the Christian calendar. 35.6% of people in the
Wellington Region identified as Christian (Census
2018).

2. Recommend to Council to
revoke the policy. This means
that only shops permitted by
Shop Trading Hours Act (1990)
will be allowed to open Easter
Sunday (e.g. Pharmacies,
supermarkets)

Takes away any pressure on
workers to work on Easter
Sunday for shops that would
have been covered by the
Policy.

Respecting Easter Sunday as an
important day in the Christian
calendar.

There was no support from the community for
this option.

Only trade that is exempt under the Act such as
pharmacies, garden centres, and petrol stations,
can open on Easter Sunday.

Businesses relying on the tourist trade in the long
weekend will be disadvantaged




Parts of the district identified Would not align with Community submissions.
can benefit from trade, for

example cafes gaining visitors The only towns which can benefit from Easter
for the long Easter weekend. Sunday Trade are those specified in the policy.

3. Recommend to Council to
amend the policy so shops will
only be allowed to open in
certain areas of the district.

Council is not aware of a need to make the policy
for specific parts of the district.

Shop owners in towns that are excluded from the
policy would be unfairly disadvantaged.

8. Strategic Drivers and Legislative Requirements

8.1 Significant risk register

XIRelationship with iwi, hapi, Maori

[IClimate Change

LIEmergency Management

LIIT architecture, information system, information management, and security
LIFinancial management, sustainability, fraud, and corruption
XlLegislative and regulative reforms

[ISocial licence to operate and reputation

[1Asset management

XIEconomic conditions

[IHealth and Safety

8.2 Strategic, Policy and Legislative Implications

We have committed to supporting economic development through our involvement in
the Wairarapa Economic Development Strategy (WEDS). Economic development is a
key part of our Long-Term Plan 2021-31.

The Local Government Act 2002 states that one of the purposes of Councils is to
promote the social, economic, environment and cultural well-being of communities, in
the present and for the future.

8.3 Significance, Engagement and Consultation

Consultation followed the Special Consultative Procedure as outlined in the Local
Government Act (2002) and Shop Trading Hours Act (1990). The different ways that
the community could have their say and present their views on the Statement of
Proposal and policy was widely advertised and made available. The consultation period
ran from 12 June 2023 to 10 July 2023.

8. Financial Considerations

Costs associated with reviewing the Policy and community consultation sit within
current budget baselines. The enforcement of the Policy is through the Ministry for
Business, Innovation and Employment (MBIE). There is no ongoing cost to Council
associated with this Policy.

10



9. Prioritization

9.1 Tangata whenua considerations

Maori make up 14.2% of the South Wairarapa District population (Census 2018). Maori
employers, business owners and employees may be affected. The consultation period
was promoted to ensure that Mana Whenua, Maori business owners and Maori
employees were specially invited to submit feedback.

9.2 Environmental/Climate Change Impact

The Policy has no direct impact on Environment and Climate Change. It is noted that
over the Easter break there will be increased traffic in the district.

10. Conclusion

The Hearings Committee recommendations will be put forward to Council for
consideration on 6 September 2023.

11. Appendices
Appendix 1 — Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

Appendix 2 — Full set of submissions

Contact Officer:  Kaity Carmichael, Lead Policy Advisor
Reviewed By: Amanda Bradley, General Manager; Policy and Governance

11



Appendix 1 — Local Easter Sunday
Shop Trading Policy
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Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

Kaupapa Here Tauhokohoko Toa-a-rohe i te Aranga

1. Relevant Legislation/Ture whaitake

Shop Trading Hours Act 1990
»  Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012

2. Purpose/Te Piatake

The purpose of this policy is to enable shops to trade on Easter Sunday if they wish. This policy is
made under Subpart 1 of Part 2 of the Shop Trading Hours Act 1990.

3. Scope/Tirohanga whanui

This policy applies to all shops in the whole of the South Wairarapa district, with the exceptions of:

The sale and supply of alcohol which is regulated under the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act
2012.

Those shops which are exempt under Part 4 of the Shop Trading Hours Act 1990.

4. Policy Statement/Kaupapa here tauaki
Shop trading is permitted on Easter Sundays throughout the whole of the South Wairarapa
district as defined by the map in Schedule A.

The choice to open rests with each individual retailer. The Policy neither requires shops to
open, or individuals to work on Easter Sunday.

Council recognises that Easter Sunday is a day of significance across New Zealand and some
people will choose not to work or shop on this day. Subpart 2 of Part 2 of the Shop Trading
Hours Act 1990 includes a workers choice provision that outlines a shop employee’s right to
refuse to work on Easter Sunday.

5. Definitions/Whakamaramatanga

For the purpose of this policy:

Shop means building, place, or part of a building or place, where goods are kept, sold, or offered for
sale, by retail; and includes an auction mart, and a barrow, stall, or other subdivision of a market;
but does not include—

(a) a private home where the owner or occupier’s effects are being sold (by auction or otherwise); or

(b) a building or place where the only business carried on is that of selling by auction agricultural
products, pastoral products, and livestock, or any of them; or

(c) a building or place where the only business carried on is that of selling goods to people who are
dealers, and buy the goods to sell them again.

15









Appendix 2 — Full set of submissions
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Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#1

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 1:28:57 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 1:30:04 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:06

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Chris Webley

pcress E—
City/Town [ ]

ZIP/Postal Code [ ]

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?
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Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#H2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 3:55:36 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 3:56:24 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:48

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Tony Cox
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

0



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#3

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 3:59:49 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 4:01:10 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:20

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Scott Reid
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

£



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 4:02:25 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 4:03:38 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:13

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Sharon Cox
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A






Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 10:32:19 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 10:33:51 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:32

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Paul Broughton
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#/

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 12:23:09 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 12:27:14 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:05

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Shane Kelly
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Other (please tell us):

What is the reason for your preferred option? It's both good for the region and for it’s retail and tourism.

Q4

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Common sense should prevail over belief.

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A









Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 7:32:32 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 7:33:17 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:45

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Daniel Millar
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 Respondent skipped this question

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 9:40:39 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 9:41:25 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:46

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Kate Throp
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapadistrict if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A






Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#13

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, June 17, 2023 3:05:09 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, June 17, 2023 3:08:14 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:04

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Denise Eilers
Address
City/Town
Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

h



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#14

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, June 17, 2023 4:46:58 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, June 17, 2023 4:48:29 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:30

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Kevin Gain
Address

City/Town

Email Address

I
]
ZIP/Postal Code -
]
Phone Number [ |

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Very clear consultation document and submission form. Thank you!

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#15

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, June 18, 2023 1:53:41 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, June 18, 2023 1:54:25 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:43

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Indigo Freya

Address

City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#16

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 22, 2023 7:06:53 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 22, 2023 7:07:37 AM
Time Spent: 00:00:44

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Jocelyn Konig
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#17

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 8:34:43 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 28, 2023 8:36:34 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:50

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Maria Berry
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#18

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 30, 2023 10:32:05 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 30, 2023 10:32:39 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:34

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Jane

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#19

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, July 03, 2023 9:50:40 PM
Last Modified: Monday, July 03, 2023 9:52:56 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:16

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Michael Schaefer
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

B



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#20

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, July 07, 2023 12:02:27 PM
Last Modified: Friday, July 07, 2023 12:04:46 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:19

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name carmen smith
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

easter is namely a christian holiday and it’s ridiculous to hold and entire country hostage to a religious holiday. it's 2023 and not
conservative america, it stands to reason and if shops or businesses wish to trade then they should be allowed to

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 20237

A






Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#22

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, July 07, 2023 4:43:25 PM
Last Modified: Friday, July 07, 2023 4:43:58 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:33

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Pavel Alexandrov
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Freedom of choice.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

£l



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#23

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, July 08, 2023 7:23:00 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, July 08, 2023 7:24:31 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:30

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name v
Address Read
City/Town

ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

firh



Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy

#24

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, July 08, 2023 11:57:46 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, July 08, 2023 11:58:48 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:01

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name

Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

=

Phone Number

Q2 Continue to have a policy that allows all shops to open
on Easter Sunday in the South Wairarapa district if they

Do you think we should?
choose to (the status quo).

Q3 Supporting the retail and tourism sector.

What is the reason for your preferred option?

Q4 Respondent skipped this question

Is there anything else you would like to tell us?

Q5 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

fia



Hearings Committee
Kia Reretahi Tatau

16 August 2023
Agenda Item: C2

Deliberations and Adoption of the Dangerous, Affected and
Insanitary Buildings Policy

1. Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide the committee with a summary of the analysis
or submissions on the Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary buildings policy, and seek
adoption of the policy. A full set of submissions has been provided in Appendix 2.

2. Recommendations

Officers recommend that the Council:

1. Note the Dangerous, Affected & Insanitary Buildings Policy (the Policy) is due
for review under section 132 of the Building Act (2004) (the Act).

2. Note that formal consultation with the community on the Dangerous, Affected
and Insanitary Buildings Policy is required under legislation and took place
between 12 June 2023 and 10 July 2023.

3. Receive the 16 submissions received for the Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary
Buildings Policy consultation (Appendix 2).

4, Note that there are two members of the public who wished to speak to their
submissions.

5. Consider the submissions received and adopt the proposed Dangerous,

Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy (Appendix 1).

3. Executive Summary

The purpose of the deliberations process is for the hearings committee to consider the
community engagement and consultation, legislation, alignment with key strategic
documents, and officer advice on the Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings
Policy. The hearings committee will then consider whether to adopt the proposed

policy.
4, Background

The Building Act (2004) requires every Territorial Authority to have a Dangerous,
Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy. This is to ensure that Council has a mechanism
to identify dangerous and insanitary buildings and clearly states what action will be
taken to ensure they do not pose a public safety or health risk.
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This policy sets out the approach of Council to dangerous, affected, or insanitary
buildings. In-line with one of the key purposes of the Act, this policy helps to ensure
that people in and around buildings in the South Wairarapa District are safe.

In accordance with the requirements in section 131 of the Act, this policy sets out:
¢ the approach that Council takes in performing its functions under the Act;

e its priorities in performing those functions; and

¢ how the policy applies to heritage buildings.

South Wairarapa District Council last reviewed the Dangerous and Insanitary Buildings
Policy in 2017. Section 132 of the Building Act (2004) requires Councils to review their
Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy every 5 years. If changes to the
policy are proposed, then Council is required to consult with the community using the
Special Consultative Procedure (SCP), outlined in Section 83 of the Local Government
Act 2002.

In June 2023 Council agreed to consult with the community on the Dangerous,
Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy (the Policy) with minor wording changes and
amendments to meet new legislative requirements. In accordance with section 132 of
the Building Act (2004), consultation took place between 12 June 2023 and 10 July
2023.

5. Discussion

5.1 Consultation Summary

The consultation period for the Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy
occurred between 12 June 2023 and 10 July 2023. During this time, the opportunity for
the community to have their say was advertised via print and on the Council website.
There was also online promotion through social media. The opportunity to make a
submission was also sent directly to identified key stakeholders, including those
members of the community who registered their interest using the online consultation
registration form. Fire and Emergency New Zealand (FENZ) was contacted and invited
to make a submission during the consultation period. Copies of the Statement of
Proposal and submission form were available on the website and in hardcopy at the
libraries in each town and the Council office.

5.2 Summary of Submissions

A total of 16 submissions were received on the Local Easter Sunday Shop Trading Policy
and 2 submitters requested to speak to their submissions. 14 submissions were made
online, using the online platform (SurveyMonkey) and 2 provided their submission via
email or letter. One of the submitters did not include their contact details. Their
submission has been included.
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6. Analysis

6.1 Submissions Analysis

Number Submission Feedback Officer Comment and Recommended Action

001 Fully agree with changes, support the amended policy Noted.

002 Changes are needed to ensure councils assist in keeping Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
the community safe. In similar vain to that of pool safety, | dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
owners should be legislated to keep their properties safe | cannot change these definitions.
and hygienic. If someone enters one of these properties Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and
they run the risk of causing injury or death to themselves. | jssociated policy may apply to buildings which appear
First responders also run risk of injury or death when run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
needing to help someone or put out a fire due to building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
vandalism. in the Building Act (2004).

FENZ assess the risk prior to entering any property.

003 | have read through the policy and am not an expert in Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
drafting policy. But | will support anything that is targeted | dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
to address dangerous abandoned buildings on Fitzherbert | cannot change these definitions.

Street in Featherston, they are beyond reason and Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and

present a dangerous unsecured exposure along our main | jssociated policy may apply to buildings which appear

street. run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by

Devil's advocate here, but the anti-regulation crowd could building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined

see this as a potential overreach one day if for example in the Building Act (2004).

my berms get too !ong (regardless O,f whether.thls N There could be unintended consequences of extended

covered under policy or not). Could it be possible to . .

compromise slightly or assuage fears like that by front- the. Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
. . . - action.

footing with some negative statements ("This does NOT

apply to...") or otherwise highlighting how it's a high

threshold to satisfy requirements for action?

The Fitzherbert Street derelict buildings owned by

XXXXXXXX infringe against public safety in an arrogant

and prolonged campaign of hate. Featherston will back

any staff or elected who take down this alleged abuser.

004 I have read and agree with the proposed changes. Noted.

005 Please ensure this policy applies to the derelict buildings Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
in the Featherston town centre, so that council is able to dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
enforce that they cannot change these definitions.
are tidied up to improve our community Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and

associated policy may apply to buildings which appear
run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
in the Building Act (2004).

There could be unintended consequences of extended
the Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
action.

006 Excellent consultation document and well written policy. Noted.

Clear and easy to understand, addresses all items
required under legislation.
Fully support new policy.

007 So how does this change what the Council doesnt do at Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
the moment of which there are several buildings on the dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
main street which are in a state of disrepair and council cannot change these definitions.
cant do anything about them as they are privately owned
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008

009
010

011

and have been for many years.

A) | support and applaud this review and the
improvements it contains. | offer my support as a
ratepayer in implementing the final policy.

B) My feedback is in numerical order by section.

2.2 SWDC will work with Mana Whenua and
acknowledges their Tino Rangatirotanga in

progressing this policy

2.3 SWDC will include and inform Man Whenua of their
communications and decisions arising from this policy
implementation.

3.1 Include SH2

4.2 includes a principle that Buildings contribute to the
wellbeing of the Community.

5.2 Within 10 working days

A complaint is defined as written , oral submission or a
digital message. SWDC request formal iD is provided by a
complainant.

a) add within 20 working days

b) and deliver a decision or direction within 20 working
days

Looks good.

| don’t really understand what you’re saying with the
changes? Would you be able to make the buildings on
Featherston’s Main Street safer with the proposed
changes?

I need it really clearly labelled, | can’t understand what
the point of the changes are if you can’t do anything
about those buildings owned by XXXXXXXXX

Under section 1. | suggest including the Health and Safety
at Work Act 2025.

4.2 i dont think this considers the nature of the town or
the impact the building has on the wellbeing of the
community. It should also include non-building users eg
passers by and neighbours

5.2 - insert new bullet point - report back to the person
who made the complaint. Also there is no mention if the
person who make the complaint will be annomyous or
not

5.2d insert new bullet - community wellbeing

5.2e insert at owners expenses

5.2f - insert deadline eg xx working days insert

5.4 Penalties for not maintaining the building

Notes: This is an opportunity for the council to take
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Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and
associated policy may apply to buildings which appear
run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
in the Building Act (2004).

There could be unintended consequences of extended
the Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
action.

A) Noted.

B) 2.2/2.3 - We are working with the Maori Stanidng
Committee and mana whenua on several policies that
will guide internal practice in relation to Te Ao Maori
including bilingual approaches to appropriate
documents

3.1 - All buildings in the district are covered in the
Policy, including those on all State Highways.

4.2 How is wellbeing defined and who determines
this? Section 5.2(d)xi. covers ‘Any other matters that
SWDC considers may be relevant, taking into account
the particular set of circumstances’. Community
Wellbeing may fall into this category if determines as
having a significant impact.

5.2 Complaints are covered under our Compliments
and Complaints Policy. Complaints can be anonymous.
5.2(a/b) The number of working days will vary based
on the work required.

Noted.

Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
cannot change these definitions.

Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and
associated policy may apply to buildings which appear
run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
in the Building Act (2004).

There could be unintended consequences of extended
the Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
action.

Changes being made are those required under the Act.
1.We have looked at the Health & Safety at Work Act
(2015) and there are not relevant intersection sections
(eg. Mining).

4.2 The objectives of the Policy are outlined in the
legislation.

5.2 Feedback accepted — added under 5.2

5.2d How is wellbeing defined and who determines
this? Section 5.2(d)xi. covers ‘Any other matters that
SWDC considers may be relevant, taking into account
the particular set of circumstances’. Community
Wellbeing may fall into this category if determines as
having a significant impact.

5.2e This is covered under Section 126(3) of the
Building Act. ‘The owner is liable for the costs of the
work’.




012

013

014

015

Featherston's two main commerical landlords to task over
the state of their buildings. There should be a provision
that if a building is not maintained, at the owners
expense, then the council will take ownership of the
building.

5.2A this does not include a time period eg it should be
investigation will be undertaken within 20 working days
Any changes that support action to restore heritage
buildings that pose a threat of injury to the public have
my support. Please add to dangerous buildings the
possible effect of being in a high wind zone which
featherston is. The empty buildings owned by XXXXXX
are a health hazard. The two with verandas over a public
footpath are a risk to the public as they stand. Add
earthquake and high winds and they are an accident
waiting to happen.

Buildings that have not already been assessed as meeting
minimum earthquake standards should be and if they
aren't up to standards then the owners should be
compelled to strengthen them as has happened in both
masterton and carterton.

The derelict featherston Buildings must be considered as
both fire hazards and havens for vermin and the owners
should be compelled to undertake regular maintenance
to the over grown grounds and pest eradication
Featherston in particular has issues with dangerous,
unsightly and insanitary buildings that are vacant, or in
some cases derelict. The current proposal offers no
remedy or steps/process for how the SWDC will protect
pedestrians, nearby vehicles, or adjoining buildings

from these risky buildings in the case of fires, ruin or
earthquakes. It is not enough to simply look after
tennant's or staff in occupied buildings.

1. This policy to include all buildings - whether they house
tenants or not. Neighbouring properties are at risk if a
property becomes dangerous (eg electrical/structure/fire
risk, falling glass etc) See Timaru DC policy ""5.3 .......
Council is also required to consider whether any other
buildings may be affected by a dangerous building and if
so, what action, if any, is appropriate.”

2. Strengthen the Councils responsibility to fix the
problem, for the health and safety of those in the building
and adjacent, or passers by. See Timaru DC policy "5.1
When buildings that may be dangerous or insanitary
come to the attention of Council, Council will act
promptly to investigate and, if determined to be
dangerous or insanitary, ensure they are made safe."

3. Include the action required by Council if they choose
not to use the DC pathway. At present clause 5.3
indicates the Council may apply to the District Court for
non-compliance. The policy should include the action to
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5.2f The number of working days will vary based on
the work required

5.4 The penalties for not complying with a dangerous
buildings notice are outlined in S128A of the Building
Act.

Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
cannot change these definitions.

Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and
associated policy may apply to buildings which appear
run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
in the Building Act (2004).

There could be unintended consequences of extended
the Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
action.

Requirements for Earthquake-prone Buildings are
covered separately by sections 133AG — 133AY of the
Act, and not covered in this Policy. All earthquake
prone buildings in the district have been notices have
been issued. Building owners have 15 years to comply
under legislation.

Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what
dangerous, affected and insanitary buildings are. We
cannot change these definitions.

Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and
associated policy may apply to buildings which appear
run down or dilapidated, should the be deemed by
building inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined
in the Building Act (2004).

There could be unintended consequences of extended
the Policy beyond the legal requirements. Eg. Legal
action.

1. Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings that
are included in this Policy are defined in the Building
Control Act (2004). These definitions cannot be
changed. Comparable policy provided refers to
affected buildings. See definitions provided in the Act.
2. Refer to Section 5.2 which outlines the steps SWDC
will take following the identification of a dangerous,
affected or insanitary building.

3. This is the only option if the owner does not take
action to comply.
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be taken if the Council chooses not to take that route.

1. We recommend that SWDC work in accord with Mana
Whenua to apply this Policy and recognise their authority
to apply rahui and other tikanga as appropriate.

2. Add a definition of what a complaint is . Something like
" A complaint is a written document received from a
ratepayer raising concerns about a building in the SWDC
district."

3. Add swdc will maintain explicit record keeping of each
complaint and of each step of the investigative process.
4. Add a 20 working day timeframe to each step of the
investigative process.

5. SWDC will require that each complainant will provide
suitable identification.

6. Vexatious and frivolous complaints may be unactioned
by the decision of the CEO and Mayor and recorded as
such

7. SWDC is not liable for any costs arising from litigation

by building owners as a result of the investigative process.

1. We are working with the Maori Stanidng Committee
and mana whenua on several policies that will guide
internal practice in relation to Te Ao Maori including
bilingual approaches to appropriate documents

2. Complaints are covered under our Compliments and
Complaints Policy. Complaints can be written or
verbal. They don’t have to be from a ratepayer.

3. We are in the process of drafting an Information
Management Policy, which covers how we record and
manage information under the Public Records Act.

4. The number of working days will vary, based on the
work required.

5. Complaints are able to be anonymous.

6. All complaints must be thoroughly investigated
under legislation.

7. Infringement fees and responsibility are outlined in
Section 126(3), Section 129 and Section 128A of the
Building Act and Building (Infringement Offences, Fees
and Forms) Regulations (2007).

A total of 16 submissions were received during the consultation period. Of these:

e 5 submissions indicated clear support for the policy.

e 9 submissions requested the policy take into account the buildings on

Featherston Main Street.

Feedback from all submissions was taken into account and addressed. Consideration of
submission 011 resulted in a minor amendment to the Section 5.2 of the draft policy
which states that ‘SWDC officers will report back to the complainant with the

outcome’.

6.2 Specific Buildings

The Building Act (2004) requires every Territorial Authority to have a Dangerous,
Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy. This is legislative, so we must have one.
Section 121 of the Building Act (2004) defines what dangerous, affected and insanitary

buildings are. We cannot change these definitions.

Affected building has the meaning as defined in section 121A of the Act: A building is
an affected building for the purposes of this Act if it is adjacent to, adjoining, or
nearby— (a) a dangerous building as defined in section 121; or (b) a dangerous dam

within the meaning of section 153.

Dangerous building has the meaning as defined in section 121 of the Act: 1) A building
is dangerous for the purposes of this Act if, - (a) in the ordinary course of events
(excluding the occurrence of an earthquake), the building is likely to cause - (i) injury or
death (whether by collapse or otherwise) to any persons in it or to persons on other
property; or (ii) damage to other property; or (b) in the event of fire, injury or death to
any persons in the building or to persons on other property is likely because of fire

hazard or the occupancy of the building

48



Insanitary building has the meaning as defined in section 123 of the Act: A building is
insanitary for the purpose of this Act if the building - (a) is offensive or likely to be
injurious to health because - (i) of how it is situated or constructed; or (ii) it is in a state
of disrepair; or (b) has insufficient or defective provisions against moisture penetration
so as to cause dampness in the building or in any adjoining building; or (c) does not
have a supply of potable water that is adequate for its intended use; or (d) does not
have sanitary facilities that are adequate for its intended use.

The purpose of this policy is to set out:
e the approach that South Wairarapa District Council (SWDC) will take in

performing its functions under Part 2 of the Act
e SWNDC's priorities in performing those functions; and
e how the policy will apply to heritage buildings.

Under this legislation, the Building Act (2004) and associated policy may apply to
buildings which appear run down or dilapidated, should they be deemed by building
inspectors to meet the above criteria outlined in the Building Act (2004).

SWDC Building inspectors indicate that, at this time, they do not meet the above
criteria, primarily because they are not occupied or accessible to the public and
therefore do not pose an immediate risk to injury or death. If circumstances were to
change and the above criteria were met, this Policy would be an opportunity to
address the identified concerns.

7. Options

T N

1. Adopt the Dangerous, Community supported this None identified.
Affected and Insanitary option.

Buildings policy without

amendment. Council will meet the legal

obligations required under
section 132 of the Building Act
2024.

Members of the community who | Would not align with Community submissions.
did not make a submission, may
be able to share their views. Council is not aware of a need to make further
changes to the policy, and consultation using the
SCP is required for amendments that change the
intent of the policy.

2. Amend the policy and
consult with the community
on further changes.

Council will not meet the legal obligations required
under section 132 of the Building Act 2024.

The recommended option is for Council to adopt the Policy, outlined in Appendix 1.
Officers consider the advantages outweigh the disadvantages, and the option aligns
with community feedback and legislative requirements.
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8. Strategic Drivers and Legislative Requirements

8.1 Significant risk register

XRelationship with iwi, hapd, Maori

LIClimate Change

LIEmergency Management

CIIT architecture, information system, information management, and security
LIFinancial management, sustainability, fraud, and corruption
XLegislative and regulative reforms

[JSocial licence to operate and reputation

XAsset management

XIEconomic conditions

XHealth and Safety

8.2 Significance, Engagement and Consultation

Consultation followed the Special Consultative Procedure as outlined in the Local
Government Act (2002) and the Building Act (2004). The different ways that the
community could have their say and present their views on the Statement of Proposal
and policy was widely advertised and made available. The consultation period ran from
12 June 2023 to 10 July 2023.

8. Financial Considerations

Costs associated with reviewing the Policy and community consultation sit within
current budget baselines. There is no ongoing cost to Council associated with this
Policy.

9. Prioritization

9.1 Tangata whenua considerations

Maori make up 14.2% of the South Wairarapa District population (Census 2018). Maori
building owners may be affected. The consultation period was promoted to ensure
that Mana Whenua, Maori business owners and Maori employees had an opportunity
to submit feedback.

9.2 Environmental/Climate Change Impact
The Policy has no direct impact on Environment and Climate Change.

10. Conclusion

Subject to adoption, we will publish the Policy on our Council website and notify all
identified stakeholders.

11. Appendices

Appendix 1 —Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

Appendix 2 — Full set of Submissions
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Contact Officer:  Kaity Carmichael, Lead Policy Advisor
Reviewed By: Amanda Bradley, General Manager; Policy and Governance
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Appendix 1 — Dangerous, Affected and
Insanitary Buildings Policy
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Appendix 2 — Full set of Submissions
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Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 11:21:16 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 11:24:04 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:48

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Jen Bhati
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Changes are needed to ensure councils assist in keeping the community safe. In similar vain to that of pool safety, owners should be
legislated to keep their properties safe and hygienic. If someone enters one of these properties they run the risk of causing injury or
death to themselves. First responders also run risk of injury or death when needing to help someone or put out a fire due to vandalism.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

A






Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?
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Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 2:06:58 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 2:08:42 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:43

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Denise Eilers
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code
Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

| have read and agree with the proposed changes.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 20237

bA



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#5

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 9:28:51 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 9:31:44 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:52

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name

Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

>
3
(=2
(1]
=

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:s A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Please ensure this policy applies to the derelict buildings in the Featherston town centre, so that council is able to enforce that they
are tidied up to improve our community

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

bA



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, June 17, 2023 4:50:00 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, June 17, 2023 4:51:14 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:13

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Kevin Gain
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Excellent consultation document and well written policy. Clear and easy to understand, addresses all items required under legislation.
Fully support new policy.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

ba



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#/

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 22, 2023 7:10:20 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 22, 2023 7:17:19 AM
Time Spent: 00:06:58

IP Address: 203.160.112.57

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Jocelyn Konig
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

So how does this change what the Council doesnt do at the moment of which there are several buildings on the main street which are
in a state of disrepair and council cant do anything about them as they are privately owned and have been for many years.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?

b






Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#8

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 30, 2023 10:33:44 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 30, 2023 10:34:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:37

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Janet

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Looks good

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 20237

bR



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#9

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, July 07, 2023 11:17:21 AM
Last Modified: Friday, July 07, 2023 11:19:02 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:41

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Emma McDougall
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

I don't really understand what you're saying with the changes? Would you be able to make the buildings on Featherston’s Main Street
safer with the proposed changes?

I need it really clearly labelled, | can’'t understand what the point of the changes are if you can’t do anything about those buildings

ovned by [N

Q3 Yes

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, July 07, 2023 11:18:27 AM
Last Modified: Friday, July 07, 2023 11:33:04 AM
Time Spent: 00:14:36

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Richard Wards
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Under section 1. | suggest including the Health and Safety at Work Act 2025.

Section 4.2 i dont think this considers the nature of the town or the impact the building has on the wellbeing of the community. It
should also include non-building users eg passers by and neighbours

5.2A this does not include a time period eg it should be investigation will be undertaken within 20 working days

5.2 - insert new bullet point - report back to the person who made the complaint. Also there is no mention if the person who make the
complaint will be annomyous or not

5.2d insert new bullet - community wellbeing

5.2e insert at owners expense

5.2f - insert deadline eg xx working days

insert 5.4 Penalties for not maintaining the building

Notes: This is an opportunity for the council to take Featherston's two main commerical landlords to task over the state of their
buildings. There should be a provision that if a building is not maintained, at the owners expense, then the council will take ownership
of the building.



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

Q3 Yes

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?
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Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, July 07, 2023 12:47:31 PM
Last Modified: Friday, July 07, 2023 12:52:52 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:21

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name cheryl gallaway
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Any changes that support action to restore heritage buildings that pose a threat of injury to the public have my support. Please add to
dangerous buildings the possible effect of being in a high wind zone which featherston is. The empty buildings owned by ||| N
are a health hazard. The two with verandas over a public footpath are a risk to the public as they stand. Add earthquake and high
winds and they are an accident waiting to happen.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, July 08, 2023 11:05:44 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, July 08, 2023 11:16:38 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:53

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Neal goodall
Address
City/Town

Email Address

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:s A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.«
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Buildings that have not already been assessed as meeting minimum earthquake standards should be and if they aren't up to standards
then the owners should be compelled to strengthen them as has happened in both masterton and carterton.

The derelict featherston Buildings must be considered as both fire hazards and havens for vermin and the owners should be compelled
to undertake regular maintenance to the over grown grounds and pest eradication

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#13

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, July 09, 2023 7:03:49 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, July 09, 2023 7:10:48 PM
Time Spent: 00:06:59

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name

Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Tim

I
]

[
]
I

Phone Number

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:e A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

Featherston in particular has issues with dangerous, unsightly and insanitary buildings that are vacant, or in some cases derelict. The
current proposal offers no remedy or steps/process for how the SWDC will protect pedestrians, nearby vehicles, or adjoining buildings
from these risky buildings in the case of fires, ruin or earthquakes. It is not enough to simply look after tennant's or staff in occupied
buildings.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

#14

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, July 10, 2023 1:53:43 PM
Last Modified: Monday, July 10, 2023 2:08:19 PM
Time Spent: 00:14:35

IP Address: _

Page 1: Statement of Proposal

Q1

Please enter your contact information.Please note that your name and feedback will be in public documents. All other
personal details will remain private.

Name Sandra Davies
Address
City/Town
ZIP/Postal Code

Email Address

Phone Number



Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings Policy

Q2

The Dangerous, Affected and Insanitary Buildings policy remains largely unchanged however we have made a few
updates to align with changes to the Building Act (2013 and 2016) and make sure the policy is easy to understand by the
community and council staff. Summary of key changes:s A purpose statement and policy principles have been added to
increase the clarity of the policy.e The separate requirements for earthquake-prone buildings have been included.s
‘Affected’ buildings and priorities for dangerous, affected, or insanitary buildings have been added to the policy, as these
are requirements under the Act.e Minor editorial and formatting improvements have been made to make the policy easier
to understand.You can find a copy of the draft policy here.Tell us what you think of these changes below.

| would like the Council to consider:

1. This policy to include all buildings - whether they house tenants or not. Neighbouring properties are at risk if a property becomes
dangerous (eg electrical/structure/fire risk, falling glass etc)

See Timaru DC policy ""5.3 ....... Council is also required to consider whether any other buildings may be affected by a dangerous
building and if so, what action, if any, is appropriate."

2. Strengthen the Councils responsibility to fix the problem, for the health and safety of those in the building and adjacent, or passers
by.

See Timaru DC policy "5.1 When buildings that may be dangerous or insanitary come to the attention of Council, Council will act
promptly to investigate and, if determined to be dangerous or insanitary, ensure they are made safe.”

3. Include the action required by Council if they choose not to use the DC pathway. At present clause 5.3 indicates the Council may
apply to the District Court for non-compliance. The policy should include the action to be taken if the Council chooses not to take that

route.

Thank you for your consideration.

Q3 No

Would you like to speak on behalf of your submission at
the hearings on 19 July 2023?
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To: submissions

Subject: SOUTH WAIRARAPA BRANCH NZLP FEEDBACK ON DANGEROUS ,AFFECTED AND INSANITORY BUILDINGS
Date: Monday, July 10, 2023 9:40:11 AM
Kia ora

at our last meeting members discussed the proposed changes to this policy following are our
amendments. Overall we support the improvements to the policy by including definitions from
the Building Act 2004/

1. We recommend that SWDC work in accord with Mana Whenua to apply this Policy and
recognise their authority to apply rahui and other tikanga as appropriate.

2. Add a definition of what a complaint is . Something like " A complaint is a written
document received from a ratepayer raising concerns about a building in the SWDC district."
3.Add swdc will maintain explicit record keeping of each complaint and of each step of the
mvestigative process.

4. Add a 20 working day timeframe to each step of the investigative process.

5. SWDC will require that each complainant will provide suitable identification.

6. Vexatious and frivolous complaints may be unactioned by the decision of the CEO and
Mayor and recorded as such

7. SWDC is not liable for any costs arising from litigation by building owners as a result of
the investigative process.

Kind regards

Ken Stokes on behalf of the South Wairarapa Branch of the New Zealand Labour Party.
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Hearings Committee
Kia Reretahi Tatau

16 August 2023
Agenda Item: E1

2023 Speed Review Hearings and Deliberations Report

1. Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with the submissions on the 2023 Speed
Review and a summary of the analysis of the submissions for consideration.

2. Executive Summary

Consultation on the draft 2023 Speed Management Plan Annual Plan 2023/24 occurred
between 23 June 2023 and 23 July 2023 using the Special Consultative Procedure (Section
82 of the Local Government Act), which provides an opportunity for submitters to present
their submissions orally. A total of 183 submissions were received and 32 submitters are
speaking to their submissions, as part of the hearings process.

An overwhelming majority of submitters agreed with the proposal to reduce school speed
limits. A slim majority of submitters agreed with reduction of speed limits and
introduction of signage in front of marae. This will be an area where we will need to
listen closely to reasoning in oral submissions. A large majority of submitters were
opposed to the proposals laid out for high priority roads and many changes were
requested — including for high use roads such as Ponatahi, Papawai, Cape Palliser, and
Lake Ferry. A key decision will be whether we address high priority road speeds in the
draft Speed Management Plan or defer those decisions at this time and concentrate on
schools and marae. Again, the content of oral submissions on these roads will be
important.

During the consultation period, we heard much frustration at the perceived blanket
approach to speed reduction that lies behind the Government’s Policy Statement and
Waka Kotahi’s Road to Zero Policy. Many residents saw these documents as taking
insufficient account of local conditions. Disagreement with the policy behind recent
speed reductions on the State Highways added to the strength of feeling from some
submitters. Overall, the level and quality of engagement was excellent, and we have
many suggestions for additions and exclusions that have greatly helped us shape the
proposed draft Speed Management Plan.

3. Recommendations

Officers recommend that the Council:

1. Receive the 2023 Speed Review Hearings and Deliberations Report.
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2. Receive the full set of submissions on the 2023 Speed Review (Appendix 3)

3. Note that 183 submissions were received and of those received submissions, 32 are
confirmed to be heard.

4. Recommend proposals regarding reduced school speeds are included in the draft
Speed Management Plan.

5. Recommend proposals regarding reduced speed and signage near marae are included
in the draft Speed Management Plan.

6. Recommend that Council Officers further consider consultation feedback, including
the content of oral submissions, on High Priority Roads (both in terms of inclusions
and exclusions, and suggested safe speed levels) and report back to Council with final
advice.

7. Recommend that proposals for gravel roads are not included in the draft Speed
Management Plan at this time.

4, Background

The New Zealand Government has launched the Road to Zero Strategy 2020-2030, that
targets a 40% reduction in deaths and serious injuries by 2030. South Wairarapa District
Council (SWDC), along with Waka Kotahi have a shared responsibility to bring about safe
and appropriate measures to facilitate lower impact speed, especially to vulnerable road
users around schools.

As a Council, we are focusing on infrastructure improvements and speed management on
high priority roads, as well as intervention measures to achieve lower speed limits around
schools and marae, through the development of a draft Speed Management Plan (Appendix
1). This plan has been developed with Carterton District Council and will help us transition
from the way we have set speed limits in the past, to a new, more flexible approach that
better considers local conditions and the surrounding environment, by establishing the
priorities of our approach to speed management in the district.

Recent changes to the Land Transport Rule: Setting Speed Limits 2022 and direction from
Waka Kotahi mean we must create a 3-year Speed Management Plan that sets out our
approach for managing speed and safety, including safety goals, speed limit changes for
the roading network, and engineering improvements.

On 7 June 2023, Council approved the draft Speed Management plan and the
consultation document.

Following the hearings process and with direction from elected members, the draft
Interim Speed Management Plan will be prepared and submitted to the Waka Kotahi
Director of Land Transport for review, comments, and certification.

Following the Director of Land Transport approval Waka Kotahi publishes the plan, and

South Wairarapa District Council submits the Plan to Greater Wellington Regional Council
for inclusion into the regional speed management Plan.
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5. Discussion
5.1 Draft Speed Management Plan Priorities
Priority 1 — Reducing School Speed Limits

The Government requires us to have reduced speed limits in the vicinity of all schools to a
maximum of 30km/hour in urban areas and 60 km/hour in rural areas. Where schools are
located on no-exit roads or within residential neighbourhoods, we propose permanent
speed limits be installed. For locations that are on roads with higher speed limits, we
propose utilising variable speed limits, as they protect pedestrian activity during high-use
times while helping ensure driver acceptance and compliance. For rural schools we are
proposing both options - a lower permanent speed limit of 60km/h at all times, with a
variable speed limit of 30km/h during drop off and pick up times. Under this draft Speed
Management Plan, these changes will be completed by 2024.

The following schools in the district are proposed to have a 30 km/hour speed limit:

e Kuranui College

e Greytown School

e St Teresa’s School

e Featherston School

e Martinborough School

e South Featherston School

The following schools are proposed to have a 60km/hour permanent speed limit:

e Pirinoa School
e Kahutara School

Priority 2 — Reducing Marae Speed Limits and Introducing Signage

Our proposed approach is to install advance and directional signage at each marae location.
There are also proposed speed limit changes around marae as part of our approach to high-
risk roads. In some cases, there are papakainga located next to marae that will be impacted
by the proposed changes. Under the Interim Speed Management Plan these changes will be
completed by the end of 2024.

The following marae are proposed to have new signage and/or speed limits:

e Hau Ariki Marae
e Papawai Marae
e Kohunui Marae

81



Priority 3 — Reducing Speed Limits on High Priority Roads

We have reviewed all the crash data for local roads within the South Wairarapa district for
2012-2021. Those roads that have had three or more serious or fatal crashes in this period
have been considered to be high priority roads. A complete list of high priority roads can be
found in the draft Speed Management Plan (Appendix 1) and Consultation Document
(Appendix 2).

5.2 Consultation Process

Consultation on the 2023 Speed Review occurred between 23 June 2023 and 23 July 2023.
The 2023 Speed Review Consultation Document and submission forms were available on
our website, from the Council office and the three libraries. The opportunity to submit
was widely advertised to our community through social media and advertising in the
Midweek.

The Maori Standing Committee and Community Boards were actively invited to participate
in the consultation process, and two community boards have made submissions to the
Speed Review.

5.3 Consultation Topics

The consultation document allowed the community to provide feedback on the draft speed
management plan, and asked the following questions:

1. Do you agree with the Councils’ proposed approach and principles around
schools?

2. Do you agree with the Councils' proposed approach and principles around
Marae?

3. (Carterton only)

4, Do you agree with the Councils' proposed approach to the high priority roads
included in this document?

5. Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the above that
you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management Plan? Please
include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads you suggest will be
presented to councils for consideration.

6. Should gravel roads be highlighted in our speed review and considered
alongside our high priority roads? Please list any specific gravel roads you would
like us to consider. Any roads you suggest will be presented to Council for
consideration.

5.4 Consultation Documentation Inconsistencies
A few documentation inconsistencies have been identified through the process. These
are outlined in the table below.

Description in Table 6.3 Reflected in Figure 6.4
30km/h zone on East Street, near Kuranui Extent is correct but no shown
College, between Wakelin Street and 85m
northeast of Wakelin Street
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30km/h zone on East Street, near The speed is correct, Figure does not
Greytown School is proposed to run show the speed reduction zone extended
between 100m southeast of Church 100m southwest of Church Street.

Street and extend to 75m northeast of

McMaster Street

30km/h zone on Church Street between Th extent and proposed speed is correct,
East Street and Reading Street. but is shown as 60km/h

5.5 Submissions

A total of 183 submissions were received on the 2023 Speed Review consultation and 32
submitters are speaking to their submissions. 178 submissions were made online, using
the online platform. 5 completed their submission on the physical submission form and 4
provided their submission via email or letter.

| Type of Submission | Number Received |

}Online Submission 178
Written Submission 5
Total 183

An analysis of addresses provided indicates that 56% of submitters lived in the
Martinborough ward, 20% in the Featherston ward, 18% in the Greytown ward and 6% in
another area.

Submissions of those who wish to be heard are included in Appendix 3.

6. Analysis of Submissions

6.1 Speed around schools

174 submitters responded to the question on Councils’ approach and principles around
schools. Of these submitters:

e 73.6% of submitters agreed with Councils’ proposed approach and principles around
Schools.

e 26.4% of submitters did not agree with Councils’ proposed approach and principles
around schools.

Question 1: Do you agree with the Councils' proposed approach and principles around Schools?

Number of Reponses Yes N0

174 ‘ 128 (73.6%) ‘ 46 (26.4%) ‘

6.2 Speed around marae

168 submitters responded to the question on approach and principles around marae. Of
these submitters:
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e 51.8% of submitters agreed with Councils’ proposed approach and principles around
marae.

e 48.2% of submitters did not agree with Council’s proposed approach and principles
around marae.

Question 2: Do you agree with the Councils' proposed approach and principles around Marae?

Number of Reponses Yes

168 ‘ 87 (51.8%) ‘ 81 (48.2%)

6.3 Speed on high priority roads

163 submitters responded to the question on Councils’ approach and principles on high
priority roads in the area. Of these submitters:

e 26.4% of submitters agreed with Councils’ approach and principles on high priority
roads.

e 73.6% of submitters did not agree with Councils’ approach and principles on high
priority roads.

Question 4: Do you agree with the Councils' proposed approach to the high priority roads

included in this document?

Number of Reponses
163

‘ 43 (26.4%) ‘ 120 (73.6%)

Those who did not agree with the proposed approach to high priority roads were asked to
provide feedback on roads they think should be excluded from the plan. Of these
submitters:

e 26 indicated that current speed limits should remain the same on all high priority
roads.

e 26 indicated that Ponatahi Road should be excluded from the proposed change.
e 9indicated that Papawai Road should be excluded from the proposed change.
e 7 indicated that Cape Palliser Road should be excluded from the proposed change.
e Other roads suggested for exclusion from the high priority list include:
o Lake Ferry Road
o White Rock Road
o Wood Stret
o Kuratawhiti Street
o Gregs Lane
o Bidwills Cutting Road

o Jellicoe Street
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O Tora Road
0 Underhill Road

0 Purutanga Road

In addition to this, several comments also noted that State Highway 2, between
Featherston and Greytown should be reinstated to 100km/hour.

“The State Highways between towns are only 80kmh. Restore them to 100kmh, your data
does not support these draconian measures and you are gaslighting an increasingly angry
public who drive at 100kmh anyway while causing negligible harm.”

A number of submitters also indicated that the proposed speed reductions would be
frustrating to motorists, particularly commuters.

“Looking at the proposal, this will frustrate motorists no end.”

“Because it cost time for people travelling. Even if it's 1 minute per person per day, if you
times that by the amount of people travelling it adds up.”

Several submitters also indicated that other external factors contribute to collisions and
noted the unintended impact this review may have.

“As your document clearly outlines speeding motorists is 1 or 4 issues on the roads, with
Alcohol, loss of control (due to alcohol or poor roads?), observations (poor roadside
maintenance, and tree blocking visibility at junctions and signage?). Reducing speed will
NOT stop the idiots, they will always speed”

“What ever happened to teaching kids/people to "Look right, Look left, look right again,
and if safe, cross the road"

“The ideology of the policy makers aspirational concept of Road to Zero is flawed. Have
they not factored in that us as humans make mistakes. Creating different speed zones in
towns around schools and /or marae is realistic however changing speed in other areas of
a town and in certain streets is piecemeal and unrealistic.”

“Lowering the speed limit for main streets in and around the Martinborough township will
significantly increase the turn out time for emergency services and personnel to respond
to life threatening emergency situations. This will impact on Fire and Emergency,
Ambulance and personnel to be effective in our roles and responsibilities to ensure we
respond to incidences. This will have a direct affect on our ability to save peoples lives.
More emphasis should be placed on roading infrastructure, appropriate cycle lanes,
footpaths and lighting in and around Martinborough.”

Additionally, a number of submitters indicated the importance of the speed
management plan and speed reduction, and highlighted areas where additional
consideration is required.
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“There is no where to comment, so I'll do it here. The faster you go the bigger the mess.
Many drivers are so young they lack driving experience. New Zealand drivers are the best
tail gaters | have come across. Slowing down is proven to be safer. Anything over 30kph
increases the chance of death, especially with a collision with pedestrians. slowdown”

Underhill Road MUST have speed-reducing strips on it outside "the stadium”.... YOU WILL
KILL CHILDREN IF YOU DO NOT PUT JUDDER BARS ON UNDERHILL ROAD.”

On the interactive map: 1. Market Street between East Street and Reading Street is
marked as 60km/h. This road encircles the Greytown School playing field and is approx
100m in length. The 60km/h is EXCESSIVE in this school area and for such a short segment
of Market Street.

I also would like Pirinoa to change to 50 rather than 60, with 80 coming into town as we
have to reverse onto Lake Ferry rd when collecting children. And also alot of people
wander across the rd between the store and the Cafe having parked on the opposite side
of the road.

“You need to make the main road 30 km, a lot of school children cross the road to get to
school. The double trucks speed down that road doing 60 km an hour or more.”

| Question 5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the above that you |

believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management Plan?

Number of Reponses Yes

‘ 98 ’ 49 (50%) ‘ 49 (50%) ‘

Those who indicated additional priority roads should be included in the Draft Speed
Management Plan, most highlighted specific sections of roads that should be reduced.
These include:

e Murphys Line

e Fabians Road

e Wakefield Street (Around Featherston Sports Hub)
e Bucks Road (DoC camping area)

e Regent Street

e Underhill Road (adjacent to the sports stadium)

e Te Awaiti Road

e Tora Farm Settlement Road

e Lake Ferry Road should be reduced further (going through Pirinoa)
e White Rock Road (From Ferry Road to Fraters Road)
e Dublin Street (as it’s a heavy truck bypass)

e Princess Street

e Jellicoe Street

86



e Fox Street (at skate park, mini fell and playground area)
e Western Lake Road (from Moore Street)

e Woodside Road

e Humphries Street

e Martin’s Road

e Reduced speed in all of Martinborough town boundary due to cyclists
e The entire block around the Martinborough square

e Church Road

e The exit form SH2 joining No 1 Lin

e Mora Road

e Bidwills Cutting Road

e Wards line

e Longbush Road

e Mahaki Road

e Corner of Reading Street/McMaster Street

e Oxford Street

Question 6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our speed review and considered alongside

our high priority roads?

| Number of Reponses | Yes | ______No | Maybe/Don't Know

‘ 104 ’ 29 (27.9%) ‘ 71 (68.3%) ‘ 4 (3.8%)

Of those who indicated that gravel roads should be considered, some submitters
suggested specific roads for consideration. These included:

e Underhill Road

e Moroa Road

e Bucks Road

e ToraRoad

e Ruakokopatuna Road

e Cundys Road

e Shooting Butts Road

e Humphries Street (gravel section)
e Hinekura Road

e White Rock Road
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6.4

e Algies Road
e Te Muna Road
e Mahaki Road

e Wharetoto Road

Additional Submissions

Martinborough Community Board, Greytown Community Board and the Ministry of
Education made written submissions to the 2023 Speed Management Plan Consultation.

7.

7.1

1. Martinborough Community Board

Martinborough Community Board indicated overall support for the draft Speed
Management Plan but indicated the importance of geographical consistency across the
implementation. The board outlined potential areas for consideration, including
Memorial Square, the outer block of memorial square, school/early childhood centers
(rural and urban), and Huangarua and Putuatanga Roads.

2. Greytown Community Board
Greytown Community Board indicated that priority should be on road quality, traffic
calming measures and driver education as opposed to reduced speed.

3. Ministry of Education

The Ministry of education indicated support for the proposed limit reductions around
schools throughout the South Wairarapa district and encouraged engagement with
schools in the area to ensure that the proposed changes will achieve the safest
outcomes for each individual school. The submission recommended further
consideration be given to the area around South Featherston School and recommended
the use of traffic calming measures as part of the plan. The submission also outlined
some proposed inconsistencies for consideration.

Summary of Considerations

Significant risk register

XRelationship with iwi, hapt, Maori

XClimate Change

XIEmergency Management

XIIT architecture, information system, information management, and security
XIFinancial management, sustainability, fraud, and corruption

XlLegislative and regulative reforms
XlSocial licence to operate and reputation
XAsset management

XEconomic conditions
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XHealth and Safety
8. Conclusion

8.1 Next Steps

Council will be presented with a final proposed Interim Speed Management Plan in the next
few weeks and will consider the recommendations of the Hearings Committee. Once
adopted, we intend to continue work to review the speed management planning for the
district, developing a Full SMP to progress the implementation of principles-based Speed
Management Planning provided for under the Rule. We will consider wider principles,
appropriate speed changes and infrastructure changes to support road safety for the whole
of our District roading network. This will set out the principles of developing safe and
appropriate speeds across other areas of the local road network, with implementation set
out over three-year action plans for 2024-2027.

Our future Full Speed Management Plan will involve further community engagement and
public consultation to formalise our speed management planning for the 2024-2027 period.
This will include collaborating with Waka Kotahi (State Highways), and other Road Controlling
Authorities such as Carterton and Masterton District Councils, the Department of
Conservation.

8.2  Strategic Context

The Government Policy Statement (GPS) on land transport is central to investment decisions
across the land transport system. The GPS supports investment in highways and local roads
to accelerate the implementation of the Speed Management Guide which focuses on treating
the top 10 percent of the roading network. Focusing on the top 10 percent will result in the
greatest reduction in deaths and serious injuries as quickly as possible. The council plans to
implement this strategy where possible as part of developing our 10-year speed management
plan.

9. Appendices

Appendix 1 — Draft Speed Management Plan
Appendix 2 — Consultation Document

Appendix 3 — Full set of 2023 Speed Management Plan Consultation submissions

Contact Officer: Tim Langley, Roading Manager

Reviewed By: Stefan Corbett, Group Manager, Partnership & Operations

89



Appendix 1 — Draft Speed
Management Plan
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1 Introduction

Tonkin & Taylor Limited (T+T) has been commissioned by South Wairarapa District Council to
prepare an Interim Speed Management Plan (ISMP) for the Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts.
The ISMP for Carterton District Council (CDC) and South Wairarapa District Council (SWDC) follows
the Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency (Waka Kotahi) Speed Management Guide and will provide an
implementation plan for safer speeds in Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts. The development
of a full speed management plan will start in late 2023 or 2024 for the 2024-2027 National Land
Transport Planning (NLTP) cycle.

The first full speed management planning period, 1 July 2024 to 30 June 2027, is preceded by a
transitional period, where local authorities can utilise interim speed management plans. The
transitional period also includes an initial pre-interim period that enables RCAs to set speed limits
under the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 2017, for a period not exceeding two months
after the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 2022 comes into effect. For speed limit
changes are required before the 2024/25 — 2026/27 land transport planning cycle, RCAs are
encouraged to use the interim speed management process to make those changes sooner rather
than later.

The technical review (of each road or section of road) identified a number of recommendations that
have been collated to form an implementation plan. The full technical assessment is included in the
Technical Assessment document (separate document available on the council website). The
technical assessments review the Safe and Appropriate Seed (SaAS) from Megamaps and propose
speed limits that may differ from the SaAS following a series of sense checks and reviews of the road
characteristics and One Network Framework categories etc.

The Interim Speed Management Plan comprises a report including the following information:

° Strategic context including Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 2022 (which came into
effect on 19 May 2022), Government Policy Statement on Land Transport, Vision Zero, Road
to Zero Strategy 2020-2030 and One Network Framework.

. Description of previous work related to speed management in Carterton and South Wairarapa
Districts, especially around school safety programmes.

. Proposed speed management approach including principles and priorities to guide the
application of speed management.

. Maps of proposed changes to speed limits for both districts and details for the urban areas
within each district.

. Descriptions of proposed changes for urban areas and townships.

. Steps to implement the Speed Management Plan including engagement.

The appendix includes the following:
° Appendix A is a list of schools in both districts.

° Appendix B is a review of crashes in both districts.

1 Appendix 5 of the Speed Management Guide Road to Zero Edition: https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/speed-
management-guide-road-to-zero-edition/speed-management-guide-road-to-zero-edition-appendices.pdf

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2023
Interim Speed Management Plan Job No: 1020397.0000 v3.2
Carterton District Council and South Wairarapa District Council
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4 Speed Management — Why is it important?

Speed management is about achieving safe and appropriate speeds on the road network, reflecting
diverse road functions and use, different road designs and the risks that exist on them. Ensuring the
speed limits are aligned to the safety features and use of the road is proven to be effective in
improving road safety, saving lives and preventing debilitating injuries®.

Driving at speeds in excess of the posted speed limit is a widespread social problem, many roads
cannot be driven safely even at the posted speed limits as Waka Kotahi estimates that over 85% of
the speeds limits in New Zealand are above the safe and appropriate speed limits in the Speed
Management Guide: Road to Zero Edition 2022. Exceeding the speed limit contributes to about 60%
of fatal crashes in New Zealand, while 71% of injury crashes occur at speeds higher than the safe and
appropriate speed.

Moving people and goods efficiently around our transport network is important. However, we also
need to reduce death and serious injuries to help achieve a safe transport system by using an
integrated speed management planning process, including safety infrastructure and safety
enforcement.

Speed management also offers environmental benefits. Speeding results in increased greenhouse
gases, harmful emissions and noise pollution. By reducing these environmental damages, our
communities will be more attractive for living, working and visiting.

Speed management offers significant social, economic and environmental benefits. Speed
management can help achieve appropriate speeds that achieve both safety and efficiency objectives,
but it requires inputs from policy makers, engineers, educators, general public and the Police to be
effective.

4.1 Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 2022

The Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits (‘the Rule’) is part of the Tackling Unsafe Speeds
programme. This Rule gives effect to a new regulatory framework for speed management and the
requirements for safer speed limits around schools and has replaced the Land Transport Rule:
Setting of Speed Limits 2017. This Rule came into force on 19 May 2022.

The Rule sets out some key components as follows:

. Waka Kotahi is required to produce a State Highway Speed Management Plan. This plan sets
out proposed speed management reviews and safety infrastructure changes on the State
Highway network over a 10-year period. Plans will be developed every six years, with
allowance for variation every three years (plans will provide more specific details about
proposals for the first three years of the plan). An independent speed management
committee will certify this plan.

. Road Controlling Authorities (RCAs) are required to work collaboratively with their regional
transport committee and Waka Kotahi to produce regional speed management plans, set out
speed management treatments in the region over a 10-year period. These plans will be
developed every six years, and will be updated every three years, to align with the land
transport planning process. Waka Kotahi (as regulator) is responsible for certifying regional

4 Development of the Waka Kotahi Speed Management Guide: Road to Zero edition:
https://www.nzta.govt.nz/safety/partners/speed-and-infrastructure/safe-and-appropriate-speed-limits/speed-
management-guide/development-of-the-speed-management-guide-road-to-zero-edition/

5 A draft Interim State Highway Speed Management Plan was published and open for consultation between 14 November
and 12 December 2022.
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This Interim Speed Management Plan is fully aligned with the GPS on Land Transport 2021. Table 4.1
Below demonstrates the consistency of the ISMP with the GPS.

Table 4.1: Alignment of this Interim Speed Management Plan with the GPS

GPS Priority How the Speed Management Plan aligns with the GPS

Safety In line with Vision Zero, Road to Zero and the 2021 GPS, the ISMP is
working towards a local road network where no-one is killed or seriously
injured. The ISMP paves the pathway to contribute to achieving the Road
to Zero target of reducing 40% death and serious injuries by 2030.

Better Travel Options Focus on urban areas and schools will lead to safe and appropriate
speeds that also encourage more people to walk, cycle, scooter or use
other forms of active travel.

Climate Change Managing speeds can encourage more active travel which in turn can
help reduce vehicle kilometres travelled/carbon emissions. It will also
reduce harmful emissions and noise pollutions.

Improving Freight Connections | Manging speeds significantly reduces crashes, making journeys more
reliable. As a result, improved safety and reduced number of fatal and
serious crashes in the road network will result in fewer road closures and
therefore less diversion of vehicles to a longer alternative route is
needed.

The GPS on Land Transport supports investment in state highways and local road to accelerate the
implementation of the Speed Management Guide through the Road to Zero activity class. The focus
is on treating the top 10 percent of the network, which will result in reduction in deaths and serious
injuries sought through Road to Zero.

4.3 Vision Zero and the Safety System

Vision Zero is a global movement to end traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries by taking a
systemic approach to road safety, which emphasises:

. People make mistakes but serious or fatal outcomes are preventable.

. People are vulnerable to injuries.

° Responsibility is shared between road users, and the people who design and operate our
roads.

° No death or serious injury on the roads is acceptable.

° Safety should be a critical decision-making priority in our transport decisions.

Vision Zero shifts the focus from assuming human error as the root of the road safety problem to
creating a transport system that allows simple mistakes without resulting in life-ending and life-
changing consequences.

The Safe System approach is a holistic safety approach underlying the Vision Zero strategy. The Safe
System approach shifts responsibility from road users to people designing them, integrating core
management and action areas to create a forgiving road system that protects people from being
killed or seriously injured when they crash.

Road to Zero, the government’s road strategy for 2020-2030, is grounded in the Safe System
approach.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2023
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4.5 Wellington Regional Land Transport Plan

The Wellington Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP) 20218 sets the direction for the Wellington
Region’s transport network for the next 10 — 30 years. The Wellington RLTP 2021 has identified five
strategic objectives as follows:

. People in the Wellington Region have access to good, affordable travel choices.

. Transport and land use are integrated to support compact urban form, liveable places and a
strong regional economy.

. The impact of transport and travel on the environment is minimised.

. People can move around the Wellington region safely.

° Journeys to, from and within the Wellington region are connected, resilient and reliable.

The Wellington RLTP 2021 also outlines the focus on safety for Carterton District Council and South
Wairarapa District Council in order to develop a transport system where no-one is killed or seriously
injured. Much of the work takes place as part of the low-cost, low-risk programmes and speed
management has a key role. The focus of both councils’ safety activities is on safe network
operations, speed management and secondary collector road geometric and delineation
improvements.

4.6 One Network Framework (ONF)

The One Network Framework (ONF) is the new national classification system enhanced and evolved
from the ONRC to better include pedestrians, cyclists and public transport users and reflect that
transport corridors are not just for travelling.

The ONF acknowledges the transport network has a ‘Place’ function. This means roads and streets
are destinations for people, as well as transport corridors. The framework also introduces
classifications for different modes of transport, recognising that our roads and streets have different
functions for different modes.

The ONF is used to determine the function of our roads and streets and inform decision making. The
ONF recognises that shared, integrated planning approaches between transport and land-use
planners will result in better outcomes.

The ONF enables Road Controlling Authorities (like Carterton and South Wairarapa District Councils)
to better define and differentiate between urban and rural transport needs. It also provides a
consistent and level-playing field for future investment conversations, based on locally recognised
needs.

Carterton District and South Wairarapa District include networks that have all the rural categories
and all other urban categories except City Hubs and Transit Corridors.

8 Wellington Regional Land Transport Plan 2021: https://www.gw.govt.nz/assets/Documents/2021/10/Wellington-
Regional-Land-Transport-Plan-2021web.pdf
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Principle 2 also aims to generate environmental and economic benefits. Reducing speed limits to
safer speeds reduces emissions from diesel vehicles, the wind and rolling resistance and propulsion
noise. Safe and appropriate speed limits reduce serious crashes and subsequently generate
economic benefits by reducing the road crashes social cost which was estimated to be $4.6 billion in
2019%2,

Principle 3 — Movement and Place integrates the movement and place-based approach of the One
Network Framework into setting safe and appropriate speed limits. As a result, safe speed limits will
be appropriate for the function and design of a road and street, and it will also help to identify
places where the design and infrastructure need to be improved to better attuned to the speed
limit.

Principle 4 — Whole of System combines safe and appropriate speed limits with an integrated,
consistent and balanced approach to regulation and through the use of regulatory tools such as
enforcement, engagement, and education, supported by monitoring and adaptation. The objectives
of this principle are building public trust and understanding, understanding and influencing
behaviours, partnering with Maori and continually reflect, learn and adapt to maximise public
understanding and lower mean operating speeds.

4.8 Safe and appropriate speed limits

A safe and appropriate speed limit is a speed limit that is safe according to standards set by the Safe
System approach and appropriate in terms of aligning with community wellbeing objectives as well
as with the movement and place function, design and infrastructure of the street or road.

The Setting of Speed Limits Framework provides the rationale for identifying the safe and
appropriate speed limits for all streets and roads. This framework is informed by the four principles
that underpin the Speed Management Guide: safety, community wellbeing, movement and place,
and whole of system.

The inputs into a safe and appropriate speed limit include the following:

° the Safe System speed thresholds for crash survivability.

° the One Network Framework Street categories that reflect the movement and place functions
of a street or road.

° the infrastructure risk rating, which is a road assessment methodology to assess road safety
risk.

° the presence or planned implementation of safety infrastructure to reduce the risk of harm

for people outside vehicles.

The setting of a safe and appropriate speed limit involves integrating and aligning the One Network
Framework Street categories with safe and appropriate speed limit ranges, then using criteria, either
manually, or provided by MegaMaps*?, to identify the safe and appropriate speed limit from within
that range for the specific street or road. The safe and appropriate speed (SAAS) is based on several
inputs including speed limit ranges for each of the new One Network Framework (ONF) street
categories and the infrastructure risk rating (IRR). MegaMaps defaults to the lowest safe speed limit
in the ONF range unless other criteria for higher speed limits are satisfied, which typically relate to
the provision of Safe System infrastructure.

12 Ministry of Transport Social cost of road crashes and injuries 2020 update June 2020:
https://www.transport.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Social-Cost-of-Road-Crashes-and-Injuries-2020_final.pdf

13 MegaMaps is the geospatial tool that contains speed management information and guidance for the network of each
road controlling authority.
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The Speed Management Guide sets out the range of safe and appropriate speeds for each urban and
rural street category, as shown in Table 4.3 and Table 4.4. The full table with descriptions of each
ONF category and the criteria that must be satisfied to select a different speed limit within the range
are included in Appendix D.

Table 4.3: ONF urban street categories and safe speed limit ranges

ONF urban street categories | Safe and appropriate speed limit

Civic spaces 10-20km/h
Local streets 30km/h
Activity streets 30-40km/h
Main streets 30-40km/h
City hubs 30-40km/h
Urban connectors 40-60km/h
Transit corridors 80-100km/h

Table 4.4: ONF rural street categories and safe speed limit ranges

ONF rural street categories | Safe and appropriate speed limit

Interregional connections 60-110km/h
Rural connectors 60-100km/h
Rural roads 60-80km/h
Peri-urban roads 50-80km/h
Stopping places 40-80km/h
4.9 Existing condition of speed issues

The total number of fatalities on local roads'* in Carterton District over the 10-year period (2012-
2021) was six (in six fatal crashes). The total number of fatalities on local roads in South Wairarapa
District over the same 10-year period was eight (in seven fatal crashes). The total lives lost on local
roads in both districts over the 10-year period are 14, that is on average 1.4 fatalities per year.

The total number of deaths and serious injuries on local roads in both districts over the same 10-
year period is 92 (in 84 fatal and serious crashes). The total number of deaths and serious injuries on
local roads and state highways in both districts between 2012-2021 is 146 (in 134 fatal and serious
crashes) across both districts.

The top four contributing factors to fatal and serious injury crashes in both districts were:

Alcohol.

Loss of control.

Poor observation.

Inappropriate speed.

The relationship between speed and road trauma is well-established internationally and that’'s why it
is important to set safe and appropriate speed limits.

14 j.e. excludes State Highways
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The percentages of all crashes involving inappropriate speed in both districts in the 10-year period
(2012-2021) are shown in Figure 4.5. The percentages of crashes involving inappropriate speeds
dropped between 2012 and 2019 but increased in the recent two years. Although speed is a factor in
most crashes and even if some crashes occurred at or below the posted speed limit (i.e., speed is not
identified as a crash factor), the outcomes will likely be less severe should the crashes occur at the
safe and appropriate speed limit.

B % of all crashes

.0%
30.0% 27.4% 24.6% 26.5%

25.0% 19.8% 17.5%
14.2% 13.7%  15.0% 12.8%
005 10.5% :
15.0%
10.0%
5.0% I

0.0%
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Figure 4.5: Percentages of all crashes involving inappropriate speed in Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts
in 10-year period (2012-2021) from Crash Analysis System

However, Figure 4.6 shows that the percentage of death and serious injury crashes involving
inappropriate speed was the highest of 53.8% in 2013 then reduced to the lowest of 4.8% in 2017.

M % of fatal and serious injury crashes

60.0%
55.0%

50.0%

45.0%

40.0% 37.5% 357%
35.0%

;g.gzo s 0% SO 27.3%

20:0.%3 20.0%  20.0%

15.0%

10.0% 7.1% -

0.0%
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

53.8%

Figure 4.6: Percentages of fatal and serious injury crashes involving inappropriate speed in Carterton and South
Wairarapa Districts in 10-year period (2012-2021) from Crash Analysis System

This means that we can reduce the number of death and serious injuries on our roads by
implementing an effective speed management programme. If we can increase the number of drivers
driving at a safe and appropriate speed, we can reduce the number of people in our community
whose lives are devastated by road trauma.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2023
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It was also discovered that in both districts:

° Almost all crashes (91%) involving inappropriate speed in the 10-year period (2012-2021)
happened in areas with a 100km/h speed limit.

. 73% of crashes involving inappropriate speed (2012-2021) occur during the day.

° Almost all crashes (91%) involving inappropriate speed involve one vehicle only.

Recent community feedback on Waka Kotahi’s engagement on the SH2 Featherston to Masterton
Speed Review?™ included the following points:

. The majority of locals thought that speed needs to be reduced through the towns of
Featherston, Carterton, Greytown and Masterton and that the current 70-100 km/h speed
limits are far too fast.

. Many said they needed to go down to 50km/h to prevent crashes.

4.10 Past speed management in Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts

Both CDC and SWDC have been active in the area of speed management. The CDC Speed Limits
Bylaw 2005 was reviewed and adopted in 2014 with a further review due in 2024. CDC and SWDC
along with Masterton District Council fully adopted the Wairarapa Consolidated Bylaw 2019: Part
Eleven — Speed in 2019. This Bylaw aims to set speed limits on any council-owned roads within the
jurisdiction of the local authority. In addition, Carterton and South Wairarapa District Councils
supported the Wellington Region’s School Travel Plan Programme. In addition, both district councils
have made efforts to target specific groups such as motorcyclists, young and senior drivers and
issues such as fatigue and use of restraints. Following the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed
Limits 2022, both district councils have been engaging with Waka Kotahi to record, update and share
speed limit data in the National Speed Limit Register.

4.10.1 Carterton District Council Speed Limits Bylaw 2005¢

The Carterton District Council Speed Limits Bylaw 2005 details posted speed limits in the following
schedules:

. Schedule 4: Urban traffic areas — Road that have a speed limit of 50 km/h.
° Schedule 6: Roads that have a speed limit of 70 km/h.
° Schedule 7: Rural areas — Roads that have a speed limit of 50 km/h.

4.10.2 Wellington Region’s School Travel Plan Programme?’

A school travel plan is a practical approach to improving road safety and encouraging the whole
school community to use active modes of transport to get to and from school. The benefits of school
travel plans are:

° Improved health and well-being.

. Reduced traffic congestion.

. Increased children’s travel options.

. Reduced pollution in our environment.

15 https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/projects/sh2-masterton-to-featherston-speed-review/SH2-Masterton-to-Featherston-
speed-review-engagement-summary-January-2021.pdf

16 https://cdc.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/Speed-Limits-Bylaw-2005-ReviewApril-2014-Final-adopted-25-06-
14.pdf

17 https://www.gw.govt.nz/assets/Documents/2016/02/School-Travel-Plan-Brochure.pdf
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Enhanced local communities.

Carterton and South Wairarapa District Councils along with other territorial authorities in the
Greater Wellington Region supported the Wellington Region’s School Travel Plans in 2016.

Actions which school communities have selected include:

Walking and cycling initiatives: walk to school days, walking routes, walking school buses,
cyclist skills training, cycle club and activity days.

Education: road safety education programmes and initiatives and environmental education.
Enforcement: parking and speeding monitoring and enforcement strategies.

Engineering: assessment of infrastructure issues identified through the school travel plan,
pedestrian crossings, cyclising facilities, road markings and signage, etc.

More specifically, some of the initiatives in both districts include:

Involvement in ‘Movin’March’ led by Greater Wellington Regional Council: this is to encourage
safe active travel (walking, scooting or cycling) for years 1-6 predominantly. Students receive
prizes for stamps on their travel passport after completing each trip. The school travel
programme coordinator sends ‘mailchimp’ newsletters to all schools with links to Waka Kotahi
safe school travel platforms which provide safe parking and stopping tips, safe crossing points
and other information for parents and students about safe school travel.

‘Safe Scooter Skills’ and ‘Bike Ready’ programmes: this is led by the local school community
police officer who provides scooter training in schools. The Wairarapa Road Safety Council
owns 40-50 scooters, and the same amount of scooter helmets to suit all kids at all ages.

Speed sessions in maths curriculum: the school travel programme coordinator uses a speed
radar gun to measure speed and lets the children record speed to highlight the various travel
speeds and distances of different vehicle types.

Informal discussions around safe travel at assemblies: use of mobile phones when crossing
roads, vehicle speeds and licence conditions, occasionally with NZ Police.

Others: rural school bus safety sessions with Tranzit and GoBus, driver vehicle speed feedback
signage on trailer outside schools where speeding is an issue.

Both districts also had the following activities targeting certain groups or specific issues:

Motorcyclists: A campaign was held in September 2021 and February 2022 to offer ‘ride
forever’ on-road safety courses to the local riders and partner with local retailers to provide
free 12-point safety checks.

Young drivers: Newsletters, school bulletins, and in-person sessions at colleges promote
‘drive.govt.nz’ to both young drivers and their parents. A Wairarapa Driver Mentor
programme has succeeded to reduce young driver crashes and licence breaches since 2017 by
training and mentoring 45 voluntary driver mentors to help young drivers and refugees and
migrants to obtain driver licences and secure local employment.

Senior drivers: There have been regular ‘Staying Safe’ workshops for age concern clients which
include ‘Carfit’ clinics and talks on travel time and routes planning, driver awareness and
medication.

Fatigue and distraction: Creative flyers with information on fatigued and distracted drivers are
provided at participating service stations. Information on these topics is also provided online,
in print, and on radio.

Restraints: The public can book online or attend ad hoc for regular child restraint clinics.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2023
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° Others: road safety billboards on safe speeds, restraints, fatigue, distraction and motorcycle
safety tips, engagement with road safety partners and participation of national road safety
conference to keep up with the best practice.

4.10.3 National Speed Limit Register!®

The Land Transport (Register of Land Transport Records — Speed Limits) Regulations 2022 came into
force on 19 May 2022. This regulation requires road controlling authorities to supply speed limit
information to Waka Kotahi for the speed limits to be legally enforceable.

The National Speed Limit Register (NSLR) provides an online, maps-based, central source of speed
limits for roads in New Zealand. It has combined the individual speed limit records of all Road
Controlling Authorities in New Zealand.

Both Carterton District and South Wairarapa District have supplied the speed limit records in their
respective districts and the speed limit information is now live in the National Speed Limit Register.

18 National Speed Limit Register: https://speedlimits.nzta.govt.nz/
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5 2023 Speed Management Plan

5.1 Vision

Following the Vision Zero approach for road safety and ONF national classification system, any loss
of life is not acceptable in the transport network and there will be more people using the streets and
roads as ‘Places’.

This Speed Management Plan aligns with the vision for the Wellington Region of:

“Our vision for Wellington is a connected region, with safe, accessible and liveable places — where
people can easily, safely and sustainably access the things that matter to them and where goods are
moved efficiently, sustainably and reliably (RLTP 2021 vision).”

5.2 Objectives and policies

The objective of this Speed Management Plan is to:

“Create a roading network where residents and visitors can travel safely and efficiently around the
district, no matter how they travel”. People can move around the Wellington Region safely (RLTP
2021)

The policies underpinning this Speed Management Plan are:

° Ensure speed limits are appropriate to the movement and place function of the transport
network.

° Ensure safe speed limits around schools/kura, marae and other areas of local significance.

5.3 Principles

Drawing on the principles set forward in the Waka Kotahi Speed Management Guide: Road to Zero
Edition 2022 and New Zealand Government’s road safety strategy 2020-2030 “Road to Zero”, we
have defined the following principles to guide the application of speed management for CDC and
SWDC:

. The speed environment around schools at the start and end of the school day will be 30 km/h
in the urban area. While in rural areas, the implementation plan will explain that a speed limit
of 60 km/h or less is safe and appropriate for the road. The speed limits around rural schools
will be reviewed in the next implementation plan.

° Similarly for marae, the speed environment will be 30 km/h in urban areas and 60 km/h in
rural areas with those in rural areas having variable 30 km/h (with a manual flip-down speed
limit sign) at times when the marae has events.

. Consider lowering the speed environment on roads with high risk.

Other areas for review such as town centres, residential speed limits and remote rural speed limits
will be considered in subsequent reviews of the Speed Management Plan in conjunction with the
development of the Regional Speed Management Plan for the Greater Wellington region, to ensure
that there is a consistent approach to the treatment of these areas.

Changes to speed limits will be ongoing as development in the district continues, and to achieve
alignment with the Governments Road to Zero Action Plan with respect to speed management. This
initial Speed Management Plan provides guidance on Council’s approach to when, how and why
speed should be managed on each of the roads identified.
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Details on the technical assessment of each of the roads based on the above-mentioned criteria are
included in the technical assessment documents (separate documents and will be available on the
Council website).

5.4 Schools

The current speed limit on roads in the vicinity of urban schools within the towns of both districts
are 50km/hr or 40km/hr and for rural schools either 70km/hr or 100km/hr depending on the
location of the school. By 2027, Council will be required to have reduced the speed limits in the
vicinity of all 14 schools within both districts to a maximum of 30km/hr for urban schools or 60km/hr
for rural schools. Speed limits can be either variable or permanent. Where schools are located on a
no exit road or within residential neighbourhoods then permanent speed limits would be installed.
For locations that are on through roads with higher speed limits, then a variable speed limit is
considered to be the most appropriate form of treatment.

5.5 Marae

There are four marae in South Wairarapa and Carterton where the current speed limits on roads in
the vicinity of these marae are 100km/h. Marae are social centres where activities occur almost
every day. When tangihanga, poukai or other hui are held, the capacity of marae grounds to hold all
parked vehicles is insufficient. The demand then overflows to any available on-road parking.
Especially at tangihanga, people walk to and from their vehicles in both daylight and after dark,
crossing or walking along the roadway. Therefore, it is important to engage with marae and kdhanga
reo (within the vicinity of the marae) on the development of speed management plans to ensure
that this Speed Management Plan supports the desire of the community, improves road safety
outcomes and reduces the impact of unsafe speed limits of all communities.

5.6 Assessment process for other roads

The selection of other roads consists of two sources, local knowledge from the professionals at local
councils and filtered roads based on criteria. A list of roads with local priority is obtained from the
engineer at both SWDC and CDC. These roads are reviewed for compliance likelihood and public
acceptance with additional measures identified to ensure compliance and acceptance. All other
roads will be filtered based on the following criteria to identify the roads with the highest risks:

. Personal or Collective Risk: medium or above.

° Infrastructure Risk Rating: medium-high or above.

° Difference between the posted speed limit and SaAS more than 30km/h (inclusive).

° Difference between the mean operating speed and SaAS more than 5km/h (inclusive).

Figure 5.1 shows the entire process for assessing the proposed speed limit changes in Carterton and
South Wairarapa.
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7 What’s next

7.1 Next Steps

Steps to implement the Carterton District Council and South Wairarapa District Council Interim
Speed Management Plan (SMP) are detailed below, following the Speed Management Guide: Road
to Zero edition 2022. It is currently at Step 2, and the public will be engaged on the principles and
priorities, and any speed concerns.

Step 1
Develop territorial authority SMP.

Step 2 (WE ARE HERE)

Seek Council approval to consult with stakeholders and community on the draft
territorial authority SMP.

Step 3

Assess consultation feedback and update local plans in response and seek approval
from Council to finalise SMP.

. J/
e N
Step 4
Submit the final SMP to the Director of Land Transport for certification.
\ J
g N
Step 5
Waka Kotahi publishes the territorial authority SMP, certificate and associated material.
. J
N
Step 6
Council implements changes to speed limits.
J
Step 7
Submit certified speed limit changes to Waka Kotahi National Speed Limit Register.
Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2023
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7.2 Public engagement and consultation

Changing a speed limit is a legal process that includes a formal consultation step. The public will be
introduced to the plan to manage speeds on the local roads, including proposed speed limit changes,
which will be developed and refined using the technical information and feedback gathered from the
engagement. During this consultation stage, the public and stakeholders will provide their local
knowledge and any additional information that should be taken into account and might have an
impact on the final decision.

Once all consultation feedback has been considered and a decision will be made on whether or not
to accept the proposed speed limit changes. Everyone who provided a submission will be updated
on the outcome of the decision.
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8 Applicability

We have been engaged by our client South Wairarapa District Council to complete this report. The
report has been prepared for use by both South Wairarapa District Council and Carterton District
Council with respect to the particular brief given to us and it may not be relied upon in other
contexts or for any other purpose, or by any person other than South Wairarapa District Council and
Carterton District Council, without our prior written agreement.

We understand and agree that this report will be used by Carterton District Council and South
Wairarapa District Council in undertaking its regulatory functions in connection with the speed limit
changes in Carterton District and South Wairarapa District.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd
Environmental and Engineering Consultants

Report prepared by: Report prepared by:

Shu Zhang Sam Wilkie

Transport Planner Senior Principal Transport Planner
Report reviewed by: Authorised for Tonkin & Taylor Ltd by:
Alan Gregory Chris Perks

Principal Transport Planner Sector Director — Transport
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The analysis of the data for the reported fatal and serious injury crashes in the four areas during the
10-year period reveals:

. There have been 502 crashes in total, of which three are fatal crashes, 30 serious injury
crashes, 122 minor injury crashes, and 347 non-injury crashes.

. The crashes resulted in 3 deaths, 33 serious injuries and 158 minor injuries.

The detailed number of fatal and serious injury crashes by year between 2012 and 2021 are
illustrated in Figure Appendix B.7.
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Figure Appendix B.7: Fatal and serious injury crashes by year in Carterton, Greytown, Martinborough and
Featherston, 2012-2021

Figure Appendix B.7 shows that in recent six years (2016-2021), more fatal and serious injury crashes
occurred on local roads than on state highways.

Figure Appendix B.8 shows the distribution of fatal and serious injury crashes in the four major urban
areas. 17 crashes occurred on urban roads and 16 crashes occurred on rural roads in the areas.
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B1.6 Crashes on other roads

In Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts, MegaMaps shows approximately 32% of the roads
(urban and rural) are unsealed. 44% of the rural roads in the two districts are unsealed.

Gravel, or other unsecured material can move if braking suddenly and a lot of crashes happen from
vehicles losing traction and sliding off the roads at speed®.

CAS database has been used to understand the reported crash history in the rural area of Carterton
and South Wairarapa Districts over the 10-year period (2012-2021).

The analysis of the data for the reported fatal and serious injury crashes in the rural areas during the
10-year period reveals:

. There have been 907 crashes in total, of which 19 fatal crashes, 95 serious injury crashes, 240
minor injury crashes, and 553 non-injury crashes.

. The crashes resulted in 20 deaths, 103 serious injuries and 336 minor injuries.

The detailed number of fatal and serious injury crashes by year between 2012 and 2021 are
illustrated in Figure Appendix B.14.
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Figure Appendix B.14: Fatal and serious injury crashes by year on roads with maximum speeds of 100km/h
2012-2021

Figure Appendix B.14 shows that in the 10-year period, there were more fatal and serious injury
crashes occurred on local roads than on state highway in Carterton and South Wairarapa Districts.
Figure 15 shows the distribution of fatal and serious injury crashes on open roads of the two
districts.

22 paraphrased from Department of Conservation: https://www.doc.govt.nz/parks-and-recreation/things-to-

do/scenic-driving/tips-for-driving-on-unsealed-roads/
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Appendix 2 - Consultation Document
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Appendix 3 — Full set of 2023 Speed
Management Plan Consultation
Submissions
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First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
1| Jocelyn Konig Yes No No State Highway 2 Featherston to Greytown should be reinstated back to 100km Leave the speed limits on back roads as they are. No
2| Catherine Clouston Yes Yes Yes Murphys Line Featherston between SH53 and Soldiers Settlement Road is As above
100km, gravel and quite dangerous for anyone cycling along it. It is quite
narrow and potholes form easily.

3 Stephen Duncalf Yes Yes No Looking at the proposal, this will frustrate motorists no end. As your document clearly No, current speed limit on roads is fine apart from close to schools etc. What speed are you proposing? | live on a gravel |Gravel roads that link specific
outlines speeding motorists is 1 or 4 issues on the roads, with Alcohol, loss of control (due where it should be reduced, but only during school attendance times. road where trucks normally travel in excess of townships and settlements, or
to alcohol or poor roads?), observations (poor roadside maintenance, and tree blocking 60km and cause damage to the to road which directly used on a regular basis.
visibility at junctions and signage?). then causes damage to the cars that travel on the
Reducing speed will NOT stop the idiots, they will always speed. road as they aren't built like trucks. Cars can
Then what about cyclists, do they come under this? Especially as some ebikes can exceed travel 50km on the road without much impact
these speed limits and can cause injuries to people, as well as cause accidents with but rarely do, it's trucks and larger vehicles that
motorists. are causing issues and damage.

Honestly, I'd have to ask if there's any need to classify SH2 & SH53 as State highways if you
reduce the speed limit to less than 100km? Reducing around schools agree (but only
during hours of attendance i e. not over the Xmas period), central town areas where
there's lots of pedestrians also agree, not a couple of blocks from these areas that's stupid.

4| Jennifer Scott Yes Yes

5 Jack Sheppard Yes Yes No The State Highways between towns are only 80kmh. Restore them to 100kmh, your data | No, | do not accept that you are taking State Highways off the table here. Perhaps Underhill Road
does not support these draconian measures and you are gaslighting an increasingly angry |Listen to the public, and restore the State Highways to 100kmh — it is a lazy Moroa Road
public who drive at 100kmh anyway while causing negligible harm. joke. The reduced speed around kura and marae is very good though.

Underhill Road MUST have speed-reducing strips on it outside "the stadium" / Card Traffic calming judder bars on Underhill Road please. No pavement; sports
Reserve similar to Cotter Street in Greytown. In fact, rip up the Cotter Street strips and stadium; hundreds of kids dodging speeding trucks filled of quarry rocks; oh
plant them on Underhill Road -- there is NO pavement access there, Barr Brown Reserve  |yeah and a cycle trail that is now being promoted down Underhill Road. YOU
opposite, hundred of sports kids unable to be seen from angle parking on the berm -and  |WILL KILL CHILDREN IF YOU DO NOT PUT JUDDER BARS ON UNDERHILL
now dozens of speeding trucks from the stupidly-located quarry on Underhill Road/Algies. |[ROAD.
YOU WILL KILL CHILDREN IF YOU DO NOT PUT JUDDER BARS ON UNDERHILL ROAD.
6 Sian Hudson Yes Yes Yes Papawai and fabians road Possibly
7 Anne Hynds Yes Yes Yes Wakefield Street around the Featherston Sports Hub should also have a Yes - it is great to see Underhill Road Featherston |All of Underhill Road Featherston

reduced speed limit - many schools / children's sports teams use the fields.
As cars park on the grass verge (both sides of the road) there are no
footpaths available. It is difficult to see young children crossing the road,
who may in their excitement dash across the road. Wakefield Street is used
by Featherston Quarry trucks and other heavy vehicles, including stock
trucks.

Bucks Road ( a narrow gravel road) in Featherston should also be included.
It currently has a speed limit of 100km an hour - it is a no exit road that ends
at a DoC camping ground. In the summer Bucks Road is a popular camping
and swimming site.

identified as a road that should have a reduced
speed limit. Currently the speed limit is 100 km
an hour. Underhill Road is a narrow rural road -
(part tarseal and part gravel) and it is part of the
5 trails cycle network. There is a quarry at the
end of Underhill Road. It is not wide enough for
two trucks to pass each other and in the summer
the dust from trucks and cars makes it impossible
to see cyclists. | walk dogs down Underhill Road
regularly and the road is enjoyed by cyclists,
horse-riders and pedestrians alike. The current
speed limit (100km an hour) is dangerous and |
fear that someone will get injured or killed due to
cars travelling at excess speeds for the road
conditions.

Bucks Road ( a narrow gravel road) in
Featherston should also be included in the speed
review. It currently has a speed limit of 100km an
hour - it is a no exit road that ends at a DoC
camping ground. In the summer Bucks Road is a
popular camping and swimming site. This road is
very narrow and in parts it is very challenging for
two cars travelling in opposite directions to pass
one another. There are many 'blind' corners. Due
to the proximity of the newly opened cycle
bridge - it is predicted that this road will be used
by many more cyclists. The speed limit should be
reduced to ensure public safety.

(including the gravel section).
Bucks Road Featherston

The newly named 'Kelly's Lane' -
another small narrow gravel road
that is part of the cycle network
and ends at the Tauwharenikau
river and new cycle bridge (on
the Featherston side).
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
8  Derek McLuskie Yes Yes Yes All of Underhill Road, Featherston - particularly the gravel section. This road Yes As above
is very narrow and the current speed limit of 100km is dangerous. Cars and All of Underhill Road, Featherston
trucks regularly swerve the pot-holes (which can be substantial). In the and Bucks Road Featherston.
summer the dust kicked up by cars and trucks makes it extremely difficult to
see pedestrians and cyclists (as well as other cars).
Bucks Road, Featherston should also be included in the Draft Speed
Management Plan. It is also a narrow, gravel road that is frequently used by
trampers, campers and swimmers alike.
9 James Macfie No No No | disagree with the premise of lowering speeds around certain buildings in an attempt to No If there is evidence of there being more road -
lower overall road deaths so, no, | don't think there's any one road that should be deaths on gravel roads then yes. If not, then no.
excluded but all.
10 Donna Bennett Yes No No No
11  Casey Magee
12 Seth Rance Yes Yes No Keep the speeds as they are.
13 Ethan Hammond Yes No No Hughsline until you have finished the Highway upto masterton Change hughsline back to 100kms No
14 Laura Courtman Yes Yes No
15 John Dyckhoff Yes Yes No There is no need to reduce the speed on Ponotahi road No Yes
16 Laura Courtman Yes Yes No
17| Charl Jacobs Yes
18 Guy Walmsley No No No What ever happened to teaching kids/people to "Look right, Look left, look right again, No
and if safe, cross the road".
19| Elaine Herve Yes No Yes I support the 50km on Belvedere to Connollys Line. Thank you.
Would you look into extending the 70km limit to beyond the stream and the
dangerous double corners and bridge. As a pedestrian walking dogs and
also cyclist these corners and bridge are scary as drivers do take them at
100km.
It is impossible to always be safely walking facing the traffic without crossing
the road blind.
These corners have on more than one occasion been discussed on social
media as dangerous.
20 Rex Haslip Yes Yes Yes Regent Street for its entire length No
While the local Marae is covered with a reduction (Despite some
disgraceful driving being exhibited by Marae activity participants recently,
perhaps the Marae needs protection from itself) the rest of Regent Street is
50km, inspite of their being other public facilities that also require people to
frequent them in the day and night time hours, namely the Tennis court,
Rugby Ground, Bowling club and a Gym. Signage in this area is very poor
and at the western end of Regent Street where there is no Footpaths, this
has become a raceway with may vehicles obviously exceeding the 50km
limit. This at a minimum requires more signage
21  bruce sullivan Yes Yes No
22 John Rhodes Yes Yes Yes No road in the district should have a speed limit above 80 kph. We areina |all roads should be considered
climate crisis. Motor vehicles travelling at 100 kph emit more carbon dioxide
than those travelling at 80 kph.
23 Tony Cox Yes No No Ponatahi Road, it is perfectly safe as a 100kmh road, | have been driving it for many years.
24 Murray Higginson Yes Yes No Put Masterton Featherston highway back to 100km and leave everything No None
alone .Maintain the roads and there would be no problem
25 Jacqui Eyley No
26 Abby Hammersley Yes Yes No
27 Gina Smith Yes Yes Yes No No
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principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
28 Harry Howard No Yes No | believe all the former 100kph roads proposed to drop to 6okph, should only drop to State Highways should be included in the one review, it's the same network |Consider a blanket 80kph speed limit on any as above
80kph. and making changes to one, will have impacts on the other. 'open road' unsealed roads. This should be a
All propose 100kph roads proposed to drop to 80kph, should remain at 100kph. national standard attached to 'open road' speed
All proposed 30kph school zones should be 30kph variable zones, only active during school set out in the road code, so that there is not a
drop offs/pick ups, except Kurinui College Bidwills Cutting Rd entrance, remain at 50kph. need for unnecessary signage.
Free following and unrestricted arterial routes must be preserved, otherwise traffic will be
push into secondary roads. The greatest improvement to road safety from a network
perspective will be engineered solutions, improved road quality, better roads surfaces,
better intersection layout, including better signage.
29 John Ryan Yes Yes Yes
30 Nika Richards Yes Yes No On the interactive map:
1. Market Street between East Street and Reading Street is marked as 60km/h.
This road encircles the Greytown School playing field and is approx 100m in length. The
60km/h is EXCESSIVE in this school area and for such a short segment of Market Street.
31 Thomas Pepper Yes No No Should seal highly used gravel roads instead. Marora road needs sealing
32 Chris Miller Yes Yes Yes There is increasing concern for the safety of tamariki on the stretch of Yes. | think that would be wise. Gravel roads
Underhill Road adjacent to the Sports stadium, tennis court and soccer should be considered.
fields - particularly as there are no footpaths along there and with muddy
verges, kids will stay out of the mud by walking on the road behind the
backs of cars. The potential for harm - particularly as this road is now being
used by heavy vehicles going to and from the quarry - is a real risk. | believe
this stretch of the road should be considered as well - if we genuinely want
to reach Net Zero.
33 Katie Rees Yes Yes No Ponetahi road, | don’t believe slowing this road will achieve
34 Mike Firth Yes No No Pontahi road & Kuratau road Te Awaiti road & Tora settlement road. No As above
Both have small volumes of traffic and are of small risk at the current. Sorry limit. Both are coastal road that should be 50kms/hr due to the amount of people
It would also make the journey from south Wairarapa north take far to long. that walk or ride bikes along them
35 Peter Hull Yes Yes Yes
36 Alistair and Boyne Yes Yes No Ponatahi Road and the Lake ferry road beyond 239 and the White Rock Road to Tora Road
Jenny remain at 100kms and the Tora Road , and at 404 Tora Road reduced to 80kms on gravel
section to the Te Awaiti Read
37  shirley Baker Yes No Yes you need to make the main road 30 km, alot of school children cross the road to get to you need to make the main road 30 km, alot of school children cross the Main Road. Does not make sense why you made
school. The double trucks speed down that raod doing 60 km an hour or more. This makes |road to get to school. The double trucks speed down that raod doing 60 km it 30km on the main street to church strewet.
the glass rattle and the lights move. | have brought this up several times, does it take a an hour or more. This makes the glass rattle and the lights move. | have When there is a child care centre on the main
child to be knocked over and killed. Theses college students walk around with the face brought this up several times, does it take a child to be knocked over and road.
looking down at the cell phone. They dont all live on the same side as the college and alot |killed. Theses college students walk around with the face looking down at Parents are having to cross the busy road with
of them need to cross the main road. Please open your eyes SW city council. the cell phone. They dont all live on the same side as the college and alot of | their child
them need to cross the main road. Please open your eyes SW city council.
SWe have the child care centre on the main raod and parents use this road
to drop off their children. Does not make sense as to why you have not
uncliuded this in your plans. Ignorence is not bliss. | invite you to my house
to listen to the traffic and see the dangers. Let alone the damage to the
roads done by the trucks. More and more people live in Greytown and
nothing is done about the build up of gtraffic and the constance traffic on
the main road. Its not all about the revenue to Greytown, surely safety is
paramount,
38 Joy Rogerson Yes No Yes Tora Road (gravel) Yes definitely. Try living on a gravel road with Tora Road
trucks and boaties thrashing past at 100km. It's
severely dangerous to me and visiting family.
39 Charles Post Yes Yes No Not enough speed reduction around Gladstone School, particularly at to southern end Not considered on a risk basis - if there have been serious

between Fitzherbert and Admiral. The 30kmph variable speed limit should start around
100m further south than is proposed to allow cars time to slow down to 30 before
reaching he school. Otherwise cars will approach the school at 60kph.

enough crashes to warrant it.
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First Name

Last
Name

Q1.Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed
approach and
principles around
Schools?

Q3: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed
approach and
principles around
Marae?

Q4: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed approach
to the high priority
roads included in
this document?

If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be
excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why.

Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the
above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management
Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads
you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration.

Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our
speed review and considered alongside our high
priority roads?

Please list any specific gravel
roads you would like us to
consider. Any roads you suggest
will be presented to council for
consideration.

40

Scott

Wylie

Yes

Yes

No

Ponatahi Road reduced to 80km/h.
This is only going to cause more accidents from people getting impatient and overtaking in
stupid spots, as | have seen in other speed reduced areas.

Lake Ferry Road going through Pirinoa Village should be reduced to 50km/h

No

41

Hamish

Reud

No

No

No

All speedlight should stay the same

42

Michael

Schaefer

No

43

Ray

Lilley

Yes

Yes

Yes

White Rock Road, from the Ferry Road corner to Fraters Road.

Higher densities of dwellings and accommodation have developed in the
past five years, and now exceed the levels of accommodation and business
traffic on Jellicoe/Ferry between Pinot Grove and White Rock Road, which
under the new speed restrictions proposals will be limited to 60 kmh.

That same limit should apply from the beginning of White Rock Road down
to Fraters Road corner. This stretch of road currently carries domestic.
commercial, forestry and farming traffic, often heavily loaded yet doing 100
kmh. It has much more private and commercial dwellings traffic as the
traffic counts will indicate. From peersonal experience the proposed 60 kmh
limit for Jellicoe/Ferry should also apply to White Rock road, at least as far
as Fraters.

Yes

Ruakokopatuna Road.

44

Michael
and
Philippa

Arapoff

Yes

Yes

Yes

45

John

MONRO

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes. Following a meeting with councillors and staff Monday 3rd July in St
Andrew's Hall we discussed the serious problem of noise from heavy good
vehicles along Dublin St, though this also includes Princess St and Jellicoe
St. One of the things that might help this is to reduce speed limits for HGVs
to 30 kph along these stretches of roads. Research has show a singificant
overall reduction in noise by 1.6 decibels with each 10 km/hr speed
reduction. Allied to improving the irregular road surface residents of Dublin
St might be able to sleep better at night and have less intrusive noise levels
through the day. So my wife (Tess) and | would strongly urge that the
proposed 30kph limit by the Martinborough Primary School should be
extended along the length of Dublin St to Jellicoe St, and although not
directly concerning us, along Princess St as well, both for safety concerns
especially for the school, but especially for noise abatement for all the
residents living alongside this route. The extra time HGVs would take to
traverse the town would be less than a minute so | hope HGV operators will
not wish to submit against this proposal. . Thank you for the opportunity to
submit, and also thank you for the extensive work you have commissioned
to improve safety on New Zealand's roads.

46

Jeniah

Peterson

Yes

Yes

Yes

Western lake road from Moore street it's too fast at 100kms especially for
people exciting the Cemetery I've seen some near misses with drivers doing
well over 100 kms

Yes

Cundys road where | was riding
my horse and can't as people go
very fast

47

Shane

Hunt

Yes

Yes

All roads that are 100kph should stay at 100kph except areas by a school should be
reduced it is peoples driving that is bad not the speed limit

No

No
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?

48 Chris Hooson Yes No No This is a Government Policy - you are not funded by central Government to undertake this |NO - This is a Government Policy - you are not funded by central NO - This is a Government Policy - you are not NO - This is a Government Policy -
work and the Council should write , ensuring that the overburdened ratepayers are able to |Government to undertake this work and the Council should write , ensuring funded by central Government to undertake this |you are not funded by central
see your letter, and state the Council will not comply with any central Government that the overburdened ratepayers are able to see your letter, and state the |work and the Council should write , ensuring that |Government to undertake this
requests unless accompanied by sufficient ongoing funding to totally cover all the costs. Council will not comply with any central Government requests unless the overburdened ratepayers are able to see work and the Council should
Further this will delay both responses by Volunteer Fire and Medical responders, along accompanied by sufficient ongoing funding to totally cover all the costs. your letter, and state the Council will not comply |write, ensuring that the
with all emergency services, and any resulting deaths lie firmly with the Council should Further this will delay both responses by Volunteer Fire and Medical with any central Government requests unless overburdened ratepayers are
they introduce this plan responders, along with all emergency services, and any resulting deaths lie  |accompanied by sufficient ongoing funding to able to see your letter, and state

firmly with the Council should they introduce this plan totally cover all the costs. the Council will not comply with

Further this will delay both responses by any central Government requests

Volunteer Fire and Medical responders, along unless accompanied by sufficient

with all emergency services, and any resulting ongoing funding to totally cover

deaths lie firmly with the Council should they all the costs.

introduce this plan Further this will delay both
responses by Volunteer Fire and
Medical responders, along with
all emergency services, and any
resulting deaths lie firmly with
the Council should they introduce
this plan

49| Corina Lawson Yes No No Lowering the speed limit for main streets in and around the Martinborough township will
significantly increase the turn out time for emergency services and personnel to respond
to life threatening emergency situations. This will impact on Fire and Emergency,

Ambulance and personnel to be effective in our roles and responsibilities to ensure we
respond to incidences. This will have a direct affect on our ability to save peoples lives.
More emphasis should be placed on roading infrastructure, appropriate cycle lanes,
footpaths and lighting in and around Martinborough.

50 Joanna Baldwin Yes Yes Yes Fox Street at skate park, mini fell, playground area! This area is accident No No

waiting to happen, cars fly off Fitzherbert Street onto fox, there is no
pedestrian crossing either

51 Graeme Sargent Yes No No All of them. Speed restrictions are totally unnecessary. No No

52 Sandie Perry Yes No No Not necessary to change existing speed limits in the South Wairarapa. No No

53 Nicola Perry No No No I think that all of the changes are totally unnecessary in and around the Martinborough I think all of the changes are totally unnecessary in and around the Not necessary. Existing speed limits are just fine,
area. Martinborough area. people just need to take note of

the road and weather conditions
and adjust their driving
accordingly.

54 Benno Gypser No No No None. | think the existing speed limit is good enough. Answer as above. Waist of money. No. If everyone would drive to their ability and Answer as above

conditions, we would not need any changes at all.
55  Cheryl Gallaway Yes Yes Yes Fox street and birdwood intersection should be 30km also. Residents have  Yes

been asking for this black spot between facilities for children and elderly to
be made safer for as many years as I have lived in Featherston. 7 years.
Speed bump on this interaction would be great. If the fire station argues it
will impede a fast emergency response, | would argue that their route
should nagate this section of road that is predominantly used by pedestrians
that are mostly children and elderly (playground , skatepark, RsA and
retirement flats).

| see on the map that Martinbourough and greytown schools have a blue
line (30) and yes featherston schools don't. They need to be 30km also.
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
56 Rosy Fenwicke No No No The information in the technical document provides proof that there is no need for the No. How do we know that gravel roads are a No.
proposed speeding restrictions. 1. drivers already drive to the conditions (see Table 2.1 on problem? There is no evidence in the technical
page 4). The current operating speed are generally below at ot just over the proposed More information needed. report which supports this statement.
speed limit already and any further steps taken to reduce the speed limit will not only be Until we do know this and that other methods of
superfluous and a waste of money (which the councils acnnot afford) but worse will do mitigating any risks identified are not more cost
absolutely nothing to fix a problem which does not exist. effective ( bang for the buck) then it will be a
2. Nowhere in any of the documents do we have hard statistical evidence that speed has waste of money to signpost and police speed
played a factor in any accidents on any roads. Instead we have statements to that effect. | limits roads where drivers tend to drive to the
could make the statement that wearing water wings will stop people dying on NZ roads conditions perfectly adequately.
and it would have just as much credibility as the statements in the documents presented.
3. Nowhere is there any acknowledgement that roads with uneven cambers, poor sight
lines and potholes are more likely to cause accidents than speeding.
4. 1 would rather see money spent on ensuring that drink/drug drivers are apprehended by
the scarce local police force before they cause accidents than that same money (there is
no extra) spent on decorating the area with confusing speed sign graffiti.
4. The current system is simple. 1. Open road speed limit: 100 km/hr. 2. Urban speed limit:
50 km/hr. 3. Above all drive to the conditions bearing in mind the limitations of the vehicle
you are driving. Putting road signs all over the place with different speeds over short
distances on different roads is likely to cause distractions and inattention to what is in
front of the driver. Sudden braking causes tail ending, causes accidents. Above all when a
law is ridiculous as these speeding laws will be if they are instituted then it will be ignored.
And it won't matter.
The Road to Zero policy is already a flop. NZ has experienced the highest road toll in the
last 12 months (since the policy was introduced) since 2017. The fixation with a numerical
assessment of deaths as a sign post of road safety is flawed. It takes no account of the
number of vehicles on roads and the distances travelled. Policy which does not take into
account numbers of deaths/per drivers/per distance travelled, is inherantly flawed and
thus will do nothing to make our roads safer. | would suggest the councils delay any
changes and spending until a proper analysis of the cause of road deaths and accidents in
the South Wairarapa is completed.
57 Clem Beck Yes No No This report, although published with good intent, is a very good example of
setting parameters for what you want to hear whilst ignoring all else and
giving little , or no encouragement, to submit alternative suggestions .
Whilst all reasoning for change is “ supposedly based on “ SAFETY “, it is
primarily based on the safety of car passengers cocooned in their steel box .
Nowhere in this review do | denote any reference to exposed people on
steel frames - BICYCLES !
During weekends especially , there can be over 600 bicycles in and around
Martinborough enjoying our unique wine village . Consider that our bicycle
hire outlets in Kitchener Street alone contribute this number , which does
not include “ Crocodiles “ and bicycles supplied with accommodation and
visitors who bring their own bicycles . Having visited the largest hire facility ,
it is obvious your consultants , only provided a “ desktop “ report and failed
to visit and view . Living in Princess Street we continually see close calls
between vehicles and bicycles , made worse by the signs advising drivers to
give bicycles 1.5m of clearance which is an invitation to cross the centre line
(if any ) and risk a head on collision with another vehicle . Let us be
proactive and reduce our entire village to 50kmh maximum by erecting 5
large signs welcoming visitors to the most condensed ,unique Wine Village
in the world and ask them to respect all pedestrians , bicycles , moving
objects and our environment and take the time to enjoy what
Martinborough has to offer . Signs would be double sided so that when
people leave our village they get a thank you and be safe message . | suggest
Signs should be big and erected at the following points
1. Ponatahibridge, corner of Martins Road and Hinakura Road ,
intersection of Shooting Butts and Todd’s road , Jellicoe Street before Ferry
Road and Kitchener Street before Palliser Vinyard .
In conclusion, | feel this suggestion promotes both safety for all and
promotes the unique nature of Martinborough “ The Most Unique Wine
Village in The World ‘. Thanking you for your consideration in this matter .
58 Jocelyn Kebbell Yes No No Lake Ferry Road (apart from outside Pirinoa School)
59 Jamiee Burns No No No Pa Road, Papawai Road, Wood Street, Kuratawhiti Street No No No
60 John Van Vliet No No No Pa Road, Papawai Road, Wood Street no No no
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61 Melissa Burns No No No Gregs Lane, Pa Road, Papawai Road, Wood Street No No No
62 Richard Schofield No No No The proposals are highly nuanced, whereas this survey is highly dumbed done to prevent No. Some gravel roads are straight with good
meaningful feedback. visibility, others aren't. Unless you want to set
Where do | get to say: different limits for different roads, leave them
- 30kmph is slower than the new town centre 40 kmph limits - that makes no sense alone. Is there any data that says they need
- Bidwills Cutting Rd is a major thru route, a fixed 30kmph is not acceptable, and why did attention?
the council spend money on car parks there if it is so dangerous?!
I could go on, but you obviously don't want meaningful feedback.
63  Stuart Campbell Yes No No
64 Brett Abercrombie Yes Yes Yes 1. Dublin St West from Jellicoe St to Greenaway PI - should also be 30km/hr | Yes Shooting Butts Road between
(same as School Zone starting at Greenaway Pl). Many young school White Rock Rd and Rapaki
children attend After School Care and Activities at the St Andrews Church Hillside Walk
Hall (at the Jellicoe St end of Dublin St West), and often cross the road from
the Martinborough School side of Dublin Street to the Church side of Dublin
Street.
2. Extend the 30km/hr Permanent School Zone from Greenaway PI to
Venice St (rather than Vintners Lane). Otherwise speed change is on a sharp
corner and there is a good chance sign will not be seen as drivers are
navigating the sharp corner. This section of Dublin St is also outside the
public pool and many children cross the road between Venice St and
Vintners Lane in order to access the pool and park.
65 Neiland | Montgomeri Yes Yes Yes Woodside Road and Humphries Street (sealed portions) should be reduced | Yes all gravel roads should be reduced to a Please include the gravel section
Greg e-Crowe from 100 to 80km as stated in the original recommendation . The gravel minimum of 60km. Please include the gravel of Humphries Street. This section
sections of each of these roads should be reduced to 60km. The intersection |section of Humphries Street in the should be aligned with Wilkie
Woodside Road/Humphries Street is very dangerous given the current Wilkie/Wood/Hawke/Kuratawhiti Streets speed | Street in the
100km particularly at the intersection. Commuter train traffic along these revision. Wilkie/Wood/Hawke/Kuratawhiti
roads travel at speed and in convoy after a full days work . Streets proposal.
Also the gravel portion of
Woodside Road, Underhill Road
and the Waiohine Valley Road.
67 Dave Shepherd Yes Yes No The speed limits need to be simplified and be consistent across the urban and locations. Martin’s Road. No
You can’t have one rural road speed limit of 70km/hr and then another at 60km/hr as this
creates confusion for all motorists. Should be one speed limit as it’s now for urban edges
of town last at 70km/hr
68 Bruce McLean Yes No No Princess street north end is currently 70kmh and the plan proposes 60kmh to beyond the | Traffic at 100kmh is dangerous on White Rock (west end) before it No N/A

bridge to the north of Martinborough and onto Ponatahi road. This change is supported
100% except that the proposed 60kmh is still too fast and hazardous especially where
tourists on mult-person bikes travel. It would seem logical (given the remainder of Princess
St is at 50kmh) and safer to impose a 50kmh limit rather than the proposed 60kmh over
the length of the revised plan.

intersects with Ferry Road. 100kmh is now dangerous in this area where
there has been urban development and where Brackenridge exists. The
road is also currently in use by a number of logging trucks. The existing
100kmh limit is also too fast to approach the White Rock Rd/Ferry Rd
intersection. A reduction from the existing 100kmbh for (say) 2 to 3 km is
needed at the western end of White Rock Road.
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69 Graeme Locke No No No This is an appalling submission form as it doesn't lend itself to qualify a question, the No its a waste of money as the few people who
resultant answer and really solicit your residents point of view. You have designed this to drive these roads do so at a speed that is
pre determine an outcome. For example Q1 broadly speaking | and everyone else would generally less than the speed limit. Council has
agree safer speeds around schools is critical. However you asked a question in the bigger priorities
consultation document around whether this should be variable or permanent. There is no
question that relates to this view. For the record this should be variable given the limited
times throughout the day and school year considerations. We are well used to the variable
approach and timings as they exist today and see no good reason for this to change
outside of reducing the speed. Similarly for the "priority" roads. There is no evidence in
the consultation document that | can see that outlines a specific need for change (outside
of Waka Kotahi's point of view - fine if they are paying for it but they are not). We already
have many variable speed limits some of which are ridiculously close to each other eg: (40
to 50, 70 to 80 etc...) and is
a minefield to navigate. Have we learnt nothing around the issues with SH2? If limits must
change then keep them consistent. For the back interconnecting roads keep the speed
limit as it is. This enables safer legal overtaking to be done (where its safe to do so) as
most drive 10-20kms under the limit now. Reducing this will ensure the average speed will
go well below the posted limit with the potential to cause more accidents and more risky
option taking by drivers. The only recommendation | support is the extension of 70km's
on Jellicoe Street to just past White Rock Road given the large amount of traffic now
turning into White Rock Road that actually makes perfect sense.

70 Edward Allen Yes Yes Yes YES Hinakura Rd. from Hikawera Rd.
to Bush Gully Rd.to Pahaoa
station
White Rock Road from
Tuturumuri
Tora Road from pavements end
past Tuturumuri to coast
Ruakokopatuna Rd/Haurangi Rd
Fenwicks line

71 Johnand | MacGibbon Yes Yes Yes We agree with the speed proposals for Martinborough, in the Interim Speed Yes Shooting Butts Road,

Elizabeth Management Plan, with the following exception: Martinborough
We would like to see the proposed maximum speed limit of 30kph in Dublin
Street be extended further west, to the intersection with Jellicoe Street
Our support for this extension is on the basis of safety, noise reduction and
street surface preservation:

1. Safety: Dublin Street, up to the junction with Jellicoe Street, is a heavy
traffic bypass. There is considerable heavy traffic use on the street. There
has been a significant increase in heavy traffic use of the street over the
past 20 years, and predictions are for this to increase further, particularly
due to forestry development. Truck speeds can be considerable — easily
reaching the current limit of 50kph and sometimes exceeding it.

2. Noise reduction: the heavy trucks are very noisy and a reduction in speed
would reduce this noise.

3. Street surface preservation: a reduction of speed to 30kph along the
whole of the Dublin Street heavy traffic bypass would considerably reduce
wear and tear in the street surface. We appreciate that work has recently
started on improving the condition of the street surface, but the
improvements are only being made to the worst-affected areas. The reality
is that the sub-surface of the entire street is inadequate for sustained heavy
traffic use and the current repairs are at best a temporary fix. Extending the
30kph speed limit to Jellicoe Street would at least extend the life of the
current inadequate repairs.

72 Kim Hayes Yes Yes No Cape Palliser Road - as a frequent traveler of this road and knowing others who travel No, the majority of people who drive on gravel

daily, we do not want the speed reduced on this road, we all drive to the conditions and
have always used our initiative and common sense. We find that tourists and visitors drive
slowly on this road anyway, as they are all busy looking at the scenery.

By reducing the speed you are going to literally have them crawling along, while those
that are travelling to and from work will become frustrated and | can see that is where the
accidents are going to happen. Sometimes | feel that those making these
recommendations need to live in areas or at least talk to those who do before making
decisions.

roads know how to drive on a gravel road and
they are your frequent users who will be
disadvantaged. As | said above, others need to
drive to the conditions.
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First Name

Last
Name

Q1.Do you agree
with the Councils
proposed
approach and
principles around
Schools?

Q3: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed
approach and
principles around
Marae?

Q4: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed approach
to the high priority
roads included in
this document?

If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be
excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why.

Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the
above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management
Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads
you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration.

Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our
speed review and considered alongside our high
priority roads?

Please list any specific gravel
roads you would like us to
consider. Any roads you suggest
will be presented to council for
consideration.

73

Martina

Day

Yes

Yes

74

Chris

Cox

Yes

Yes

Unless your introducing variable speeds zones due to traffic volume, leave all the roads as
they are. Apart from the morning/afternoon work/school runs the roads highlighted are
low traffic volumes. Every other time there’s little traffic

75

Laura

Courtman

No

No

No

On Jellicoe street coming from Lake Ferry Road the speed will go from 100 to 60 to 40 to
30 at the square.

This is too many changes in a short piece of Road for people to pay attention to. It should
just go 60 until Ferry Road then 40 through the middle of Martinborough. The same goes
for roads coming in from other directions.

Also Ponatahi Road from Martinborough to Carterton being 80. (And other roads
changing to 80) | don't believe people will stick to this as it has a huge impact on business
and profitability in the area. 90 if any change would be much more realistic.

I also would like Pirinoa to change to 50 rather than 60, with 80 coming into town as we
have to reverse onto Lake Ferry rd when collecting children. And also alot of people
wander across the rd between the store and the Cafe having parked on the opposite side
of the road.

No

76

Karen

Coltman

Yes

Yes

77

Storm

Robertson

Yes

Yes

No, they will need separate evaluations based on
state of road condition, location and
environmental considerations

78

sue

Ball

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

All of Underhill road plus Bucks
Road and Algies Road

79

Guusje de
Schot

De Schot

Yes

Yes

1. Ponatahi Rd from Johns Way to Carterton, | believe this road speed should remain at
100km/h. Please keep it at 100km/h. As part of the "Martinborough back road" it
provides an alternative route to SH2 for rural drivers - rural freight, rural services, and
work commuters between Martinborough and Masterton. Bends and indicative safe
speeds are well-signed, no passing lines are in places. Natural road features like curves,
inclines and declines, camber, slow traffic anyway where it needs to slow.

While the road speed is 100km/h, some vehicles travel at 70, 80, 90, and 100 km/h which
means traffic can flow easily as passing is possible in well-known places. If you impose an
80 km/h speed limit, you'll get queues of traffic behind one car going 80 or 70, and then
you'll create a new traffic hazard - driver frustration leading to increased impatience and
impulsive overtaking.

2. Cape Palliser Rd between Lake Ferry Rd and Whangaimona Rd - please keep at
100km/h, same reasons as above. There's a long straight stretch between the Ferry turn
off and the descent into Whangaimona, both of which naturally slow traffic anyway -
reducing the speed to 80 km/h will make felons of us ordinary average law-abiding
sensible drivers.

3. Cape Palliser Rd between Whangaimona Rd and Te Miha Cres (Whatarangi) - please
make it 80 km/h - if you make it 60 km/h, drivers will sometimes have to sit on 40 km/h
and frustration will follow.

4. Cape Palliser Rd between Te Miha Crescent and Tilsons Ave (Ngawi) - please keep the
road speed at 100 km/h, this road features lovely long stretches of straight road, and its a
long piece of road - speed reduction will affect rural workers and businesses needing to
get to and from towns, both ways.

5. Cape Palliser Rd between Seaview Ave (Ngawi) and Ben Avon Grove (Mangatoetoe) -
please leave this stretch of road at 100 km/h. Same reasons as above, plus the roads
natural features - bends, inclines and declines, cambers, road works - will naturally cause
traffic to slow.

6. Cape Palliser Rd between Ben Avon Grove and the end of the road - please make this 80
km/h not 60 km/h - local drivers currently manage balancing getting from A to B with
sharing the road with tourists who drive very slowly and frequently stop...a 60 km/h speed
limit would result in traffic queues and jams in the high tourist times, and frustrated

| believe Lake Ferry Rd from the north side of the Pirinoa Hall to the south
side of Pirinoa School, past the Pirinoa Store and Land Girl, should be 30
km/h. Especially since the last accident outside the store. It gets very busy
in that area and traffic pulling out from the store and Land Girl dont have a
long sighted view of oncoming traffic due to the roads curve.

80

paul

southey

No

No

No

all roads in greytown and carterton

no

81

Jayne

Parris

Yes

No

No

| do not think the speed limit on any of the high priority list need to be reduced. The road
to zero will not achieve it's aim by reducing speed limits on these roads. Road
maintenance is a far better use of council and government money. The reduction on SH2
that has already taken place does not achieve anything other than extending the amount
of time traffic is on the road, along with frustrating frequent travellers between
Featherston and Masterton, where once you leave those areas you can travel again at
100k. No sense at all.

none

nonone

82

Kevin

Nation

Yes

Yes

Yes
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
83| Rachael McGuckian Yes Yes Yes Yes | agree - But | would advocate for the speed limit of 50km along the length of Jellicoe | Given the nature of cycling traffic and pedestrians in the main vineyard road
Road onto Lake Ferry Road, up to the point of the Martinborough Awhea Road (White of Martinborough, | would advocate a simple approach of 50km within the
Rock Road) junction. This would ensure a consistent speed through to this intersection general town boundaries - full stop. Make is simple for people to comply -
and prevent trucks exiting onto Lake Ferry Road, heading to Martinborough speeding up | this would Princess St North, Huangarua to Martins Road.
to simply apply their engine breaks before entering the village on Jellicoe Road. There are
a number of residential entry points on this early stage of Lake Ferry Road, entering onto
this road can be dangerous with vehicles regularly travelling over the recommended speed
of 70km. Dropping it to 60km will have little impact - be braver and drop it to 50km up to
White Rock Road. It will eliminate any confusion.
84 Sam Hunter No No No
85| Joelle Thomson Yes Yes Yes Dublin Street in Martinborough has signs that indicate it is a heavy traffic Yes. Te Muna Road.
bypass, however, this street is the location of Martinborough Primary
School, which has been here for approximately 150 years. It is full of
primary school children on bikes, scooters and walking and is, therefore,
highly inappropriate as a truck bypass. It is also a residential zone and is
extremely noisy 24/7 with trucks, the majority of which appear to ignore the
current 40km speed limit. The majority of vehicles travelling down this
street also ignore the speed limit, which | can see from working from the
front room of my home, which | have turned into an office. It is disturbing
to see and hear the speeding on this street, especially given it is home to a
primary school.
| therefore propose that the permanent speed restriction on this street is
30km and that speed bumps are installed along with a high number of new
speed restriction signs and | also propose that the truck bypass be moved to
a more suitable location - ie, on a street that does not have a primary school
on it
86 John Dyckhoff Yes Yes No No requirement to change the limit on Ponatahi Road No Yes
87/ Tanya Cowen Yes Yes Yes The entire block around the square, | live on the corner of Kansas & Naples | Yes
Streets.
Naples street is a racetrack, esp. when they are driving towards Regent
Street. And if they are travelling from Regent St end to the square there is
no slowing down as the swing into Kansas Street. We've even had one car
miss the street altogether , then drive along the footpath, only to pop out
on to the street again. Park, & then go to the Puke...!!! Police were notified...
88| Shelley Hancox Yes Yes No All of them. Can’t see any legitimate justification for lowering these speed limits in such |No
a blanket way. | note that the report (god knows how much that has cost
over-burdened SWDC ratepayers) lists multiple contributing factors
including inappropriate speed for conditions to accident and Injury rates but
the only proposed solution is to reduce speed.
89| Denish Kapuria Yes Yes Yes
90/ Jenny Wilkie No No No NO NO
91 Toni Cook Yes No No Moore street, featherston No
92| Donna Bennett Yes No No
93| Michael Bing No No
94| Hamish Rees Yes Yes No The proposed roads present very limited risk and the cost benefit of these works is not Leave the speed limits alone and focus on actual issues rather than following No No
appropriate or necessary. This is especially relevant given the councils current rates a fruitless government led idea that produces little benefit
increases, under funding of key infrastructure and the complete embarrassment that is a
abatement notice in relation to sewer treatment facilities in Martinborough
95| Belinda Milnes No No No No, you are ignoring all the relevant road and accident data. None | strongly object to all the speed restrictions as they are not evidence |No see above None
based
96| Ceilidh Hooper Yes Yes No
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
97/ wendy boerman Yes Yes No Recommend Jellicoe street be reduced to 40km at White Rock Road. n/a n/a
Martinborough school children, cyclists and scooter users as well as those
on foot, cross Jellicoe twice daily....50km is too fast to stop at a split second
if needed, especially large trucks, construction and logging, loaded up, these
guys would never stop in time
to avoid a child .
In fact, a 40km speed limit within the Martinborough township would be an
even better idea. All main roads into town and subsidiaries 40km.
98 Ruby Barker- Yes Yes Yes Dublin street
Thomson
99 Tony Allen No No No Changing the speed limits on rural roads like Ponatahi Road and Cape Palliser Road is a No No they should not. It is mainly locals who use No
nonsense. NZ has 1,000s of kms of these sorts of roads and picking these out further them, putting a sign up changing the speed limit
enforces the view that these changes are crazy. These are not is the top 1% of dangerous is not going to change anything. People will still
roads in NZ. The prime Minister has stated that only the most dangerous 1% are to be use these roads at the same speed they always
targeted, why are they even here? have, don't waste your time.
Further, changes to the speed limits in these sorts of roads will be largely ignored (as has
happened on SH2) as the chances of being "caught" are pretty much nil. People will drive
to the conditions as they always have.
Schools etc should have temporary speed reductions. The vast majority of the time these
institutions are not being used so there is no danger to the kids etc. Why speed limits
around them need to be permanently changed is way beyond me.
100 Jacqui Eyley No No No The road from Campbell Drive to Brackenridge should be 80km. Trucks are |No
too fast here and there are people walking. All roads between towns should
remain at 100km
101 Ceilidh Hooper Yes Yes No Mahaki Road needs to be tar
sealed as there is an increased
amount of traffic on this road due
to the new subdivision. The
increase traffic means that there
are more othholes and the re
102 Dylan Firth Yes No No Broadly speaking it is disappointing to see the continuation of this work across NZ where | no no
there has been Government commitment to focus on the 1% of most dangerous roads. |
would have hoped this focus was continued on with community areas. The myopic focus
on speed only vs the state of the roads and safety where there is damage is disapointing. It
should be noted that a huge proportion of the population do not support these measures.
But do not have the time, understanding or desire to engage with a process that they see
as a forgone outcome. While | support reducing speeds in areas proven to need it through
assesment against actual use or number of issues/incidents in the past. For example
schools, when in use, or high crash areas. Not against a criteria which is so tight it makes
all urban roads 30kmph and all others 80kmph. Specifically for this proposal | highlight
concerns with the Ponatahi Rd proposal. This is a large and long stretch of road used for
commuting and business purposes. A reduction in speed will overly impact travelers and
users.
It should also be noted in the Tonkin and Taylor report it does not highlight a number of
key metrics which have been included for other roads in the proposal, such as where the
speed measurements are taken and vehicle number of movements. It is disappointing that
there is a lack of consistency here and makes the information hard to asses. But from what
is provided it states the average speed is already 81kmph on this road. Which seems to
give a rational for reducing speed, but without the information I have highlighted above, it
is hard to agree with the justification. | highly disagree with the proposal for this and more
broadlv the whole thing.
103 Guy Walmsley No No No All roads should stay at the current speed limit. Road to Zero is nonsense and a total waste
of tax payers money. Put the money towards driver education and teach them to
concentrate. it's not a "joyride". Heavy fines for cellphone useage, repeat
offences,drink/drug driving.
104 John Tanner Yes Yes No Featherston to Carterton Yea All
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Last
Name

Q1.Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed
approach and
principles around
Schools?

Q3: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed
approach and
principles around
Marae?

Q4: Do you agree
with the Councils'
proposed approach
to the high priority
roads included in
this document?

If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be
excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why.

Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the
above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management
Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads
you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration.

Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our
speed review and considered alongside our high
priority roads?

Please list any specific gravel
roads you would like us to
consider. Any roads you suggest
will be presented to council for
consideration.

105

Liam

Knight

Yes

Yes

No

| disagree with the proposal for Papawai Road, with it proposed to be reduced from
100km to 60km. It is a ridiculous proposal given the lack of evidence presented regarding
accidents under the current 100km and that the proposed reduction to 60km would
reduce accidents - making it safer. If the speed were to reduce to 60km - there would be
limited if nonexistent compliance which | would thought was a significant part of the
considerations in determining a reduction as safer. Indeed reducing it to 60km is likely to
make it less safe - as you see drivers taking matters into their own hands. There might be
merit to reducing the speed to 80kms along its length with a further reduction to 50kms -
100 metres prior to 270 Papawai Road and for the length of Tilsons Road and Hecklers
Road therafter. This is likely to ensure compliance with the speed.

106

Eli

Thomas

No

107

Kelly-Ann

Hubbard

Yes

Yes

Ponatahi Road & Kokotau Road
These roads are perfectly fine for travelling at 100km in good weather, it makes no sense
to change the speed.

No - state highway should be increased back to 100 as well. Ridiculous to
have it changed here but no where else in the country.
Crap drivers will still crash regardless.

108

Shane

Kelly

Yes

Yes

109

Julian

Greenall

Yes

Yes

110

Matt

Campbell

Yes

Yes

No

Poniati road should be excluded because,

1,it's one of the roads in the best condition in wairarapa, if you're not able to drive
100kph there you might as well make all roads 80kph.

2, slowing traffic hinders economic productivity and in these times probably not the best
thing to do.

3, causes frustration amongst road users as a lot of vehicles travel well under 100kph now
these same vehicles will more than likely travel well under 80kph, causing people to take
unnecessary risks to pass just to get up to 80kph.

4, It will push more vehicles on to longbush road to get to Masterson quicker which is
already happening as a consequence of the road works on state highway 2.

Longbush road is very narrow and windy much more dangerous than Poniati road | would
have thought.

Leave it be please!

No

No

111

Greig

Hamlyn

No

No

No

No

112

Liz

Larkin

Yes

Yes

The back road from Martinborough to Masterton is the only way we go now, the speed
limits accompanied with the roadworks just make the traveling to Masterton to long, we
will just go over the hill if these changes take place. You are just going to kill the rural
townships. Also | think that there is a hidden agenda of not maintaining our roads.
Clearing this is the case out at the beach.

The councils needs to stick to what they are good at or coming up with ways to keep our
rates down. The system is broken and doesn't need playing with.

Absolutely not

We aren't idiots we know how to drive on
country roads we've done it for years. Stop
wrapping us in cotton wool and micro managing
us.

113

Louise

Hight

No

No

114

Angela

Sinclair

Yes

Yes

No

Ponatahi - this is a well used road as the main link between Martinborough and carterton/
masterton. This will increase time to get to masterton for work/ hospital appointments
and make make Martinborough a less appealing place to live.

Jellicoe - too many speed changes on one piece of road.

No

N/a

115

Pip

Wilkinson

Yes

Yes

Ponatahi and Longbush roads need to be 100km roads. These are not heavy traffic roads
like state highways. We need these to stay as 100km. Restricting speed is still not going to
get road toll down as there are other factors, fog frost rain etc. We in Nz also dont have
the Policing Policing Policing staff to monitor. It is fine as it is.

Longbush - between REIDS road to HINAKURA rd, narrow and windy, not road marked in
small portion. This needs to have trees removed by vineyard op Whakarua road. New
culvert has been put in and there is no where to go when meeting oncoming vehicle. This
would be suitable to be reduced in speed . Approx 5km of road

No.

If you can't drive on gravel stay off them.

I have lived my whole life on gravel and no
accident. Same as my kids who also drive.

No as they dont have the traffic volume as a main
road/highway.

People drive to the conditions and not the speed.

None.

To be fair every single person |
know who lives on gravel
wouldn't do 100km anyway.
Again drive to the conditions.
With gravel they are usually very
low traffic volume and not an
issue. If it was a gravel state
highway absolutely restrict.

116

Fiona

Firth

Yes

No

No

Ponatahi Rd should not be reduced to 80km, it is a back road access to masterton for
people from Martinborough and is not dangerous
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
117 Richard Le Mare Yes Yes Yes There is no where to comment, so I'll do it here. Yes. The gravel roads should have slower speed |Ruakokopatuna rd
The faster you go the bigger the mess. Many drivers are so young they lack driving limits. Some times it appears that drivers think
experience. the are in the Indianappolis 500.
New Zealand drivers are the best tail gaters | have come across.
Slowing down is proven to be safer.
Any thing over 30kph increases the chance of death, especially with a collision with
pedestrians.
slow down
118 Alistair Holmes Yes Yes No All roads No No None
119 Donna Grewal Yes Yes Yes No Yes N/A
120 Emma Bargh Yes No No Ponatahi - there is no need for a reduced speed limit. There is no major school and no one No - I know very few people who travel 100km
is out walking on the roads or anything. People know to slow down for stock and those on gravel roads as it is. People more often than
who travel that road often do so a lot so are aware of pot holes and risks etc. not reduce their speed on these roads anyway
121 Tana Klaricich Yes Yes Yes | BELIEVE THAT SOUTH FEATHERSTON ROAD SHOULD BE 30KM FROM THE
INTERSECTION OF SH53/SOUTH FEATHERTON ROAD AS THERE ARE A
NUMBER OF OUR CHILDREN THAT WALK ALONG THAT ROAD TO AND FROM
SCHOOL. | ALSO BELIEVE THAT IT SHOULD BE 30KM FOR A GREATER
DISTANCE AFTER OUR SCHOOL TRAVELLING SOUTH ALONG SOUTH
FEATHERSTON ROAD, POSSIBLE ANOTHER 100M. FAR TOO MANY VEHICLES,
INCLUDING LARGE CATTLE TRUCKS AND FARM UTES, ARE STILL GOING WAY
TOO FAST OVER THE REQUIRED SPEED ZONE AT OUR SCHOOL.
122  Dallas Powell Yes No
123/ Daniel Whiting Yes Yes No Papwai Road between east street and fabains, has no schools and maria quite far away, its |put speed back to 100 on state high ways no no
a pretty straight road with heaps of time to notice people pulling out of drive ways the problem isnt the road its the stupid driver becomeing statoranry all of a
sudden with out notice
With lowering the speed limtis that you have alrready done, has cause more
risk to people on the road due to the fact that people are getting bored on
disttracteed pulling out there phones or falling asleep behind the wheel
124  Taylor Dewis Yes Yes No Ponatahi rd. Accidents on that road usually happen on corners. People will still travel at Yes
80km around those corners which is too fast anyway therefore reducing the speed to
80km won’t change anything.
125/ Shaun Wethead Yes Yes Yes Church road in Greytown should be 30km not 60km as noted on the Yes
interactive map
126 Hana Pakai Yes Yes Yes | drive to marty everyday using the ponatahi road. Few potholes here and
there but my biggest issue is the no lines on the outside of the road . When
it’s foggy the only way | can drive the road is in the middle of the road or
using the reflective white Pilar’s.which can be dodgy both ways. Would be
nice if the road was properly painted so | don’t have to worry when driving
at night .( i work night shift)
127 Angela McFetridge No No No Ponatahi Road and White Rock Road No - it’s not driver speed, but rather driver
competence and people cutting corners to miss
the nightmare that the Whakapuni hill is.
128 Jane Lenting Yes Yes
129 Abhirami Durairaj Yes Yes Yes The exit from SH2 joining No 1 Line and Morea road along the no 1 line has
to be limited to atleast 60 kmh. There are quiet a number of properties
close to the main road and the entry/exit from our property to a 100kmh
road has been very tricky and dangerous. Could you please consider? | am
happy to discuss. Thanks
130 Jane Lenting Yes Yes Yes no don't know N/A
131 Meg Excell Yes
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
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approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
132 Wilfred Van Beek Yes No No People should drive according to the conditions. Most accidents happen when people go  No No. Just tarseal gravel roads
over the speed limit or are fatigued. Lowering the speed limit doesn't stop people from
speeding. The list of roads to comment on is too long to comment on in this survey. State
highways should be 100km/h. And there should be an opportunity to pass slow vehicles.
133 Bernadette Saywell Yes No No The ideology of the policy makers aspirational concept of Road to Zero is flawed. Have keep reminding people to drive to the conditions and improve road safety In this day and age there should be no gravel
they not factored in that us as humans make mistakes. with better maintained roads. roads.
Creating different speed zones in towns around schools and /or marae is realistic however
changing speed in other areas of a town and in certain streets is piecemeal and unrealistic.
134  Pieter Van Beek No No No Because it cost time for people travelling. Same
Even if it's 1 minute per person per day, if you times that by the amount of people
travelling it adds up
135/ Catherine Mitchell No No No All the roads should be excluded This is a stupid plan with no doubt a sinister objective of |No, Status quo please. No None
not saving lives but revenue gathering for Central Government. In addition | take offence
to the countless increases in rates over the years not being spent on crap water but
unnecessary sign changes and speed bumps! Roll on the changes of government who will
kick this stupid idea into touch!
136 Barry Brailey No No No Most (probably all) of the reductions appear completely unnecessary. The cost of new No, this process is a waste of ratepayer money. No N/A
signage alone would be a flagrant waste of money, for speed reductions that are not
supported by credible evidence that they will in some way make roads safer.
| do support temporary speed reductions around all schools during school hours, it should
be noted that schools only operate 5 days a week for about 40 weeks a year. Meaning that
80% of the time children are not present hence permanent speed reductions seem
excessive, to say the least.
This plan, if implemented, will significantly impact travel time around the Wairarapa and is
likely only necessary because so much traffic now avoids SH2 (due to excessive speed
reduction there also). For businesses and workers within the region, this is annoying at
best and probably costly for those that travel as part of their work.
137 rachel cooper Yes Yes Yes
138 K Gruender Yes No No Ponatahi Road. There is absolutely no need for a 80kmh limit. This is the main connection You could consider 80kmbh limit for all gravel Tora Road. Terribly maintained in
between Martinbourough and Masterton for people traveling to work, school, childcare, roads. Hardly anyone will be going faster anyway |the last few years by council,
supplies, tradespeople, deliveries, freight etc. It's in good order and mostly open with no as this is unsafe. Maybe. How about lowering the |visitors struggle with the road
tight corners and many long open stretches with excellent visibility. Yellow lines are in speed limit to 80 or 60 on all gravel roads? conditions and locals ruin their
place at the right areas already and anyone with some common sense will slow down for 100kmbh limit on the is typically ridiculous and cars having to drive on it. 80kmh
a corner. There are no schools, major businesses or many houses along the road. Blanket would be very unsafe. Especially with the terrible |limit may make people slow
lower limits will lead to frustration, delays, cost increases for tradespeople and an increase maintenance gravel roads have had in the last down.Tora Road (gravel part)?
of accidents bc people will overtake slow cars and ignore the speed limit anyway. few years. 80km or 60km signs on gravel roads | Alternatively, invest in some
like the popular route to Tora beach might make tarseal of particularly bad
visitors slow down and not crash because they stretches?!
are going too fast.
139 Abby Hammersley Yes No No The Ponatahi road should not be reduced to 80kms, the road is used to bypass the main No No

drag from Masterton to Martinborough via Greytown and | think more crashes would
occur due to impatient drivers if the speed were to be reduced. 100km is a comfortable
speed limit for that road and if people aren’t comfortable they can drive slower. Drive the
road nearly everyday for work and 100kms is a safe reasonable speed. The Cape Palliser
road should also not be reduced. If people aren’t comfortable they can go slower and
drive to conditions but the road is perfectly fine to drive 100kms for the most part. Rural
roads shouldn’t be considered in lowering speeds. If you don’t know how to drive to
conditions and slow down for corners regardless of speed then you shouldn’t be driving at
all. The speed at the Gladstone area shouldn’t be reduced either. speeding isn’t the issue.
There should be a stop sign on the Gladstone road turn off as people just simply pull out of
intersection and don’t look for traffic. Also drive Te whiti road nearly every day too and
100kms is safe it’s just the people who don’t look when pulling onto road from Gladstone
Rd.
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Schools?

Q3: Do you agree
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approach and
principles around
Marae?

Q4: Do you agree
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proposed approach
to the high priority
roads included in
this document?

If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be
excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why.

Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the
above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management
Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads
you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration.

Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our
speed review and considered alongside our high
priority roads?

Please list any specific gravel
roads you would like us to
consider. Any roads you suggest
will be presented to council for
consideration.

140

Trudy

Tannant

No

No

No

141

Doug

Harris

Yes

Yes

No

(1) Longbush road. Ridiculous to reduce the speed here in the same was as the main road
Featherston-Masterton. Unless you want to encourage people to check phones, make
calls, send txts etc. These are long or curvy roads, mainly with good visibility. Not accident
areas of note.

(2) Tora road from Tuturumuri. 80k is good 60Kk is ridiculous, just as 100k is. 70k is
appropriate but Lisa don't seem to use this so if not 70 then Definitely not 60, yes 80k

As above 70k on the gravel to
Tora

142

Manu

Didsbury

No

No

No

Cape palliser road

Ponatahi road

Te whiti

These roads are safe 100kmph speed limit roads if people are:

-Not speeding (over 100kmph)

-Haven't been drinking or on any form of drugs.

-Are not on their phone and actually watching the road Not looking at a cow or a sheep if
you want to see a animal go to a zoo with everyone else

-And driving to the road conditions as if the roads are wet you drive slower if the roads are
dry faster in a corner use your breaks.

Main thing I'm trying to get across is that people are going to keep crashing even at
80kmph if they are not watching the road or can't drive a car and in that case they should
be at home.

Also since the main highway from masterton to fetherston has been reduced there has
been a lot more traffic on ponatahi road and te whiti and from what I've seen they do not
know how to drive these roads it's bloody dangerous they can't go around a corner
without slamming on the breaks and going 60 often taking locals by surprise as these
corners are usually 80 to 100 corners.

If this proposal goes ahead it will not stop people from speeding as if someone goes 120 or
150 in a 100 they are going to do 120 or 150 in a 80kmph speed limit if they want to break
the law they will and they are the people that die or kill innocent others not people driving
to the conditions that know how to drive.

I hope this makes sense to you all and | hope you make the right decision for the rural and
local community who use and live on there roads and to who it will negatively affect the
most with no positive outcome for us.

And as for 30 past schools that's just ridiculous. And a speed limit past a Marae is silly |
have Maori in me I'm not racist but a Marae is a meeting place for Maori much the same
as where any people meet whatever the race and if they can't pull out of the driveway of
the Marae safely how can they pull put of their own driveway at home.

Thanks for your time O

No. Gravel roads should be driven to the
conditions. And also the drivers experience on
gravel as a person that has lived on a gravel road
can drive in straight parts safely at 80+kmph, but
a (towny) or person that has never or rearly
driven gravel might only be able to go 30 to 40
safely. If people can't recognize this they
shouldn't have been given a driver's license or
should stick to the highway.

143

Rochelle

McCarty

No

This is absolutely ridiculous. The speed limit on state highway 2 has been reduced to 80
and now people drive at 60. Now when you drive through town at 10 pm there are no
cars you still have to drive 40 this will be the same when driving past schools and maraes
There is no need for all roads in town to go to 40. There are already speed restrictions
past schools so why change it. Cape palliser road should not be reduced neither should
underhill road

No

144

Dunan

MacKay

No

No

No

No the speed limit has been working for decades

No

No

145

Emma

McGregor

No

I significantly disagree with most of the proposed speed amendments.

No

No

146

Richard

Coltman

Yes

147

Brian

Deverill

Yes

No

Yes

148

Mark

Latimer

No

No

No

There are already speed restrictions on the schools when schools are operating if they are
not working then need policing not more restrictions.

Police the people that are complying.

And stop punishing normal road users with un thought out speed restrictions.

And for the rates you have now doubled of mine | don't want spent on this rubbish pay
off the debts so we are not going to get hammered even more.

No
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# | First Name Last Q1.Do you agree | Q3: Doyou agree | Q4: Doyou agree |If you answered no, is there a road on the high priority list that you think should be Q5: Are there any roads (excluding State Highways) not included in the Q6: Should gravel roads be highlighted in our Please list any specific gravel
Name with the Councils' | with the Councils' | with the Councils' |excluded? Please identify it and give your reason why. above that you believe should be included in the Draft Speed Management |speed review and considered alongside our high | roads you would like us to
proposed proposed proposed approach Plan? Please include the reason these areas should be included. Any roads | priority roads? consider. Any roads you suggest
approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
149 Kim Lace Yes Yes No No
150 colin fenwick Yes Yes No The Ponatahi Road. This is a very good road with very little serious accidents. The only All gravel roads should be reduced to 80 kph. Yes. All gravel roads.
improvement would be a passing lane coming into Martinborough.
151 Petra Fransen Yes No No Yes, Ponatahi Road. Largely straight rural road. No. From my personal experience the lowering of speed limits has caused |No | don’t think it’s necessary. Drivers already
Back roads of Carterton - road works are temporary and once completed the risk will be more frustration and lack of concentration when driving. adjust speed on gravel roads due to conditions
lowered and less traffic on back roads. Easily managed with temporary signs until road and regardless of speed limits.
works are finished.
For all Marae - lower speed limits should be for events only. The risk is lower than schools
as Marae are generally less busy day to day - events are the exception.
152 Brendon Redfern No No No Longbush Rd, Papawai Rd, the reduced speed to 30kph around schools and early No. No. None.
childhood centres, Riverside Rd.
1/ Any speed limit review should only be done following majority support from ratepayers.
2/. Any review should be postponed until the general election as a new government may
reverse NZTA's speed reduction plan. So why waste rate payers money on doing it now.
3/. I regularly travel on the abovementioned roads by many modes of transport including
on a bicycle and believe in particular, the papawai and longbush reductions are completely
unnecessary.
4/. Productivity of our region is being effected by speed reductions.
5/. The Papawai marae is already in a speed reduced section, so it is unnecessary to
reduce the limit for the whole Papawai road, for such a small distance that the marae
occupies toward the end of Papawai road.
6/. It is unconstitutional to impede the travel of motorists for the majority of times that
schools and maraes are not in att
153 Alistair Mackenzie Yes No No Sh53 Kitchiner St should only a speed restriction in the square area and 500m West were |We would like to see the heavy Duty truck bypass Dublin st reduced to 30  |No leave as current
resteraunts & shops are ( the CBD) km/hr the presence of a school, swimming pool etc means a large number | Driver common sense should apply!
of school aged pedestrians. The bypass is not fit for class 1 road (zone
Kitchiner SH53 - Princess St
,Dublin St to Jellico St
154 Richard Kirton Yes Yes Yes In general | support the lowering of speed limits for safety across the Yes Underhill Rd (North) - Woodside
Wairarapa. | believe the proposal should go further to lower the speed limit station to the road end
on all main roads within the region. Safety of vehicle users is not the only Underhill Rd (South) -
aspect of safer roads. The safety of walkers, runners and cyclists need to be Featherston to the Road end
considered. From an environmental perspective we need to encourage low
carbon travel. Lower speed limits on often travelled roads encourages the
use of cycling particularly as a means of transport. We are lagging the rest of
NZ in terms of cycleways and safe cycling options. Our rural roads are
narrow and unsafe. Lowering the speed limits adds mere minutes to vehicle
travel but can be the difference between life and death for other users.
The roads | would encourage you to consider in the SW region are:
- Woodside Rd to the Train station. Very busy high speed road.
- SH 53 between Featherston and Martinborough
- Bidwells cutting Rd to SH53 intersection
- Wards Line
- Western Lake Rd from Featherston to Cross Creek turn off.
- Longbush to Martinborough (Part of Tour Aotearoa)
155 jim hedley No No No All roads need to stay at their existing speeds. The Road to Zero means nobody will be No gravel roads are treated with respect and
able to drive these roads unless they are doing Zero. People make mistakes at all speeds, accordingly those that live or drive alot on them
just because you have a speed limit for it doesn't mean they will abide by it. Drivers have drive to the conditions of those roads.
to drive to the conditions of the road and the majority do, but you are implementing a
policy that is not enforceable to the minority that don't worry about the conditions and
the speed limit set. by putting a lower speed limit will never fix that.
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Schools? Marae? this document?
156 Chris Rawson No No No First of all, | make this submission in full knowledge that the Council is highly likely to No No - in general, people are already travelling at N/A

ignore any and all public feedback on this speed management plan and go with whatever
its "preferred option" might be, just as NZTA did during its sham consultation over the
speed reductions on SH2. It's clear by the structuring of this consultation's survey that the
Council is only doing the bare minimum required in seeking public feedback while also
attempting to "subtly" steer any submitted feedback toward supporting the Council's
position that these speed reductions are "necessary". In my considered opinion as a local
resident and regular user of these roads, and someone who has successfully driven a wide
variety of vehicles for over 30 years without causing a single fatality, no, these speed
reductions are not in any way necessary. | am, in general, opposed to *all* proposed
speed reductions because the statistics around the number of fatalities and/or injuries per
million kilometres travelled and/or million vehicles travelling a particular stretch of road
do not appear to support the assertion that these speed reductions are necessary. | also
object to the methodology Tonkin & Taylor has used to identify "safe and appropriate
speeds" for these roads - the same flawed methodology they used in their absurd
recommendations for speed reductions on SH2. Their analysis of these roads appears to
be based on an algorithm, eg number of curves per section of road / width of the road /
surrounding environment / et cetera ... and *not* based in any way on, for example,
*actually driving on these roads*. Local drivers who are familiar with these roads have no
issues travelling safely on them at the existing speed limits; drivers from outside the region
who are not familiar with the roads have the OPTION to travel on these roads at a rate
below the speed limit if they feel safer doing so. As NZTA is often fond of saying, "It's a
limit, not a target", and the speeds on these roads should not be reduced to the lowest
common denominator and force skilled local drivers with high familiarity of these roads
and their features to travel at an absurdly low speed just because tourists from outside
the district feel safer travelling at those speeds (or because consultants in Auckland and
Wellington, not familiar with the actual road conditions have analysed a "safe and
appropriate speed" via an algorithm rather than actual driving experience). | am
additionally opposed to all suggested speed reductions under the "Road to Zero"
campaign because NZTA has already been directed by the Prime Minister to scale back the
scope of their changes to speed limits in New Zealand under this campaign, for a variety of
reasons which include lack of public support for the changes. NZTA's public consultation
around their speed limit changes has been a farce, and they have explicitly admitted in
their response to an OIA | issued over their speed reductions on SH2 that they never had
any intention of respecting public feedback on the speed reductions *or* exploring any
safety improvements to these roads *instead of* speed reductions. Considering the
already low Police presence on local roads, | am mystified as to how the Council proposes
to enforce these lower speeds anyway - Police have to come all the way from Masterton
to patrol these roads, and in general they do not bother patrolling much outside SH2 itself.
I also know via people familiar with the matter that many sworn Police personnel are
growing tired of having to focus so much on speed enforcement to the expense and
neglect of other priority work; these proposals will only add more unwelcome and frankly
unneeded work to an already overburdened enforcement organisation. To reiterate, | am
opposed to *all* of the proposed speed reductions, but | am particularly and vehemently
opposed to the following proposals:

1. Reduction of the existing open-road limits on Cape Palliser Road - the proposed speed
reduction to 80 kph from Lake Ferry Road to just past Whangaimoana Beach Road (where
I live) is ridiculous. This is a wide, fairly well-maintained road with good visibility, and there
are two sections of the road that are perfectly straight for more than a kilometre. There is
no good reason for anyone to be forced to drive 20 kph slower than the current limit on
this stretch of road. Past Whangaimoana Beach Road, there is also little to no justification
for any explicit speed limits, because the nature of the road imposes a speed lower than
100 kph on most drivers anyway, or at least it does on the curvy / narrow sections - the
straightaways just before Ngawi are perfectly safe to travel at the existing open-road limit
of 100 kph.

2. 1 also strenuously oppose the reduction of the speed limits on Ponatahi Road between
Martinborough and Carterton from the current open-road limit to anywhere from 80 kph
all the way down to 60 kph. This road has become a vital bypass corridor for locals trying
to efficiently transit east-west (and vice versa) across the district without hitting the
absurd traffic snarl that SH2 has become thanks to NZTA's "improvements" to the
formerly most-efficient arterial route through the district. This road is also fairly well-
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Please list any specific gravel
roads you would like us to
consider. Any roads you suggest
will be presented to council for
consideration.

maintained with generally good visibility, and locals familiar with this road have no issue
travelling it safely under the existing speed limits. Reducing the limit on this route to 80
kph or less all but eliminates any efficiency gained in bypassing SH2 when transiting across
the district.

3. | oppose posting explicit speed limits on Whangaimoana Beach Road, which is the road |
live on. Residents and visitors are already travelling at safe and reasonable speeds for the
local conditions, especially since more than half of this road is gravel. There is no benefit
to be gained by posting explicit limits here when everyone using this road is already
travelling it safely.

In conclusion, | am opposed to the entirety of the Council's speed management proposals
for the reasons outlined above, and | am particularly and strenuously opposed to the
changes proposed for Cape Palliser Road, Whangaimoana Beach Road, and Ponatahi Road.
| welcome the opportunity to speak at a hearing in support of my position, especially if |
have the option to speak remotely via Teams / Zoom / etc.

157

Lee

Carter

Yes

No

No

Please leave all targeted high priority roads at the same road speed they are currently at.
There is no need to reduce the speed of your indicated high priority roads.

No, people should understand the fabric of the
road they are driving on and drive to the road
condition - as simple as that.

158

Cerelia

Diprose

No

No

No

All of them should be excluded. You’ve significantly increased our rates, and your
communications about why explicitly state that the deteriorating condition of our roads is
a major driver for this.

Dropping speed limits and adding extra rules is a cop out - you’ve used the same
consultancy NZTA and the ‘Road to Zero’ programme used, and it became abundantly
clear that reducing speed limits was shorthand for ‘we don’t intend to appropriately
maintain the roads concerned, so we’re going to reduce the speed limits and wash our
hands of the matter’.

“It’s not a target” is an ethos clearly applied by locals on ALL roads for which you have
proposed speed reductions. | am a frequent traveller, in cars and motorcycles, on all of
them, and | consistently observe drivers choosing speeds appropriate to the conditions on
all of them.

The design of this survey makes it clear, as in so many other cases, that this consultation is
designed to railroad submitters into not speaking on the whole issue. As such, I’'m using
this text field to supply additional feedback beyond your questions.

If you spend any time travelling on the South Wairarapa roads tapped for speed limit
reductions, you would know that locals already exercise common sense in selecting
speeds appropriate to the conditions. The hazardous nature of the roads during cold,
rainy, and foggy conditions should not be used to justify speed limit reductions that
prevent us from travelling at 100kph when conditions are safe to do that.

What you should do, in the short term, is post signs in areas where the surface is
compromised to indicate that the road may be slippery when wet or icy. It’s easy to see
which areas have compromised surfaces... some areas on Kahutara Road and Lake Ferry
Road (particularly the 8km stretch from Martinborough to the first bend on Lake Ferry
Road) reflect so much light even in winter that one can think, in fog, that there is
oncoming traffic even when there isn’t. Fix the roads, instead of regulating to compensate
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for their dismal condition.

The Labour government’s Road to Zero policy was misguided enough to be an issue that
drove voters away from them, and when this was recognised, the party abandoned the
policy. This council should do similarly - as implementing this policy would incentivise me
(and no doubt many other ratepayers) to vote for an alternative council as soon as the
next opportunity to do so presents itself.

We have supported you in raising our rates by 39% because we were led to believe that
this would enable you to maintain our roads better, thereby making our travels around
the rural south Wairarapa safer and more efficient.

I’'m tired of consultation after consultation about speed limits. I’'m tired of the implication
that drivers can’t make good decisions - if that’s your opinion, please advocate for policies
that mandate professional driver training at learner and restricted license stages, and
periodic practical testing for fully licensed drivers.

| have some measure of faith in our council to make better decisions than speed
reductions - but should you go through with this, that faith will be lost entirely.

159

DOUG

ROWAN

Yes

No

No

It is well knogwn practice that speed reductions occur with supporting data which includes
crash history , minor and serious injury crash data, fatal crash data, to arbitrairily reduce
speed limits because NZTA have a mandate for some areas is an absurdity, why are
motorists to be punished and made to drive at a 30kph speed limit in a 50 kph area when
there has been no crash history to support a reduction, i whole heartedly support variable
speed limits around all schools due to the vulnairability of children, its also absurd to want
reductions around marae, and not shoping centres , churchs, libraries, petrol stations who
receive more traffic flow , also if Council were foolish enough to reduce speed limits to
30kph who ias going to enforce the spped limit , certainly not the police they have very
little capacity now , when did you last see a speed camera van in Martinborough , a police
car carrying out dedicated speed enforcement, have you obtained police speed tickets
issued data to support a problem with speeding drivers , please dont get sucked into trhe
police and NZTA's road to zero schemme , this exact programme was established in the
late 2010 to 2013 era under a different name , it failed thjen as it will now due to lack of
resourcing , ability and will

160

Robert

Carter

Yes

No

do not reduce speeds on any roads - leave road speeds as is. There is no need to change
the road speed.

no - do not change an gravel roads speed limits

none

161

David

Houston

Yes

Yes

No

Reducing Ponatahi road to 80 is seems unecessary and frustrating. The bends and curves
already limit a large number of 100 km/h stretches. | suspect it will lead to more
aggravated drivers on the road, and at times when this is the only exit from
Martinborough during flooding, it will slow down an already slow process.

Princess street to Dublin Street in Martinborough should be slowed down at
the curve transition. Along with safety issues for children and pedestrians
crossing in this area, trucks frequently use engine breaking leading up to the
corner, causing excessive noise, often early in the morning. Also the 30
zone around the Martinborough school should extend to Jellicoe. There's
no reason to have 50 km/h for two blocks when residents are already
exhausted with truck and traffic noise.

No opinion.

162

Matthew

Connelly

Yes

Yes

The reduction in speed out Ponatahi all the way to Carterton. There is no need for that to
be 80km/h. The roads are good, plenty of visibility (yes, people should reduce speed on
the corners, as you would on any road). Driveways have good visibilty. | can't understand
reducing the speed here.

Yes, in Martinborough it shoud be 30km/h on the following:

Princess street from Kitchener to Dublin. Dublin Street from Princess to
Jellico. Reason being, with Considine park (pool, park, and potential pump
track) heaps of Children play along the road, and cross the road. Then on
Dublin, heaps of children walk to school, crossing wherever. This will
increase safety of our children, elderly, dogs, and general population making
use of these facilities. Too many trucks, and other vehicles come racing
down Princess rounding the corner onto Dublin. A side effect will be a
reduction in noise from empty stock trucks.

231
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approach and approach and to the high priority you suggest will be presented to councils for consideration. will be presented to council for
principles around | principles around roads included in consideration.
Schools? Marae? this document?
163 sam beesley No No No The blanket reduction in speed across the region is nonsense solution to reduce harm and | none no no
fatalities and the main government policy of road to zero is likely to be binned at the next
election by the new incoming government. Poor driver training, elderly drivers unable to
maintain a reasonable speed, poor maintenance of vehicles or driving very old poorly
designed vehicles, poor maintenance of existing road infrastructure, risk taking behaviour,
drug driving, inattention and general distractions, inadequate vision acuity, are far more
significant inputs that speed alone. Existing speeds should be left as they are and other
factors addressed
164  Tracey Phelps No No No The main highway between Masterton and Featherston should be 100 No No No
165 Matthew Wos No No No No No N/A - should be out of scope
166 Heidi Addis Yes No No People who don’t know how to drive on gravel
roads shouldn’t be on them!
167  Karen Duncalf Yes No Around schools | agree with the reduce speed limits. Reducing speeds on State Highways || feel Mahaki Road should have a speed restriction as some Some yes, Mahaki Road is a rough road to go Mahaki Road
is ridiculous and will cause more accidents. Trucks come down so fast. down when it is really bad. | would like to see this
done as a proper road instead of having to keep
being scraped because of all the potholes.
168 Linda Mackenzie Yes Yes Yes SH53 Kitchener Street CBD, Dublin Street from Princess to Jellicoe Street
should be 30kph, particularly passing the school. To help with the noise of
heavy trucks 24 hrs a day | believe that the restriction pOut in place for
repairs should remain.
169 Terina Kaiwai Yes Yes Yes Corner of Reading Street, Mc Master street. Dangerous corner, very busy No
with kindy, retirement village and school. One side of road has no footpath .
It’s a really dangerous corner
170 Raewyn Castle Yes No No Ponatahi Road should not be reduced to 40km, | think if the speed needs to be lowered Yes
80km is more appropriate . Also Puratanga Road, the only dangerous component of that
road is the cyclists
171  Barry O'Neale Yes No
172 MCB See Written submission
173  Louise Lyster No No No See Written submission
174  Taison Pelman
175 Joanne Smith See Written submission
176 Michael Dennes No No No Preference would be for variable speed zones around schools and maraes with electric No

signs. Blanket low speed limits at all times are less effective.
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Schools? Marae? this document?
177 Pauline Hedley Yes No No All roads within the SWDC boundaries need to remain what they are now. Responsibility is |If you lower speeds on rural roads this will not stop bad driving. No Gravel roads are treated with
on the driver to drive to road conditions Accountability is on the driver to drive to the conditions lowering the speed respect from drivers who
limit will not stop a driver falling asleep at the wheel, hitting power poles commute on them a lot. Crashes
will still cause death. only occur with inexperienced
drivers not use to gravel - we
don't want speed limites to be
turned into money making for
governments. We don't have
enough police for urban crime,
let alone out of the way rural
roads.
178 Elisabeth Creevey No No No Arbour place - no need. Extreamly slow driving rates exist. See attached submission. Bidwells cutting from SH2 to Moroa Rd. This involves SH2 as it impacts on No
Bidwells Cutting Road safety. See submission attached.
179 Shelley Frow Yes No - many marae No Improve/provide driving lessons and fix pot holes. Don't waste our money on road No
are infrequently hearings. Ponatahi Road, Kokotau Road. Largely starigh roads. You are reducing access to
used. Introducing Carterton and Masterton and increasing cost to freight items.
signage identifying
marae. Do not
dramatically
reduce speed on
open roads.
180 David Frow Yes No No No. Ponatahi, Kokatau, Somerset, Chester, Lake Ferry, Cape Palliser Roads.  No
Not reduced to 80 or 60. Claim that records for priority 3 roads show 3 or
more fatal or severe crashes. Show me the data.
181 James Doohan Yes Yes Yes Maybe all of oxford street martinborough because of side streets and Yes Maybe Hinekura Rpad, Kahutara.
people and cars coming away from golf course. Maybe Pukio West Road,
Kahutara, Maybe Wharetoto
Road, Kahutara.
182 Greytown See Written submission
Community
Board
183 Ministy of See Written submission
Education
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Anne Hynds — 007
Photos to support submission
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The Speed Review 2023 submissions hearings and deliberations meeting is scheduled for 16
August 2023.

| can now confirm your presentation as follows:

Name: John Monro

Your Presentation Time: 10.45am

Date: Wednesday, 16 August 2023

Location: Supper Room, Waihinga Centre, 62 Texas Street, Martinborough

If your presentation time is inconvenient, please respond to this message no later than
Wednesday 9 August, 3pm with a preference for a morning or afternoon slot and we will
accommodate requests where possible. Please note, due to the high volume of people making
submissions we are unable to guarantee changes to your presentation time.

If you no longer wish to speak, please let me know so we can alter the schedule accordingly.

To make your presentation to Council, please arrive in plenty of time, we suggest 10 minutes
early as the hearings will run to time. Quietly take a seat in the public area and you will be called
to the table when it is your turn to present your submission. You are welcome to stay and listen
to other presentations either before or after your submission. When you leave the building, exit
via the main reception area and sign out.

You are allotted 5 minutes. It is suggested that you make your presentation during the first 3
minutes and allow 2 minutes for questions from councillors. Your allotted time includes both
your presentation time and time for questions from councillors. Due to time pressures use of
electronic equipment for presentations is discouraged and the interactive screen will not be
available.

If you want to view the agenda, your submission, other submissions, or the officers summary of
submissions, the documents will be loaded to our website here at least 2 working days before
the meeting: https: ' ' '

policies/

When the hearings are completed the South Wairarapa District Mayor and councillors will move
into deliberations and make recommendations to Council.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Nga mihi
Amy

Amy Andersen
Committee Advisor (pronouns: She/Her/Hers)

<image001.png>

South Wairarapa District Council

06 306 9611 ext 826

PO Box 6 Martinborough 5741

19 Kitchener Street Martinborough 5711

www.swdc.govt.nz
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Please consider the environment before printing this e-Mail.
This message is intended solely for the recipient and may contain confidential or privileged information.
If you have received this e-mail in error please notify the sender and delete.
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Submission to SWDC on Speed Review

July 2023

From Storm Robertson,_, Martinborough

First and foremost, | generally support the Speed Review Plan, however there
are a number of items that need greater detail and consideration.

As a general rule consideration should be given to treating like or similar areas
in one standard form. For example, all schools and early childcare centres need
to be set at 30km/h. this would provide consistency and deliver a fixed and
standard message. It would avoid the potential for drivers not to acknowledge
when variable changes come in to play. The only way it could be acceptable is
to post variable speed zones signs when a variable speed zone is installed.
Otherwise, as stated, you are leaving the legal status of such roads to
interpretation.

Refer the data collected to support the introduction of variable speed zone
signs for school zones undertaken in Christchurch in the early 2000’s. This led
to an acceptable standard for such zones (archived.ccc.govt.nz)

Martinborough Township

1. In Martinborough we should look at treating geographic areas with a
speed zone treatment that reflects the location. For example, the
Memorial Square location, incorporating the block covered by Ohio,
Naples, Cork and Strasbourge Streets should all be set to 30Im/h, and
incorporate all streets that fall within that zone.

2. The next stage would cover the block comprising Princess, New York,
Regent and Dublin Streets and all roads, not covered in item 1., that fall
within that zone, should all be set at 40km/h.

These two sectors will be self-managed but may contain zones of different
speeds within them.

In addition to the 30km/h speed zone defined around the Memorial Square
consideration should be given to creating street furniture, or similar, to be
placed in and around the road that surrounds the actual square. NZTA has
multiple suggestions as to what and how such treatments could be applied.
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The reasoning being that such furniture has the effect of grabbing the driver’s
attention and therefore adding to controlling their driver behaviour.

As Martinborough is now recognised as a destination, tourists come here for
specific purposes. Prominent is the hospitality sector with our wide variety of
wineries, eateries and cafes available and we should be proactive in making
visits to these locations as safe as possible.

One very important area to look at is the Huangarua / Putuatanga Rds, and
surrounding roads, home to many wineries / eateries, within easy walking or
cycling distance from the township. Consideration should be given to making
this a 40km/h zone, except for the inner township zone, to be consistent with
the speeds we are looking at for the area. This may cause issues for business
people moving about the area so perhaps a better options would be the
establishment of a shared cycle / pedestrian pathway. This should become a
priority. This could run from the Square along Oxford Street to Todds Rd, from
the intersection of Todd’s and Puruatanga Rd to Princess Street and then from
Princess Street along Kitchener back to the Square.

There appears to be something missing from the review, and that is data that
confirms the changing of a speed zone indicator has an impact on driver
speeds. In fact many studies, both here and overseas, suggest that the
changing of speed indication on their own do not achieve the desired speed
reduction. | would question whether this single action approach of changing
the speed via signage will deliver the appropriate outcome. It is my experience
that reinforcement at the time of change, be it temporary or permanent, is
required to bring about a change in driver behaviour. So what additional things
are proposed to help with reinforcement?

Finally I would draw your attention to one of the published Q & A’s.
Q. How do you make drivers slow down to the set speeds?

A. We are only responsible for setting the road speed limits, the policing of
vehicle speeds is the responsibility of NZ Police.

This is a very poor response because you actually have a number of options
available to get drivers to recognise and conform to speed changes and that are
not just enforcement. For some key areas simple action like narrowing the road
width beyond the speed change, putting judder bars of rumble strips at the
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entrance or just past the change can have a reinforcing effect. Have any of
these options, or others, been considered?

Storm Robertson

244



245



246



247



248



249



250



172

Submission to SWDC on Speed Review
July 2023

From Martinborough Community Board (MCB)

First and foremost, MCB generally support the Speed Review Plan, however we
would consider these to be only part of a wider plan for the township.

We consider treating like or similar areas in one standard form will ultimately
deliver a better solution and provide consistency for residents and tourists
alike. For example, we believe all schools, rural or otherwise, and early
childcare centres need to be set at 30km/h. This would provide consistency and
deliver a fixed and standard message to all as they travel through our region.
The risk to rural school children should not be any different to urban school
children.

The only way it could be acceptable is to post variable speed zones with a
variable speed zone sign installed. Such a sign would change the regulated
speed electronically to coincide when school children are moving about the
zone.Otherwise, as stated, you are leaving the legal status of such roads to
interpretation and placing rural school children at increased risk, and not too
many would support that.

Refer the data collected to support the introduction of variable speed zone
signs for school zones undertaken in Christchurch in the early 2000’s. This led
to an acceptable standard for such zones (archived.ccc.govt.nz)

Martinborough Township

1. In Martinborough we should look at treating geographic areas with a
speed zone treatment that reflects the location. For example, the
Memorial Square, incorporating the block covered by Ohio, Naples, Cork
and Strasbourge Streets should all be set to 30Im/h, and incorporate all
streets that fall within that zone.

2. The next stage would cover the block comprising Princess, New York,
Regent and Dublin Streets and all roads, not covered in item 1., that fall
within that zone. All should be set at 40km/h.

These two sectors will be self-managed but may contain zones of different
speeds within them.
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In addition to the 30km/h speed zone defined around the Memorial Square
consideration should be given to creating furniture treatments or similar, to be
placed in and around the road that surrounds the actual square. These would
have the added impact of calming traffic speeds in this area, which has a
significant amount of foot traffic all year round. NZTA has multiple suggestions
as to what and how such treatments could be applied.

As Martinborough is now recognised as a destination, tourist come here for
specific purposes. Prominent is the hospitality sector with our wide variety of
wineries, eateries and cafes available and we should be proactive in making
visits to these locations as safe as possible.

One very important area to look at is the Huangarua / Putuatanga Rds, and
surrounding roads, home to many wineries / eateries, and within easy walking
or cycling distance from the township. Consideration should be given to making
this a 40km/h zone to be consistent with the speeds we are looking at for the
area. This may cause issues for business people moving about the area so
perhaps the establishment of a shared cycle / pedestrian pathway should
become a priority. This could run from the Square along Oxford Street to Todds
Rd, up to Puruatanga Rd, along that road to Princess Street and then from
Princess along Kitchener back to the Square.

If such a proposal is not possible initially possible then the area above should
be identified and regulated to display vulnerable road sign, using Fluorescent
Yellow Green material, along the following lines.

“40km/h Speed when cyclists are present.”
This type of sign is currently in use within the Martinborough region.

MCB has a ‘Greater Plan’ in mind when it comes to moving around our
township, and so in addition to the speed review we will be considering a
number of options to improve and enhance the experiences for people as they
move around. In brief these will include, but not limited to;

R/
0’0

Pedestrian crossings and associated treatments
Lighting of streets and the Memorial Square
Bike and walking trails

The Dark Sky reserve and treatments

3

%

R/
0’0

3

%

252



Finally we would draw your attention to one of the published Q & A’s.
Q. How do you make drivers slow down to the set speeds?

A. We are only responsible for setting the road speed limits, the policing of
vehicle speeds is the responsibility of NZ Police.

This is a very poor response because you actually have a number of options
available to get drivers to recognise and conform to speed changes and that are
not just enforcement. For some key areas simple action like narrowing the road
width beyond the speed change, putting judder bars of rumble strips at the
entrance or just past the change can have a reinforcing effect. Have any of
these options, or others, been considered
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Submission — ISMP

Jellicoe Street (between Weld St and Ferry Rd - Martinborough)

1. Waka Kotahi assess a SaAS of 30km/hr.

2. Intheir expert technical review, Tonkin and Taylor recommended a 40km/hr speed limit. (see
reports to December 2022 Council Meeting and May 2023 Council Workshop)

3. Taking a phased approach to reducing speeds, | support a SaAS of 40km/hr.

e This section of road has both 50km and 70km speed signs, so actual operating
speeds between 46 -59km/hr are expected.

e There is no evidence that compliance will be a problem (see paragraph 13 below).

4. llive in this section of Jellicoe St - my submission is based on local knowledge and experience:

e There are high numbers of people walking, cycling and crossing the road from
Burgundy Drive.

e | can recall four occasions where vehicles have left the road and crashed into fences,
gardens and power poles on this section of road. Homes are set very close to the
street.

e The road suddenly narrows, increasing the risk of turning traffic being 'rear-ended.’
Potholes, uneven surfaces, and concrete power poles further increase the risk of
serious injury if speed is a factor.

e Average vehicle movements will likely be around 8,000 per day (twice the vehicle
count taken on 12-13 April 2023). Add walkers and cyclists to this number, and you
have a busy road!

Heavy traffic bypass from SH 53 through to Ferry Road.

5. Waka Kotahi assess a SaAS of 30km/hr. Tonkin and Taylor recommended 40km/hr.
6. |support a SaAS of 40km/hr from the corner of SH 53/Princess St through to Ferry Rd (30km/hr
between the area of the current school traffic signs).
7. The bypass is the route to the transfer station, a heavy vehicle repair depot, two transport
operators and the only entry/exit point for people travelling south out of Martinborough.
8. Traffic, especially heavy traffic, has increased exponentially over the last 15 years (see Council
traffic counts).
9. Asthe RCA, the Council must consider broader community needs. The 50km/hr speed limit
needs to be reduced for the comfort and safety of residents, visitors, cyclists, and pedestrians.
e The road condition creates intolerable noise and vibration for residents in the area.
The noise from articulated trucks and trailers reverberates down the side streets
even though most vehicles travel around 50km/hr. (Hawkins Transport trucks
routinely travel at 50 km/hr - those trucks are a good yardstick against which to
judge the speed and noise of other vehicles).
e Lower speed equals lower noise on our uneven roads.

Area Speed Zone for Martinborough

10. | support a SaAS of 40km/hr within the urban area of Martinborough. Logic and consistency
suggest an area speed zone:

e  The grid street layout naturally reduces operating speeds making Martinborough ideal for a
40km/hr area speed zone.
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e Large signs at the entrances to Martinborough could welcome visitors and politely ask
them to respect our 40km/zone.

e An area speed zone avoids the need for multiple traffic signs. Current proposals for 30, 40
and 50km will be unsightly and confusing.

Rural Roads
11. I support a SaAS of 60km/hr for gravel roads, especially Ruakokapatuna Road, where safety
concerns are frequently reported to the Council. Also, Shooting Butts (outskirts of
Martinborough) is regularly used by walkers and cyclists doing the block around Shooting Butts
Road, White Rock Road and Lake Ferry Road back to Martinborough.
12. | support the SaAS for Rimutaka Hill Road and SH2. For safety and consistency, | support a SaAS of
80km/hr on:
e Ponataahi Road.
e Western Lake Road.

Reasons to support SaAS
13. There is no evidence to suggest that compliance with SaAS will be a problem:
e Many drivers are comfortable (and prefer) to travel at 80km/hr on the open road.
e Most people choose to comply with the law if they understand that there are good reasons
for it.
e Demerit points and the threat of loss of licence will deter the minority of drivers who
choose to exceed the posted speed limit.
e Waka Kotahi and the New Zealand police have strategies and plans to support the
introduction of lower speed limits.
14. Apart from reducing the number of deaths and serious injuries on our roads, the Road to Zero
policy has many positive economic, social and environmental benefits.
15. | would like to see the District Councils and the Wellington Regional Transport Committee work
with Waka Kotahi on a phased approach to implementing SaAS by 2027.

| wish to speak about this submission, in person, at the hearing

From: Louise Lyster
Date: 20 July 2023
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Governance <nicki.ansell@swdc.govt.nz>; Greytown Community Board
<greytowncommunityboard @swdc.govt.nz>

Subject: Re: Speed Review Submission
Hi guys,

| attended the national meeting at the Greytown town hall on-road speeds. Aaron Slight
was there who knows his stuff when it comes to speeding and roading.

The state highway speed as we know was 50 km and now 40 going through the Greytown
township. Aaron said that on average people actually travelled 46 km so less than the
speed the sign stated. That means that the drivers are driving to the conditions. Now they
are avoiding the main street and travelling down the side streets. ( Warren attended the
meeting too so please correct if | have got any facts incorrect)

1. Let's focus on road quality i.e. fixing potholes quickly for safety i.e. tyre hitting hole
can cause car damage or an accident. As most of you know the roading out at
Papawai was of poor quality and had to be fixed..if you drive out there you will find
potholes now.

2. Let's review Bidwells cutting - put a traffic managing tool on the road- that black
counter device to show increased traffic now medical centre there and the problem
is flow and driver courtesy. The parallel parking there requires drivers to reverse out,
if the car coming around the corner actually stopped and allowed them to drive
rather than overtake reversing cars that would be great. Again driver attitudes need
to change, not signs. | did see two police cars outside Kuranui College the other day
but they were checking WOF and regos.

Recommendation: remove the traffic island and put in a roundabout (this would
be NZTA roading as it is on a state highway but affects flow into Bidwells)

3. What is the outcome of reducing speeds? Reduce deaths? Driver education does
this. It does not matter what the speed sign says now a driver will ignore the speed
limit and speed. A good driver will drive to the conditions. | know from my driver
training that although the speed sign says 100km and | can legally travel that speed.
For example, | drive out of Gladstone to avoid town and roadworks, if it is pouring
with heavy rain and lots of traffic | drive to the conditions and slow right down as
visibility is poor.

4. | spoke to a resident down by the orchard's retirement and a lot of tradies were
speeding out of the development. It was the site manager from Higgins that
reminded them to follow the speed and a cop parked there for a bit for a visual
reminder that if you go over the speed and not driving to conditions i.e. congestion
of children leaving the school you will get a fine. Do we actually have enough police
to police the speeds now in the SWDC? | know what the answer will be to that
guestion.

marae- Greytown example there is a 50 km sign there but | believe it was put up illegally by
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residents to slow people down- pah road. Along Papawai road it is 100km.

| agree with the 50 km sign outside Marae. | use to live out there so as you come around
the corner you would slow right down. When a tangi/funeral is on you slow right down for
obvious reasons. A sign does not change behaviour, education does.

Schools. See the image from Australia attached.

As a teacher, my recommendation is to keep 50 but 40 during pick up and drop-offs like
the sign attached. Again, people do that anyway due to congestion you can't travel that
fast. You will often see buses dropping off students on East Street and the road code states
20 km past a bus.

"The speed limit for passing a stationary school bus that is
dropping off or picking up children is 20kph in either direction."

So again, does the swdc really need to change signs? We are stating the obvious.

My recommendation is that we keep the speeds as they are. The cost of changing all the
signs cost and benefit analysis needs to be undertaken. | looked through the statistics and
the amount of deaths on the swdc roads is low. | would rather see an education campaign
on travelling past schools, maraes and stationary buses.

cheers
Jo

From: GCB-Louise brown <Louise.Brown@swdc.govt.nz>

Sent: 21 July 2023 11:57

To: Nicki Ansell- Lead Advisor - community Governance <nicki.ansell@swdc.govt.nz>; Greytown
Community Board <greytowncommunityboard@swdc.govt.nz>

Subject: Re: Speed Review Submission

Hi

| think if everyone can read through the material provided online and think about what they
want said and we start an email discussion then we can turn that into an email of agreed position
and obtain email confirmation of that position.

Nga mihi,

Louise Brown
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Greytown Community Board Chair

South Wairarapa District Council

0272535732
PO Box 6 Martinborough 5741

19 Kitchener Street Martinborough 5711

www.swdc.govt.nz

From: Nicki Ansell- Lead Advisor - community Governance <nicki.ansell@swdc.govt.nz>
Sent: Friday, 21 July 2023 10:06 am

To: Greytown Community Board <greytowncommunityboard@swdc.govt.nz>

Subject: Speed Review Submission

Hi All,
Nice to catch up last night.

Just confirming | have checked with Amanada and if you wanted to submit a GCB submission for
the Speed Review then you can decide/vote over email before Sunday and then also
mention/note it in the meeting next week, so that we have a record of the decision.

Here is the link - Draft Interim Speed Management Plan and Speed Review - SWDC SWDC

Thanks
Nicki

Nicki Ansell
Lead Advisor — Community Governance

South Wairarapa District Council
06 306 9611
PO Box 6 Martinborough 5741

19 Kitchener Street Martinborough 5711
www.swdc.govt.nz
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To: South Wairarapa District Council Carterton District Council
PO Box 6 PO Box 9
Martinborough 5741 And Carterton 5743
Sent via email to:
submissions@swdc.govt.nz submissions@cdc.govt.nz
Date: 21 July 2023
Subject: Ministry of Education — Feedback on the Draft Interim Speed Management
Plan

Background

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the South Wairarapa and Carterton District Councils’
Draft Interim Speed Management Plan (‘the Plan’). The Ministry of Education (‘the Ministry’) is the
Government’s lead advisor on the New Zealand education system, shaping the direction for education
agencies and providers and contributing to the Government’s goals for education. The Ministry assesses
population changes, school roll fluctuations, and other trends and challenges impacting on education
provision at all levels of the education network to identify changing needs within the network so the Ministry
can respond effectively.

The Ministry has responsibility for all education property owned by the Crown. This involves managing the
existing property portfolio, upgrading, and improving the portfolio, purchasing, and constructing new property
to meet increased demand, identifying, and disposing of surplus State school sector property, and managing
teacher and caretaker housing. The Ministry is therefore a considerable stakeholder in terms of activities that
may impact existing and future educational facilities and assets in South Wairarapa and Carterton.

Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limit Rule 2022

As part of the nationwide programme under the government's "Road to Zero" National Road Safety Strategy,
all councils must review their road speed limits. The aim of the review is to reduce the number of serious
injuries and fatal crashes on New Zealand roads by setting safe and appropriate speed limits that better
match the road environment. One of the key actions in the Road to Zero Strategy is to set safe speed limits
around all schools by the end of 2027, with an interim target of 40% of schools by 30 June 2024.

As part of this strategy, Waka Kotahi released a new 'Setting of Speed Limit Rule 2022' (‘the Rule’). The new
Rule sets out new requirements and acceptable speed limits near schools, with the aim of making walking
and cycling to and from schools much safer. The new Rule requires councils to set a permanent or varied
speed limit of 30kph outside Category 1 schools (urban or peri urban schools). The Rule requires schools
identified as Category 2 to have a maximum speed limit of 60kph (or less). Category 2 schools include rural
schools where there is no associated pedestrian activity in the road environment (including off-street pick-up
and drop-off for all vehicles, including school buses).

The Ministry’s feedback on the Speed Management Plan

South Wairarapa and Carterton District Councils (‘the Councils’) have notified and are seeking feedback on
their Draft Interim Speed Management Plan which proposes to reduce the speed limit on identified roads

Memo

276



surrounding all 14 schools within both districts. This is in response to the Rule and the reduction of speed
limits around schools, and is consistent with the Road to Zero Strategy 2020-2030.

Speed reductions are proposed for the following schools:

Carterton School
Ponatahi Christian School
St. Mary’s School

South End School
Dalefield School
Gladstone School
Kuranui College
Greytown School

St. Teresa’s School
Featherston School
South Featherston School
Martinborough School
Pirinoa School

Kahutara School

Support for the proposed speed limit reductions

The Ministry is supportive of the proposed speed limit reductions around schools throughout the South
Wairarapa and Carterton districts. The speed limit reductions proposed by the Councils will provide greater
safety for students during pick-up and drop-off times during school days as well as members of the public
using school facilities outside of these hours.

The Ministry has consulted with the above-listed schools regarding the proposed changes. No specific
feedback has been received from the schools at this point, but this will be forwarded to Council as it is
received. The Ministry encourages engagement with the schools will ensure that the proposed changes will
achieve the safest outcomes for each school and identify any risk points within the roading environment that
need to be considered.

Modifications to consider

It is noted that the Councils have proposed creating a 40km/h zone to the north of the South Featherston
School 30km/h zone. It is proposed to run along South Featherston Road between Longwood East Road
and 100m north of Longwood East Road. The Ministry appreciates the addition of a buffer zone added
before entering the 30km/h school zone. However, it is concerned that the 100km/h zone of South
Featherston Road between State Highway 53 and this 40km/h creates too great of a contrast in speed for
drivers to slow down effectively before entering the school zone. As such, the Ministry proposes one of the
following options:

- Extend the 40km/h zone to span between Longwood East Road and State Highway 53
- Add a 60km/h zone between 100m north of Longwood East Road and State Highway 53

Each of the above options provides a clear divide between State Highway speed and local road speed. As
such, the Ministry hopes to ensure the safety of those accessing South Featherston School at all times.

Memo

277



Inconsistencies noted

The Ministry notes that there are some inconsistencies between Table 6.3 and Figure 6.4 of the Plan. These
are outlined in the table below. The Ministry thought it important to bring these inconsistencies to the
Council’s attention to assist the Council in finalising the Plan in the future. The Ministry acknowledges that it
may have missed other inconsistencies throughout the Plan, and the Council should not mistake this list as
all-encompassing.

Description in Table 6.3 Reflected drawing in Figure 6.4

30km/h zone on East Street, near Kuranui College, between Not shown in the figure.
Wakelin Street and 85m northeast of Wakelin Street.

30km/h zone on Church Street between East Street and The extent is correct; however, it is shown as a 60km/h zone.
Reading Street.

30km/h zone on East Street, near Greytown School, is proposed | The speed is correct; however, the drawing does not show the
to run between 100m southwest of Church Street and extend to speed reduction zone extended 100m southwest of Church
75m northeast of McMaster Street. Street. Instead, it stops at Church Street.

Alternative traffic calming infrastructure

The Council does not mention the incorporation of any traffic calming interventions, such as lane narrowing,
speed bumps, or raised crossings, throughout the Plan. Traffic calming infrastructure is key to ensuring that
vehicles adhere to the posted speed limits. The Ministry understands that the Plan is interim, presumably in
lieu of a more permanent plan, and understands that this infrastructure may be in the works for the future.
Should that be the case, the Ministry would like to see that explicitly stated in the Plan, with indications as to
what type of infrastructure might be used in the future.

Lastly, the Ministry also requests that the Council engage with the following schools confirm the appropriate
speed reduction times based on each individual school’s peak pick up and drop off periods, as the Plan
proposes they are to have variable speed limits on surrounding roads:

e Dalefield School
e Pirinoa School

e Kahutara School
e Gladstone School

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned on behalf of the Ministry.

Taison Pelman

Planner
Beca
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