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Have your say! 
You can make a short presentation to the Councillors at this meeting. Please let us know by noon the working day 
before the meeting.  You can do this either by phoning 803-8334, emailing public.participation@wcc.govt.nz or 
writing to Democratic Services, Wellington City Council, PO Box 2199, Wellington, giving your name, phone 
number and the issue you would like to talk about. 
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AREA OF FOCUS 
 
The focus of the Committee is to direct growth to where the benefits are greatest and where 
adverse effects are minimised, and to deliver a quality compact urban environment. 
 
The Committee will also lead and monitor a safe, efficient and sustainable transport system 
that supports Wellington’s economy and adds to residents’ quality of life with a strong focus 
on improving cycling and public transport and enhancing Wellington’s walkability.   
 
Quorum:  8 members 
 



TRANSPORT AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE 
9 DECEMBER 2015 

 

 

 

  Page 3 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
9 DECEMBER 2015 

 

 
Business Page No. 
 

 

  1. Meeting Conduct 5 

1. 1 Apologies 5 

1. 2 Conflict of Interest Declarations 5 

1. 3 Confirmation of Minutes 5 

1. 4 Public Participation 5 

1. 5 Items not on the Agenda 5 

2. General Business 7 

2.1 Proposed Speed Limit Reductions: Berhampore, 
Khandallah, Northland, Ngaio, Wadestown, and Happy 
Valley Road  7 

2.2 Traffic Resolutions 81 

2.3 Wellington Housing Accord Monitoring Report 139 

2.4 Parking Sensors Update - Oral Briefing 159   

  





TRANSPORT AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE 
9 DECEMBER 2015 

 

 

 

Page 5 

1 Meeting Conduct 
 

1. 1 Apologies 
The Chairperson invites notice from members of apologies, including apologies for lateness 
and early departure from the meeting, where leave of absence has not previously been 
granted. 
 

1. 2 Conflict of Interest Declarations 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when 
a conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other external interest 
they might have. 
 

1. 3 Confirmation of Minutes 
The minutes of the meeting for the Transport and Urban Development Committee held on 19 
November 2015 and the minutes of the meeting for Safer Speeds Subcommittee held on 20 
November 2015 will be put to the Transport and Urban Development Committee for 
confirmation.  
 

1. 4 Public Participation 
A maximum of 60 minutes is set aside for public participation at the commencement of any 
meeting of the Council or committee that is open to the public.  Under Standing Order 3.23.3 
a written, oral or electronic application to address the meeting setting forth the subject, is 
required to be lodged with the Chief Executive by 12.00 noon of the working day prior to the 
meeting concerned, and subsequently approved by the Chairperson. 

 
1. 5 Items not on the Agenda 
The Chairperson will give notice of items not on the agenda as follows: 
 
Matters Requiring Urgent Attention as Determined by Resolution of the Transport and 
Urban Development Committee. 
1. The reason why the item is not on the agenda; and 
2. The reason why discussion of the item cannot be delayed until a subsequent meeting. 
 
Minor Matters relating to the General Business of the Transport and Urban 
Development Committee. 
No resolution, decision, or recommendation may be made in respect of the item except to 
refer it to a subsequent meeting of the Transport and Urban Development Committee for 
further discussion. 
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 2. General Business 

 

 

PROPOSED SPEED LIMIT REDUCTIONS: BERHAMPORE, 

KHANDALLAH, NORTHLAND, NGAIO, WADESTOWN, AND 

HAPPY VALLEY ROAD  
 
 

Purpose 

1. To seek the Committee’s agreement to lowering the speed limit from 50km/h to 30km/h 
in the shopping areas of Berhampore, Khandallah, Ngaio, Northland, and Wadestown, 
together with an extension of the existing 50km/h area northwards along Happy Valley 
Road. 

Summary 

2. The public consultation carried out in September and October 2015 showed strong 
community support for the proposed speed limit reductions in all six areas, which are 
now recommended to the Committee.  

3. Key stakeholders including The New Zealand Police, New Zealand Transport (NZTA) 
and the New Zealand Automobile Association (AA) are generally supportive of lowering 
the speed limits, subject to the installation of appropriate and safe engineering gateway 
treatments.   

4. The proposed speed limit reductions comply with the criteria specified in the Land 
Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits (2003). 

 

Recommendations 
The Safer Speeds Subcommittee recommends that the Transport and Urban Development 
Committee:  

 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Recommend that it makes a resolution under Part 6 of the Wellington City 

Consolidated Bylaw to set the speed limits as stated in the tables below on the 

following sections of road in Berhampore, Khandallah, Northland, Ngaio, Wadestown, 

and Happy Valley Road. 

Table 1: Proposed speed limit for Berhampore shopping area 

Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Adelaide 
Road 

From a point 35 metres north of its 
intersection with Palm Grove to a point 75 
metres south of its intersection with Herald 
Street 

30km/h 255 metres 

Palm Grove From its intersection with Adelaide Road to 
the private section of Palm Grove  

30km/h 103 metres 

Luxford From its intersection with Adelaide Road to 30km/h 100 metres 
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 Street a point 105 metres east of its intersection 

with Adelaide Road 

Herald 
Street 

From its intersection with Adelaide Road to 
a point 100 metres east of its intersection 
with Adelaide Road (to the foot of the steps 
by 60 and 67 Herald Street) 

30km/h 100 metres 

 
Table 2: Proposed speed limit for Khandallah shopping area 

Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Agra 
Crescent 

From its intersection with Nicholson Road to 
a point 60 metres east of its intersection 
with Ganges Road 

30km/h 115 metres 

Ganges 
Road 

From its intersection with Agra Crescent to a 
point 95 metres south of its intersection with 
Dekka Street 

30km/h 200 metres 

Dekka Street From its intersection with Ganges Road to 
its intersection with Nicholson Road 

30km/h 135 metres 

 
Table 3: Proposed speed limit for Northland shopping area 

Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Northland 
Road 

From a point 25 metres south of its 
intersection with Farm Road to a point 115 
metres north of its intersection with 
Randwick Road 

30km/h 275 metres 

Garden 
Road 

From its intersection with Northland Road 
(east side) to a point 25 metres east of its 
intersection with Northland Road 

30km/h 47 metres 

 
Table 4: Proposed speed limit in Ngaio shopping area 

Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Ottawa Road From its intersection with Khandallah Road 
to 255 metres south its intersection with 
Khandallah Road 

30km/h 255 metres 

Khandallah 
Road 

From 55 metres north of Colway Street to its 
intersection with Ottawa Road 

30km/h 55 metres 

 
Table 5: Proposed speed limit for Wadestown shopping centre 

Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Wadestown 
Road 

From its intersection with Lennel Road to a 
point 40 metres west of its intersection with 
Hanover Street 

30km/h 273 metres 

Lennel Road From its intersection with Pitt Street and 
Wadestown Road to a point 30 metres east 
of its intersection with Wadestown Road 

30km/h 30 metres 

 
Table 6: Proposed speed limit for Happy Valley Road 
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 Street Legal description Speed limit Distance 

Happy 

Valley Road 

From a point 80 metres south of its 

intersection with Murchison Street to a point 

92 metres north of its intersection with 

Landfill Road 

50km/h 435 metres 

 
3. Note the results of the public consultation process to the effect that 391 submissions 

were received.  Table 7 below provides a summary of submissions. 

 
 Table 7: Results of submissions - Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit to 30 

km/h as indicated on the map? 

Area Yes No 
 

Berhampore 133 (82%) 30 (18%) 

Khandallah 112 (82%) 25 (18%) 

Northland 93 (85%) 17 (15%) 

Ngaio 99 (78%) 28 (22%) 

Wadestown 118 (86%) 20 (14%) 

Happy Valley Road 93 (76%) 29 (24%) 

 
4. Note that the process to change a speed limit as described in both the Land Transport 

Rule: Setting of Speed Limits (2003) and Part 6 (Speed Limits) of the Wellington City 

Consolidated Bylaw, has been followed. 

5. Note that in accordance with the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits (2003) 

and Part 6 (Speed Limits) of the Wellington City Consolidated Bylaws, the resolution 

will be recorded in the Register of Speed Limits and the relevant speed limits on the 

Councils Speed Limit Plans cease to have effect. 

6. Note that the Subcommittee has requested Officers to consider and report back on 

potential extensions of some of the 30km/h areas, particularly around Berhampore and 

Northland centres, and meet with Kenya Street submitters to endeavour to address 

their traffic safety concerns. 

7. Note that the Subcommittee has requested Officers to work with the Urban Design 

 team on opportunities for place-making to support the safer speed zones.   

 

Background 
 
Context 

5. In June 2009 the Strategy and Policy Committee approved a programme of lower 
speed limits through 21 of its suburban shopping centres in an attempt to increase the 
safety of vulnerable road users and reduce the severity of crashes, creating a more 
pleasant shopping and business environment in these areas.   
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 6. Following this, the speed limit within shopping areas in the following suburbs have 

been lowered to 30km/h – Thorndon, Hataitai, Te Aro, Island Bay, Kilbirnie, Brooklyn, 
Kelburn, Miramar, Strathmore and Seatoun. The speed limit through the Newtown 
shopping area has also been reduced through the Safer Roads programme to 40km/h.  

 
7. On 9 September 2015 the Transport and Urban Development Committee agreed to 

consult on safer speed limits for the areas of Berhampore, Khandallah, Ngaio, 
Northland and Wadestown and Happy Valley Road.   

8. Public consultation was carried out in accordance with clause 7.1 of the Setting of 
Speeds Limits Rule.  A five week period of community consultation ran from Tuesday 8 
September 2015 to Monday 13 October 2015. 

 
Setting speed limits 

9. The Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits (2003) allows road controlling 
authorities to set enforceable speed limits, including permanent speed limits less than 
50km/h, on roads within their jurisdiction. 

 

10. The speed limit bylaw allows the Transport and Urban Development Committee to 
make amendments to speed limits by way of resolution on all roads under its control 
and in certain designated locations specified in the Bylaw.  

 

11. The appropriate education, enforcement and engineering measures will be required to 
coincide with any change to the current speed limit. 

 

Process 

12. The process to change speed limits is defined in the Rule and Part 6 of the Bylaws.  In 
summary, the process requires the following: 

 

 A review of the areas to determine the suitability of the proposed speed limits 

 Consultation with affected parties and stakeholders 

 Formal adoption by the road controlling authority and notification of the changes 

before the new speed limit takes effect 

 Notification of the changes before the new speed limit takes effect.  

 

Traffic surveys (existing and proposed areas) and crash history 

13. Traffic surveys have been carried out to calculate the pre and post implementation 
speed in the previously implemented 30km/h shopping areas.  Through comparison of 
speed survey data the effectiveness of the speed reduction programme can be 
determined. The survey results show that top speeds (85th percentile) have been 
reduced by between 1km/h to 4km/h with an average reduction of 1.6km/h based over 
a 7-day period covering eleven sites.  The report concluded that the desired result to 
reduce the overall vehicle speed through these busy shopping areas has generally 
been achieved. (Please refer to Attachment 1).   
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 14. The speeds in the 30 km/h areas proposed in relation to the suburban shopping areas 

have also been sourced and are tabled below: 
 
Table 8: Current speeds in proposed shopping centres 

  
Pre 30kph 

Suburb Street 

85th % 
Speed 
(Km/h) 

Mean 
Speed 
(Km/h) 

Survey 
Date 

Northland Northland Road 38 31 June 2012 

Ngaio 
Ottawa Road 44 38 July 2013 

Khandallah 
Agra Crescent 34 28 Nov 2012 

Ganges Road 40 32 Nov 2012 

Dekka Street 44 37 Nov 2012 

Wadestown Wadestown Road 37 32 June 2013 

Berhampore 
Adelaide Road 42 34 June 2014 

Luxford Street 49 44 June 2014 

 

15. This table shows 85% speeds with a range between 4 km/h and 19km/h in excess of 
30km/h in these current 50km/h areas. The mean speeds range is -2 km/h to + 14 km/h 
in excess of 30 km/h. 

 
Table 9:  Reported crashes between 2007-2013 in the proposed 30 km/h zones are shown in the 
following table. 

Zone Total Pedestrians Cyclists 
 

Berhampore 28(4) 9 4 

Khandallah 7 4 2 

Ngaio 16(1) 1 2 

Northland 10(2) 1 2 

Wadestown 7(2) 3 0 
Note: Figures in brackets ( ) indicate number of Serious crashes 

 

Social costs of crashes 

16. Table 10 shows the social cost of injury crashes in the existing 30 km/h zones before 
and after the implementation of the 30 km/h speed limits including the surrounding 
areas which would be reasonably affected by the speed limit changes. (Please refer to 
Attachment 2). 

 
Reference: Ministry of Transport New Zealand Government publication - Social Cost of 
road crashes and injuries 2014 update (December 2014) 

 
Table 10: Social cost of injury crashes in the existing 30km/h zones 

3 year period Injury crashes Social costs 
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 2007-2009 105 (20) $11,758,500 

   

2012-2014 42 (11) $6,043,500 

   

PERCENTAGE CHANGE 
Between 2007/09 and 
2012/14 

-60%   -49% 

Note: Figures in brackets ( ) indicate number of Serious crashes. Fatal crashes are costed as serious 
 
Both the crashes and social costs show a 60% and 49% reduction respectively. 
 

Perception survey of current 30km/h areas 

17. A survey carried out in October 2015 to measure the public’s perception of the 
previously lowered speed limits in shopping areas has reflected continued public 
support.  Respondents are largely in agreement that a 30 km/h speed limit makes 
shopping areas safer for pedestrians, vehicles and cyclists. More than 8 in 10 (81%) 
agree that the 30 km/h speed limit makes these shopping areas safer for pedestrians, 
while 64% agree that it does so for vehicles and 72% agree that it does so for cyclists.  
(Please refer to Attachment 3).   

 

Speed and crash severity relationship 

18. Research has shown that by reducing speed limits to 30km/h the likelihood of a 
pedestrian being seriously injured when hit by a car travelling at 30km/h is significantly 
less than a pedestrian being seriously injured when hit by a car travelling at 50km/h.  
Small reductions in speed improve the chances of survival. 

 

19. Another factor affecting the severity of crashes is how long it takes a vehicle to stop. A 
car travelling at 50km/h takes approximately 28 metres to stop. A car moving at 30km/h 
will only need 13 metres to stop. The 12 metre difference in stopping distance can be 
compared to the standard length of a bus. These distances are based on a fast 
reaction and dry asphalt braking surface. 

 

20. Road safety experts agree that the faster the traffic the harder it is for a cyclist or 
pedestrian to judge a safe crossing time and a 50km/h speed limit is too high for 
shopping areas where a lot of people walk and cycle.  

 

Impact of lower speed limits 

21. The impact on journey times is small in terms of travel time. For example, the travel 
time difference over 275 metres, which equates to the longest road length affected by 
reducing the speed from 50 km/h to the proposed 30 km/h is 13 seconds. Similarly, the 
travel time difference over 435 metres on Happy Valley Road, which equates to the 
road length affected by reducing the speed from 70 km/h to the proposed 50 km/h is 9 
seconds. Overseas evidence shows that in an urban environment, journey times are 
influenced more by the amount of time stopped or slowed at intersections, pedestrian 
crossings, traffic signals etc. rather than the speed limit. 

 

22. The cone of vision or sight from a driver’s eye is considerably wider at slower speeds, 
providing drivers with greater peripheral vision and the ability to react faster to 
pedestrian, cycle and vehicle movements. 
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23. The 30km/h schemes are all low cost schemes in busy shopping areas and assist to 
keep suburban centres alive by creating a slower speed safer environment. 

 

24. Crash studies show good benefits in terms of crash reduction and social costs as 
detailed in point 8. 

 

Cycling benefits 

25. Slower speeds with the introduction of lower speed limits are a good means to make 
the roads safer for cyclists as well as pedestrians and vehicles. An analysis of the 
crash statistics has shown for our existing 30km/h speed limit areas, there has been a 
reduction of five cycle related crashes down from 15 when comparing the 2007-2009 
data (pre-30km/h) with 2012-2014 data ( post 30km/h). (Please see Attachment 2 - 
Table 5)  

Discussion 

26. With the introduction of speed limit restrictions in shopping areas, slower speeds are a 
good way to create environments where people feel safe to walk, cycle and socialise 
and assist in building a stronger sense of community and belonging.  These aspects 
were captured in the submission comments from the public consultation carried out in 
September/October 2015.  

 

27. Officers have tallied the submissions for each of the six areas and have represented 
these in graphs along with a summary of comments made by submitters for each area.  
The graphs are categorised as follows: 

 
Yes – submitters agreed with the entire proposal and support the speed limit being 
reduced  

 
Yes but extend the proposed section – submitters agreed that the speed limit should 
be reduced and also suggested extending the proposed area  

 
Yes but to 40km/h in shopping areas or 60km/h on Happy Valley Road 

 
Disagree – submitters were against the entire proposal to reduce the speed limit.   

  
Yes with other considerations - submitters agreed with the proposal to lower speed 
limit but alongside other considerations to reduce speed, including the use of traffic 
calming. 

 
 

Berhampore Shopping Area 

28. A total of 165 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Berhampore shopping 
area to 30km/h as indicated on the map? 
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A summary of comments made by the 97 submitters that are in favour are: 

 

 Support lowering the speed limit as proposed as lots of children cross Adelaide 

Road to get to and from school, the phasing of the lights is uneven, which creates 

confusion for some pedestrians, motorists frequently cross the intersection on 

orange and red signals and a lower speed limit will also make it easier and safer 

for motorists to park on Adelaide Road. 

 Adelaide Road is dangerous with its present speed limit of 50kph. There are not 

enough crossings and the one crossing is insufficiently marked.   

 It would make it safer as well as more conducive to a connected community. We 

have had many near misses at the pedestrian crossing as cars speed through the 

lights there. It is a good idea to slow it all down. 

 The children walking/scooting to school on the same roads warrants lowering the 

speed limit. This will ensure they are safe and can continue to keep up these 

healthy habits. 

 I regularly cycle and visit the cafes, restaurants and shops, and believe it will 

improve the aesthetics of the area, as well as the safety. 

A summary of comments made by the 30 submitters that are against are: 
 

 This is a major thoroughfare and reducing the speed limit will cause traffic jams. 

 Adelaide Road is a major arterial route and the speed limit should not be reduced 

as it would slow traffic flow unnecessarily and give pedestrians a greater sense of 

97 

27 

2 

30 

9 

Berhampore Shopping Area 

Yes

Yes but extend the
proposed section

Yes but to 40km/h

Disagree

Yes with other
considerations
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 security and so encourage them to walk in front of vehicles in greater numbers, 

as is already happening in other areas where the limit has been reduced. 

 Legislating to change the authorised limit to 30 km/h is not going to change the 

number of accidents. If pedestrians/drivers show more awareness of their 

surroundings, accidents would not happen.  

 This is a traffic transit area, changing the speed limit confuses motorists and 

slows the flow of the traffic leading to a bigger build-up of traffic and more 

congestion.  

Comments made by the 27 submitters that answered ‘Yes but extend the proposed 
section’ are: 

 

 Area should go near the school zone as well, to include the pedestrian crossing 

on Britomart Street (5 submitter). 

 Extend onto Britomart Street past the intersection with Stanley Street (10 

submitters). 

 Continue further south along Adelaide Road to the corner of Chilka Street (2 

submitter).   

 Extend from Adelaide/Chilka pedestrian, Stanley and Britomart corner down to 

Adelaide, Berhampore shops area.  Luxford Street to Rintoul Street corner to 

include Berhampore Schools (1 submitter). 

 Extend from MacAlister Park to Wakefield Park on Adelaide Road, up to 

Britomart Street to beyond Stanley Street and to SWIS on Rintoul Street (2 

submitter).  

 Extend along the length of Adelaide Road from Dover Street where it meets The 

Parade (1 submitter). 

 Include lower end of Britomart Street that connects to Adelaide Road (2 

submitter). 

 Include zebra crossing across Adelaide Road linking Herald Street and Britomart 

Street on the northern part of these roads (1 submitter). 

 Extend eastwards up Britomart up to the Berhampore School, southward until 

past the Centenary flats and Northward until MacAlistair Park (1 submitter). 

 Extend to the full length of Luxford Street and along Rintoul Street to the 

intersection of Waripori Street (2 submitter). 
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 Comments made by the 9 submitters that answered ‘Yes with other considerations’ 

are: 

 Consider altering Adelaide Road in some way, such as adding low speed 

cushions. 

 Not enough crossings, the one crossing is insufficiently marked and it needs 

lights. 

 Speed humps on Stanley Street and a new bus stop at 500 Adelaide Road.  

 Fund some decent size package of roading and road side features and amenities 

to reinforce our ‘Berhampore Village’ suburban identity and to build a sense of 

‘destination over thoroughfare’.  

 Support installation of raised crossings and better lighting. 

 Traffic calming measures, a “welcome to Berhampore’ sign and beautification of 

the town centre.  

 Better provisions for pedestrians crossing Adelaide Road at the Berhampore 

shops. 

 A cross walk is needed near Wakefield Park so people can cross safely to the 

park. 

 Street lighting needs intensifying and directional signs to the surrounding suburbs 

installed. 

Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard and 6 chose 
to do so.  Submissions were presented to the Safer Speeds Subcommittee on 
Thursday 29 October 2015 by: 

 
Chloe Bisley (as an individual): 

 Extend the 30km/h speed limit along the length of Adelaide Road from Dover St 

where it meets The Parade. 

 
Mark Potter (on behalf of Berhampore School): 

 Extend the 30km/h speed limit up Britomart St to Stanley St to include school 

pedestrian crossing.  

 Proposal would give Berhampore a sense of place with slower moving traffic. 

 
Steve Cosgrove (as an individual): 

 Helps bring people in touch with the environment and appreciate the city. 

 Increases safety and gives permission for motorists to drive at slower speeds 

without adverse reactions from other road users. 
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 Margaret Dick (as an individual): 

 Extend 30km/h further along Adelaide Rd as she has issues backing out of her 

house while traffic is travelling at 50km/h. 

 Would like a bike track through Berhampore. 

 
Peter Frater (as an individual): 

 Extend 30km/h to include the lower section of Britomart Street from Adelaide 

Road to Stanley Street to include the school zone. 

 Include intensifying the street lighting, and placing signs to indicate you are in 

Berhampore and directing traffic to surrounding suburbs. 

 
Scott Metcalf and Liz Springford (as individuals): 

 Strongly support the safer 30km/h speed limit which will encourage more walking 

and cycling in the area. 

 Extend southwards to the Wakefield Park area to the start of the new Island Bay 

Cycleway, and perhaps extending northwards to MacAlister Park. 

 Extend limit northwards along Adelaide Road. 

 Will create a more people-friendly space and safer for children to walk and scoot 

to school.  

 
Officer’s response to comments for Berhampore Shopping Area: 

 
Extending the 30km/h speed limit up Britomart Street to Stanley Street to include 
school pedestrian crossing is not included in the current 30 km/h, as this road is not 
associated with the suburban shopping centre. Britomart Street is covered by Child 
Active Warning signs that operate in the am and pm school entry and leaving school 
times, which promote at these specific times, warning to drivers and heightens 
awareness to the presence of school children adjacent to and crossing the road. 

 
In comparison, the 30km/h limit was extended beyond the Kelburn Shopping Centre to 
include the school and there are subsequently non-compliance speeding issues.  
Traffic speed data on Britomart Street collected in June 2014, 40 metres west of 
Adelaide Road, showed 85% and mean speeds of 39 km/h and 33 km/h respectively.  
These speeds are well below the current 50km/h speed limit.  Crashes over a five year 
period indicate one pedestrian related non-injury crash on Britomart Street between 
Stanley Street and Adelaide Road. 

 
 

Khandallah Shopping Area 

29. A total of 138 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

 
Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Khandallah shopping 
area to 30km/h as indicated on the map? 
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A summary of comments made by the 100 submitters that are in favour are: 
 

 Seems sensible where there are high numbers of pedestrian movements.  

 Agree that most responsible drivers already reduce their speed to about 30kmh 

so new limit will just act as a reminder to visitors and speedsters.  

 It will slow the buses down as they head down Ganges Road towards the village. 

 Lower speeds make walking and crossing roads a much more pleasant 

experience and will contribute to the urban village vibe in Khandallah. 

 Speed limit reductions have the potential to save lives and generally make this 

area safer for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. 

A summary of comments made by the 25 submitters that are against are: 
 

 This is an area where nobody drives faster than that anyway so the change will 

make no difference. 

 Have never seen speed in excess of 50km/h in areas proposed for a reduction.  

 Unnecessary due to Ganges Road already having raised areas to slow down 

traffic.  

 The configuration of the roads proposed for speed reduction is such that current 

vehicles speeds are almost always less than 30km/h. 

 Lowering the speed will have minimal impact on accidents I suspect. The issue to 

me seems one of driver ability. 
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  Imposing a lower limit will not make a difference other than to discourage people 

to drive to conditions.  If council tells us what to do we need not think for 

ourselves.  Six more signs = visual pollution. 

 For most of the day drivers drive slowly through the area.  Moreover there are 

speed bumps on Agra and limitations on Ganges one way system. 

 
Comments made by the 10 submitters that answered ‘Yes but extend the proposed 
section’ are: 

 

 Extension of Dekka Street through intersection to Clutha Ave for 60 metres (2 

submitters). 

 Include part of Nicholson Road between the intersections with Agra and Dekka 

Streets (2 submitters). 

 Apply to the full length of Ganges Road to Everest Street (2 submitters). 

 Full length of Nicholson Road from Agra Crescent to Everest Street (1 submitter).  

 Extend it over all of Ganges Road (2 submitters). 

 Extend from junction of Station Road, Cashmere Avenue and Delhi Crescent and 

Agra Crescent (1 submitter). 

Comments made by the 2 submitters that answered ‘Yes with other considerations’ 
are: 

 

 Clutha Avenue needs to have speed bumps or reduced speed limit. 

 A raised area on the corner of Dekka Street and Nicholson Road. 

 Reduce area closer to shopping centre, omit Dekka Street. 

 Roundabout dissecting Khandallah Road/Awarua Street and Ottawa Road 

requires judderbars/sleeping policemen. 

 Put in a roundabout at the intersection of Nicholson Road and Dekka Street. 

Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard and 1 chose 
to do so.  Submissions were presented to the Safer Speeds Subcommittee on 
Thursday 29 October 2015 by: 

 
Ron Gall (as an individual): 

 Opposes lowering the speed limit in Khandallah. 

 Drivers cannot reach 50km/h as the road layout and traffic calming measures 

already in place does not allow this. 
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Officer’s response to comments for Khandallah Shopping Area: 
 

30km/h is being promoted for all the 21 suburban shopping centres and Khandallah 
and the immediate surrounds to the busy shopping centre should be included. This is a 
consistent approach throughout the Wellington City Council area and provides a 
legible, consistent and legally enforceable environment. 

 
 
Northland Shopping Area 

30. A total of 108 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

 
Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Northland shopping 
area to 30km/h as indicated on the map? 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

A summary of comments made by the 73 submitters that are in favour are: 
 

 That strip is pretty hectic with pedestrians/cars picking up takeaways, and due to 

the layout of parking it's pretty hard to see pedestrians between cars. 

 The Northland shops are becoming a vibrant community centre and this will make 

them more accessible to all modes of transport. 

 As the shopping areas are quite congested, and there are also pedestrian 

crossings, I believe a reduced speed limit will improve the safety of the shopping 
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 area. I often find I need to slow down anyway as there are a lot of cars parked on 

both sides of the road, and right next to the crossing which limits visibility. 

A summary of comments made by the 14 submitters that are against are: 
 

 This stretch of road is not dangerous but is a major thoroughfare. All this will do is 

cause traffic delays but won't make a single bit of difference as to the safety. 

 This is a traffic transit area, changing the speed limit confuses motorists and 

slows the flow of the traffic leading to a bigger build-up of traffic and more 

congestion. 

 
Comments made by the 14 submitters that answered ‘Yes but extend the proposed 
section’ are: 

 

 Extend to Garden Road along its entire length (2 submitters). 

 Extend to include the portion of Northland Road outside Northland School (2 

submitters). 

 Extend as far along Northland Road as the intersections of Northland Road and 

Kaihuia Street and Military Road (2 submitters). 

 Extend from Farm Road to 68-70 Northland Road (1 submitter). 

 Extend to the south to Northland Tunnel (1 submitter). 

 Extend to side roads off Northland Road (1 submitter). 

 Extend the 30km to the entire length of road.  Include Orangi Kaupapa Road 

between Northland Road and Garden Road, extend to Creswick Terrace and 

Curtis Street.  Also extending to Randwick Road with Curtis Street and the fork in 

Creswick Terrace and the intersections of Northland Road with Northland Tunnel 

Road and Glenmore Street, and Putnam Street (1 submitter). 

 Extend further down Garden Road than currently shown and should extend along 

the entire length of Farm Road (1 submitter).  

 Extend further north on Northland Road, to about 20m or so south of the 

intersection with Woburn Road.  Also extend further south to the southern 

entrance to Northland tunnel (1 submitter). 

 
Comments made by the 6 submitters that answered ‘Yes with other considerations’ 
are: 

 

 Zone would benefit from a raised platform, cobbled section or some other tactile 

road treatment at the entry and exit to the safe speed zone.  
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  More yellow-lined areas need so traffic can move smoothly on Garden Road. 

 Should not be a car park on the Northland shops side, right next to the pedestrian 

crossing. 

 Inclusion of one or two speed bumps around Northland shops, particularly near 

the pedestrian crossing. 

 Include something on or around the traffic island adjacent to the old fire station to 

physically prevent cars parking on it. 

 Need better pedestrian crossing place on Northland Road near the end of Farm 

Road.   

Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard and 3 chose 
to do so.  Submissions were presented to the Safer Speeds Subcommittee on 
Thursday 29 October 2015 by: 

 
Wayne Newman (Creswick Valley Residents’ Association): 

 Strongly supports reducing the speed limit in Northland. 

 Extend the 30km/h speed limit through entire length of Garden Road. 

 Extend the 30k/h to the south and west of the intersection of Northland Road and 

Pembroke Road, to the intersection of Randwick Road with Curtis Street; and the 

short link between Putnam Street and Northland Tunnel Road. 

 No crossing to serve pedestrians coming from upper Creswick Terrace and 

Putnam Street, or Farm Road, and crossing to continue down Northland Road. 

 Shopping area may function better as a shared zone at 20km/h. 

 Limiting the 30km/k speed limit to only on Northland Road and first 25 metres of 

Garden Road will be an explicit statement that the Council regards speeds of up 

to 50km/h on surrounding streets with challenging road geometry as appropriate 

and safe. 

 
John Niland (as an individual): 

 Extend the 30km/h from Farm Road to 68-70 Northland Road as concerned with 

safety at the intersection of Randwick Road for some time. 

 Locals would like to see speed restrictions near the Northland Tunnel.   

 Raised pedestrian crossing or use of tactile material to slow drivers down on 

Randwick Road. 

 Clear signage is required. 
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  Keep the boundaries tight around the village so people do not forget they have 

entered into a slower zone.   

 
Steward McKenzie (as an individual): 

 Extend 30km/h along the entire length of Garden Road, a dangerous road with 

high traffic volumes. 

 Additional physical measures are required to ensure a 30km/h speed will be 

achieved and maintained, such as texturised pavement treatments and materials, 

raised pedestrian crossings, building outs and planted areas, speed cushions. 

 Advisory signage and visual cues, as well as ‘children around’ signs. 

 Lower limits knock top speeds down. 

 Seize opportunity to grow suburb and make it a more attractive place to socialise. 

 
Officer’s response to comments for the Northland Shopping Area: 

 
Extending the 30km/h is outside the bounds of the suburban shopping centre where 
there is expected to be a higher concentration of pedestrian users throughout the day 
other than the morning and evening 30-45mins associated with the school users.  

 
Red antiskid surfaces will be used at the entry points and midblock as required, 
together with entry and exiting 30 km/h signs. 

 
Garden Road concerns will be addressed by undertaking a crash reduction study and 
appropriate action will be undertaken. 

 
 
Ngaio Shopping Area 

31. A total of 122 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

 
Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Ngaio shopping area to 
30km/h as indicated on the map? 
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A summary of comments made by the 78 submitters that are in favour are: 

  

 Excellent idea.  There have been near-misses on the zebra crossing on 
Khandallah Road near Colway Street every day.   

 This street can be a racetrack. There is a school, kindy, pedestrian crossings and 
library which generate hazards that a lower mandatory speed limit would mitigate. 

 This is a very busy location with primary schools, busy library, town hall, bus 

stops and people on foot and in cars travelling to the train station all with in a very 

small area. 

 Any way to make it friendlier for people on bikes (encourage good behaviour) 

would be good at the same time. 

 
A summary of comments made by the 25 submitters that are against are: 

 

 Strongly object to lower speed limit over a 24 hour period. Perhaps a speed limit 

reduction from 09:00 ~ 17:00 may be reasonable. 

 There are already traffic lights and roundabouts to slow traffic at peak times. 

What you propose is senseless as it will serve to slow traffic at off peak times 

when there is no reason they should be slowed. Roads are there to facilitate 

transportation not to impede it. 

 Speed of traffic is self-regulated according to density.  50 kph is suitable 

restriction covering 100% of the time.  The roundabouts and traffic density keep 

speeds safe. 

 50 km/h is appropriate.  There are roundabouts and traffic lights that slow the 

traffic sufficiently.  30 km/h would delay traffic unnecessarily. 
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  Road has one pedestrian crossing, one signalled crossing, and two roundabouts.  

Crossing is easy.  Speeds are already less than 50km/h. 

 
Comments made by the 14 submitters that answered ‘Yes but extend the proposed 
section’ are: 

 

 Extended south to include the Ngaio Town Hall and library (7 submitters). 

 Extend up Awarua Street past the train station (1 submitter). 

 Extend up the first part of Awarua Street and through past the other Ngaio 

roundabout (1 submitter). 

 Extend to just past he crossing on Waikowhai Street, extending along Crofton 

Road to include the shopping areas on Crofton Road and to end at approximately 

the intersection of Crofton Road and Kenya Street (2 submitters). 

 Extend zone north towards Tarikaka Street (2 submitter). 

 Make larger to cover further up Khandallah Road, up to the next roundabout turn 

off to Khandallah shops (1 submitter). 

 
Comments made by the 3 submitters that answered ‘Yes with other considerations’ 
are:  

 

 Like to see safer road crossing system in place at the bottom of Colway Street for 

the primary school children at Ngaio School. Urgent need to make Colway Street 

and Ngatoto Street parking on one side of the street only.  

 Additional zebra crossing close to the library. 

 A traffic light installed on Crofton Road at the pedestrian crossing between where 

Abbott and Kenya intersect with Crofton Road. 

 Slower speed limit should be accompanied by electronic speed sign, rather than 

just a 30km sign.  Flashing sign at end of Khandallah Road and one coming up 

Ottawa Road from the south. 

Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard and 1 chose 
to do so.  Submissions were presented to the Safer Speeds Subcommittee on 
Thursday 29 October 2015 by: 

 
Lizzie Chambers and Kerry Betteridge (on behalf of Ngaio residents): 

 Support for the proposal in both Ngaio, provided that the return to 50km/h does 

not occur outside the library in Ngaio. 

 Strong support by Ngaio residents to extend the proposal to include Crofton St 

and Kenya St and consider Ngaio village as a broader area. 
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  Link the speed reduction with traffic calming measures  that lower speeds. 

 Introduce more signage. 

 Requirement for traffic calming measures on Kenya Street. 

 
Officer’s response to comments for Ngaio Shopping Area: 

 
We cannot extend the 30km/h area with current proposal. It is not the Councils policy to 
traffic calm Principal routes. We rely on the entrance features and repeater 30 roundels 
painted on the road to remind drivers of the speed limit. 

 
 
Wadestown Shopping Area 

32. A total of 140 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

 
Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Wadestown shopping 
area to 30km/h as indicated on the map? 

 

 

 
A summary of comments made by the 93 submitters that are in favour are: 

 

 It is not safe for many reasons to go fast through this area. There is a blind crest, 

intersections on blind corners, an awkward u turn into Cecil Rd and shops, 

crossings, school kids and bus stops. 

 This will make it safer for pedestrians, particularly school children crossing 

Wadestown Road to get up to Wadestown school via the path from Marquis 

Street. 
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  There are a number of difficult turns along this stretch with limited visibility, and 

lower speeds should improve safety.  

 A speed reduction would be a positive move as a lot of children walk to/from 

school and play at the playground in this area.  Sunstrike and a windy/hilly road 

can be a hazard.  

A summary of comments made by the 17 submitters that are against are: 
 

 There is not a speeding problem in this area and the road is a major thoroughfare. 

All you would achieve is to needlessly slow traffic and cause people delays. 

 
Comments made by the 22 submitters that ‘Yes but extend the proposed section’ are: 

 

 Extend area to outside the Wadestown library to include the pedestrian crossing 

(12 submissions). 

 Extend to include the Sefton Street / Lennel Road intersection (4 submissions). 

 Extend beyond Leslie Street by about 50 metres (2 submissions). 

 Include Oban Street between the intersection of Highland Crescent and to Lennel 

Road (1 submission). 

 Include Cecil Road as it passes Weld Street and Mairangi Road near the 

Wadestown School (1 submission). 

 Extend up Cecil Road (1 submission) 

 Include Wadestown School and Wadestown Side School (1 submission). 

Comments made by the 6 submitters that answered ‘Yes with other considerations’ 
are:  

 

 Speed humps, especially on blind corners, especially the section above the 

library and pedestrian crossing. 

 Lennel Road/Moorhouse Street needs better signage to slow down. 

 Disallow parking near the pedestrian crossing near the dairy. 

 More signage around school to alert motorists of children. 

 Require road markings to indicate speed restriction rather than notices/signs. 

 Consider putting in one or more of the big round mirrors at intersection of Pitt 

Street, Wadestown Road and Lennel Road. 
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 Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard; however 

none chose to do so for the Wadestown shopping area.   
 

Officer’s response to the comments for Wadestown Shopping Area: 
We cannot extend the 30km/h area with current proposal. It is not the Councils policy to 
traffic calm Principal routes. We rely on the entrance features and repeater 30 roundels 
painted on the road to remind drivers of the speed limit. 

 
 

Happy Valley Road 

33. A total of 119 submissions were received.  A summary of the submissions is shown in 
the graph below. 

 
Summary of response to question asked in the consultation: 

 
Do you believe it is appropriate to reduce the speed limit in the Happy Valley Road 
shopping area to 50km/h as indicated on the map? 

 

 
A summary of comments made by the 76 submitters that are in favour are: 

 

 This is part of a very popular cycling route and would appreciate safer over-taking 

speeds. 

 It is appropriate for the speed to reduce once south of Landfill Road where the 

nature of the surroundings returns (if travelling north to south) from a free flowing 

commercial/industrial area to a suburban area. 

 Trying to enter into Rarangi Way and exit is made difficult due to speeding 

drivers. Witnessed many near miss accidents. Crossing over the road to catch 

the bus is a major issue for our kids. 
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  If the camping ground proposal is going to go ahead then it makes a lot of sense 

for the safety of campers pulling out. 

 The area is getting more built up with more houses in this area.  This equals 

more people and more kids around to cross these roads.  This is a great long 

term solution. 

A summary of comments made by the 26 submitters that are against are: 
 

 There are already multiple speed limits on this road and it is confusing enough.  

Adding another will make the road more dangerous rather than safer.  

 Happy Valley Road is a major arterial route and the speed limit should not be 

reduced as it would slow traffic flow unnecessarily and give pedestrians a greater 

sense of security and so encourage them to walk in front of vehicles in greater 

numbers. 

 This seems like nothing more than lowering limits for the sake of it, or potentially 

to allow the collection of speeding fines. 

 It is simply not required. On any stretch of this road there are only houses on one 

side, and only a very few houses with road frontages. 

 If it isn't broken then why fix it? 

 This is an important arterial route, and the proposed new speed limit will just slow 

down traffic for no good reason.  

Comments made by the 14 submitters who answered ‘yes but extend the proposal’ are: 
 

 Make entire road 50km/h (13 submitters). 

 Support the 50km zone spreading even further down the road, potentially past 

the residential area (1 submitter). 

Comments made by the 2 submitters who answered ‘yes with considerations’ are: 
 

 Install large mirror for turning right out of Rarangi Way onto Happy Valley Road. 

 Requires appropriate signage and road markings immediately outside Owhiro 

Bay School and Kindergarten  

Submitters were also given an opportunity to have their submission heard and 4 chose 
to do so.  Submissions were presented to the Safer Speeds Subcommittee on 
Thursday 29 October 2015 by: 
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 Roderick Boys (as an individual): 

 Supports the proposal as he has experienced 3 ‘very near’ misses while cycling 

along Happy Valley Road in the last 6 months. 

 Extend the 50km/h speed limit to the entire length of Happy Valley Road – partial 

reduction will do nothing for improving safety on this road north of Landfill Rd as 

traffic ‘feels permitted’ to travel faster in the adjacent zones as the 70km/h is 

coming up. 

Derek Robertson (as an individual): 

 Supports reducing the speed limit to 50km/h on the proposed portion of Happy 

Valley Road due to the presence of a school and kindergarten in the area 

immediately to the south of Murchison Street. 

 There is limited visibility for traffic turning from Murchison Street on to Happy 

Valley Road and encounter fast moving traffic, and issues with south-bound 

traffic turning right from Happy Valley Road into Rarangi Way.  

Peter Carter (as an individual): 

 The existing 50km/h speed limit should remain and should change to 60km/h up 

to where it meets Ohiro Road.  This would create less confusion and a better 

compliance by drivers.  

Brian Burrell (as an individual): 

 Fully support the reduced lower speed proposal. 

 Extend the 50km/h speed limit all the way down Happy Valley Road.  

Officer’s response to comments for Happy Valley Road: 
 

50 km/h will significantly improve safety and entry and exiting movements at side 
roads. Other points are noted and will be monitored. 

 
The Council propose to install a Driver Speed Feedback signs at or just inside the 
reduced speed limit boundary north of Landfill Road directed at southbound traffic to 
reinforce the new speed limit of 50 km/h.  

 
Organisation submissions on all areas - Berhampore, Khandallah, Northland, Ngaio, 
Wadestown, and Happy Valley Road 
 

34. The following organisations made written and oral submissions: 
 

Jude Ball (on behalf of Public Health Association, Wellington Branch): 

 Strongly support reducing the speed limit in all six areas and making Wellington a 

child friendly city. 

 Parents are more likely to let their children walk, bike or scooter where traffic 

speeds are lower.  More trips on foot and by bike in suburban areas may 
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 significantly reduce suburban traffic congestion, especially around schools at 

peak times. 

 Shopping areas can be used as shared zones creating social spaces with slower 

traffic moving through them.  

 
Patrick Morgan (on behalf of Cycling Advocates Network): 

 Supports proposal- it can relieve congestion by making it safer to encourage 

people to want to walk and bike. 

 Safer speeds often need accompanying physical works, use signage, street 

furniture. 

 30km/h is the right speed in all shopping areas.  

 30km/h is world best practice in urban and shopping areas. 

 Bringing down the average speeds brings down the top speeds too. 

 Create more people friendly places and make areas more attractive to general 

public. 

 
Andy Gow (on behalf of Cycle Aware Wellington): 

 Supports a lower speed limit in all areas, particularly Berhampore which has the 

highest injury rate of the proposed areas. 

 Proposals are in line with WCC cycling framework. 

 Extend 50km/h to the entire length of Happy Valley Road.  

 
Ellen Blake (on behalf of Living Streets Aotearoa): 

 There is good evidence to show that lower speeds equal lower crash rates. 

 Strongly supports the reduction in speed limits for all six areas. 

 Consider using other traffic calming devices in conjunction with lowering the 

speed limit. 

 Extend the boundaries in Berhampore to include Britomart St. 

 Extend the boundaries in Happy Valley Rd to the beach. 

 Integrate other areas and standardise lower speeds around schools.  
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 Officer’s response to all areas - Berhampore, Happy Valley, Khandallah, 

Northland, Ngaio, Wadestown: 
 

General acknowledgement of points raised, other than boundary extensions which are 
not possible with the current consultation that has been undertaken. 

 
Speed boundary features will be similar to current 30km/h areas and have shown to 
achieve reduced speed and crashes.  When comparison of before and after speed limit 
implementation.  Lower speed limits around schools (up to 40 or 30 km/h) not currently 
promoted by Wellington City Council.  Traffic congestion at school times makes speeds 
greater than 30 km/h not generally possible.  Possible advantages could however 
occur at the fringes, eg, 8.30 to 8.45 am and 3.15-3.30pm when the majority of pupils 
have departed and congestion is less and speeds are higher. 

 

Conclusion 

 

35. Bringing the legal limit down to 30km/h in the Suburban Shopping Centres and to 50 
km/h on Happy Valley Road will reduce the high end speeds of motorists, reduce the 
severity and incidence of crashes with little effect on travel time and productivity and 
therefore inconvenience for most drivers.  The benefits of lowering speeds limits 
include a reduced number of crashes, an improvement in pedestrian and cyclist safety 
and encourages more walking and cycling.   

 

36. Consultation as required under the speed limit setting rule and bylaw including ability 
for submitters to be heard by a Subcommittee has been undertaken.  The public 
consultation indicated strong community support for lowering speeds in all six areas. 

 

37. There were no issues raised through the consultation process that would give reason 
to not approving a safer speed limit for each of these areas. 

 
Next Actions 

38. If the Transport and Urban Development Committee approve these speed limit 
changes, it is expected that implementation will take place in February and March 
2016.  These works will be funded from the 2015-2016 Minor Road Safety Budget 
(CX171). 

 

Attachments 
Attachment 1. Pre and post speed data within existing 30km/h speed limit 

zones   
Page 34 

Attachment 2. Bullen Consultancy Report - 30km/h Speed Limit Suburban 
Shopping Centres - Performance Review 2007-2014   

Page 35 

Attachment 3. Neilsen Report - 30km/h Speed Limit Perception Survey   Page 52 
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 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Consultation and Engagement 

Public consultation ran from 8 September to 13 October 2015. 
 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

There are no Treaty of Waitangi considerations. 

 

Financial implications 

The cost of the implementation works has been budgeted within the 2015-2016 Minor Road 

Safety Budget (CX171). 

 

Policy and legislative implications 

This report is consistent with existing Wellington City Council policy. 

 

Risks / legal  

Legal advice has been sought in the past when preparing the consultation for the draft 

changes.  Changing a speed limit has significant implications for motorists.  Consequently 

the Council is required to carry out a rigorous procedure to change a speed limit. 

 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

There are no impacts to climate change to consider. 

 

Communications Plan 

A communications plan for the amended speed limits coming into effect will be managed by 

the Communications team.  The changes are not of a nature that will require public 

education. 
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 TRAFFIC RESOLUTIONS 

 
 

Purpose 

1. This report outlines the recommended amendments to the Wellington City Council 
Traffic Restrictions.  These recommendations support the achievement of the Council’s 
Transport Strategy Outcomes of safety, accessibility, efficiency and sustainability. 

Summary 

2. The proposed resolutions were advertised on 13 October 2015, giving the public 23 
days to provide feedback. 

3. All feedback received during the Consultation period has been included in the 
attachments of this report and, where appropriate, officers’ responses have been 
included.  

 

Recommendations 

That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

2. Approves the following amendments to the Traffic Restrictions, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Wellington City Council Consolidated Bylaw 2008. 

 
a. Confirmation of Shared Zone at all times, and a revision of the current signs and road 

markings in place after public consultation in July 2015 – Bond Street, Te Aro (TR96-

15) 

Delete from Schedule B (Loading Zone Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions 

Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Loading zone - goods 
vehicles and authorised 
vehicles only, 

Southwest side, commencing 
51.5 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street 
(x= 1748689.6 m, y= 5427611.3 
m), and extending in a north-
westerly direction following the 
kerbline for 17.5 metres. 
 

  
 Delete from Schedule F (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Metered parking, P120  
 
Maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am –  

Southwest side, commencing  
 
3.5 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street  
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6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - 
8:00pm, Saturday and 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

 
(Grid coordinates x= 1748689.6 
m, y= 5427611.3 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly  
direction following the kerbline 
for 40.5 metres.  (7 parallel 
carparks) 

    
 Delete from Schedule B (Diplomatic Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street DC, CC, FC Registered 
Vehicles Parking, Monday to 
Friday 8:00am - 6:00pm. 

Northeast side, commencing 
69.5 metres southeast of its 
intersection with Willis Street 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1748637.36 m, y= 5427685.19 
m), and extending in a south-
easterly direction following the 
kerbline for 17.5 metres. 

    
 Delete from Schedule B (Motorcycle parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Motorcycle parking, at all 
times. 

Southwest side, commencing 
69 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street 
(Grid coordinates x= 1748689.6 
m, y= 5427611.3 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 8 metres. 
 

    
 Delete from Schedule B (Loading Zone Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions 

Schedule  

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 St. Hill Street Loading zone - goods 
vehicles and authorised 
vehicles only, 

Eastern side, commencing 34 
metres south of its intersection 
with Bond Street (x= 1748692.5  
m, y= 5427608.5 m), and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the eastern 
kerbline for 27 metres. 

    
 Add to Schedule D (No Stopping Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 
 Column One 

 
Column Two Column Three 
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  Bond Street No stopping, at all times Northeast side, commencing 

44.3 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street at 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1,748,666.8 m, y= 5,427,650.8 
m), and extending in a north-
westerly direction following the 
northern kerb line for 24 metres 
and the western boundary 
adjacent to the parklet area for 
8 metres 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Loading Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Loading Zone, 10 minutes 
max, Goods and Authorised 
vehicles only 

Southwest side, commencing 
2.7 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street at 
(x= 1,748,687.3 m, y= 
5,427,613.9 m), and extending 
in a north-westerly direction 
following the kerbline for 6 
metres 
 

  Loading Zone, 10 minutes 
max, Goods And Authorised 
Vehicles only 

Southwest side, commencing 
52.8 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street at 
(x= 1,748,656.0 m, y= 
5,427,653.3 m), and extending 
in a north-westerly direction 
following the kerbline for 6 
metres 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Motorcycle parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Motorcycle Parking At All 
Times 

Southwest side, commencing 
58.8 metres northwest of its 
intersection with St Hill Street at 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1,748,656.0 m, y= 5,427,653.3 
m), and extending in a north-
westerly direction following the 
kerbline for 6 metres. 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Diplomatic Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street DC, CC, FC Registered Northeast side, commencing at 
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 Vehicles, At All Times 0.3 metres from its intersection 

with St Hill Street at (Grid 
coordinates x= 1,748,693.7m, 
y= 5,427,619.5 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the northern 
kerb line for 20.7 metres. 
 

    
 Add to Schedule F (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Resolutions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Metered parking, P120 
Maximum, Monday to  
Thursday 8:00am –  
6:00pm, Friday 8:00am - 
8:00pm, Saturday and 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

Southwest side, commencing 
8.7 metres northwest of its  
intersection with St Hill Street  
at 
(Grid coordinates x= 1748689.6 
m, y= 5427611.3 m), and 
extending in a north-westerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 12 metres.  (2 parallel 
carparks) 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Shared Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Bond Street Shared Zone At All Times From its intersection with 
Victoria Street to its intersection  
with Willis Street 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Motorcycle parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 St. Hill Street Motorcycle Parking At All 
Times 

Southeast  side, commencing 
55.1 metres south of its 
intersection with Bond Street 
(Grid coordinates x= 
1,748,692.49 m, y= 
5,427,608.50 m), and extending  
in a southerly direction following 
the eastern kerbline for 6 
metres. 

    
 Add to Schedule B (Loading Zone Restrictions) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 St. Hill Street Loading zone, 10 mins max. 
Goods  and authorised 

Eastern side, commencing 34 
metres south of its intersection 
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 vehicles only, with Bond Street (x= 

1748692.49 m, y= 5427608.5 
m), and extending in a southerly  
direction following the eastern 
kerbline for 21 metres. 

    
b. Loading Zone – Leeds Street, Te Aro (TR97-15) 

 
Remove from Schedule D (Loading Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 
 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Leeds Street Loading Zone – goods 
vehicles and authorised 
vehicles only, P10, Monday 
to Saturday 8:00am - 
6:00pm. 
 

East side, commencing 22 
metres north of its intersection 
with Ghuznee Street (Grid 
Coordinates 
X=2658779.994646 m, 
Y=5988846.408308 m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 11 metres.  

    
 Remove from Schedule D (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Leeds Street Metered Parking,  
P120 Maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am - 6:00pm, 
Friday 8:00am - 8:00pm, 
Saturday and Sunday 8:00 - 
6:00pm. 

East side, commencing 33 
metres north of its intersection 
with Ghuznee Street (Grid 
coordinates x= 1748758.1 m, 
y= 5427134.3 m), and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 35 metres. (6 parallel 
carparks) 
 

    
 Add to Schedule D (Loading Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Leeds Street Loading Zone – P10, 
Monday to Sunday 8:00am - 
6:00pm. 
 

East side, commencing 22 
metres north of its intersection 
with Ghuznee Street at Grid 
Coordinates x=1748767.28 m, 
y= 5427154.46 m, and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 5.5 metres.  
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  Add to Schedule D (Loading Zone) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Leeds Street Loading Zone – P10, 
Monday to Sunday 8:00am - 
6:00pm. 

East side, commencing 61.7 
metres north of its intersection 
with Ghuznee Street at Grid 
Coordinates x= 1748783.25 m, 
y= 5427190.96 m, and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 6 metres.  

    
 Add to Schedule D (Metered Parking) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Leeds Street Metered Parking,  
P120 Maximum, Monday to 
Thursday 8:00am - 6:00pm, 
Friday 8:00am - 8:00pm, 
Saturday and Sunday 
8:00am - 6:00pm. 

East side, commencing 27.5 
metres north of its intersection 
with Ghuznee Street at Grid 
coordinates x= 1748769.67 m, 
y= 5427159.42 m, and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 34.2 metres. (6 parallel 
carparks) 

    
c. Changes to Traffic & Parking on Johnsonville, Broderick and Moorefield Roads - 

Johnsonville Roading Improvements – Johnsonville (TR98-15) 

Delete from Schedule A (Time Limited) Schedule B (Class Restricted) Schedule C 

(Direction) Schedule D (No Stopping) Schedule E (Resident Parking) Schedule F 

(Metered Parking) Schedule G (Give Way & Stop) Schedule H (Pedestrian Crossings) 

Schedule I (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Johnsonville Road  Bus Stop, At All Times. East side, commencing 5 
metres from an extension of the 
southern kerbline of Corlett St 
and extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 12 metres. 

  No Stopping, At All Times. East side, commencing 30 
metres from an extension of the 
southern kerbline of Corlett St 
and extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 13.5 metres. 

  No Stopping, At All Times. East side, commencing 50 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
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 Road and extending in a 

northerly direction following the 
kerbline for 12 metres. 

  Bus Stop, At All Times. East side, commencing 92 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road and extending in a 
northerly direction following the 
kerbline for 19 metres. 

  Taxi Stand, At All Times. East side, commencing 111 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road and extending in a 
northerly direction following the 
kerbline for 21 metres.  

  No Stopping, At All Times. East side, commencing 180 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road and extending in a 
northerly direction following the 
kerbline for 17 metres. 

  Time Limited Parking P30 
Maximum, Monday to 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

West side, commencing 40m 
south of its intersection with Bill 
Cutting Place  and extending in 
a southerly direction following 
the kerbline for 23metres. 

 Broderick Road  No Stopping, At All Times 
and Time Limited Parking 
P120 Maximum, Monday to 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

North side, commencing at its 
intersection with Moorefield 
Road and extending in an 
easterly direction following the 
kerbline for its entire length. 

  Time Limited Parking P120 
Maximum, Monday to 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

South side, commencing 102 
metres south of its intersection 
with Johnsonville Road and 
extending in a westerly direction 
following the kerbline for 47 
metres. 

    
 Add to Schedule A (Time Limited) Schedule B (Class Restricted) Schedule C 

(Direction) Schedule D (No Stopping) Schedule E (Resident Parking) Schedule F 

(Metered Parking) Schedule G (Give Way & Stop) Schedule H (Pedestrian Crossings) 

Schedule I (Cycle Lanes) of the Traffic Restrictions Schedule 

 Column One 
 

Column Two Column Three 

 Johnsonville Road  No Stopping, At All Times. East side, commencing 5 
metres from an extension of the 
southern kerbline of Corlett St 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=402595.908m, 
Y=808262.742m) and 
extending in a northerly 



TRANSPORT AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE 
9 DECEMBER 2015 

 

 

 

Item 2.2 Page 88 

 I
te

m
 2

.2
 direction following the kerbline 

for 12 metres. 
  Bus Stop, At All Times. East side, commencing 30 

metres from an extension of the 
southern kerbline of Corlett St 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=402586.413m, 
Y=808286.566m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 13.5 metres. 

  Time Restricted Parking, 
P30 maximum Monday to 
Sunday 8:00 - 6:00pm. 

East side, commencing 50 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates 
X=402606.149m, 
Y=808535.416m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 12 metres. 

  Bus Stop, At All Times. East side, commencing 92 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates 
X=402602.089m, 
Y=808577.199m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 40 metres. 

  Taxi Stand, At All Times. East side, commencing 180 
metres from an extension of the 
northern kerbline of Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates 
X=402595.477m, 
Y=808663.647m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 17 metres.  

  Bus Stop, At All Times. West side, commencing 40m 
south of its intersection with Bill 
Cutting Place  (Grid 
Coordinates X=402581.200m, 
Y=808694.869m) and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the kerbline 
for 23 metres 

  Cycle lane, at all times West side, commencing from its 
intersection with Fraser Ave 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=402578.037m, 
Y=808256.418m) and 
extending in a northerly 
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 direction following the kerbline 

to its intersection with 
Moorefield Road. 

  Cycle lane, at all times East side, commencing from its 
intersection with Burgess Road 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=402606.516m, 
Y=808775.651m) and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the kerbline 
to its intersection with Disraeli 
Street. 

  Shared Path, at all times East side, commencing from its 
intersection with Disraeli Street 
(Grid Coordinates 
X=402595.157m, 
Y=808420.889m) and 
extending in a southerly 
direction following the kerbline 
to its intersection with Newlands 
Road. 

  Shared Path, at all times West side, commencing 32m 
North of its intersection with Bill 
Cutting Place  (Grid 
Coordinates X= 402369.915m, 
Y= 808662.432m) and 
extending in a northerly 
direction following the kerb line 
to  its intersection with 
Moorefield Road. 

 Broderick Road  No Stopping, At All Times. North side, commencing at its 
intersection with Moorefield 
Road (Grid Coordinates 
X=402306.305m, 
Y=808535.604m) and 
extending in an easterly 
direction following the kerbline 
for its entire length. 

  No stopping, at all times South side, commencing 102 
metres west of its intersection 
with Johnsonville Road (Grid 
Coordinates X=402476.392m, 
Y=808489.415m) and 
extending in a westerly direction 
following the kerbline for 47 
metres. 

  Cycle lane, at all times North side, commencing at its 
intersection with Moorefield 
Road (Grid Coordinates 
X=402306.305m, 
Y=808535.604m) and 
extending in an easterly 
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 direction following the kerbline 

for its entire length. 
  Cycle lane, at all times South side, commencing at its 

intersection with Johnsonville 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402585.388m, Y= 
808473.667m) and extending in 
an westerly direction following 
the kerbline to its intersection 
with Moorefield Road. 

 Moorefield Road  No stopping, at all times West side, commencing at its 
intersection with Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402283.726m, Y= 
808520.566m) and extending in 
a southerly direction following 
the kerb line for 70 metres 

  No stopping, at all times West side, commencing at its 
intersection with Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402287.271m, Y= 
808529.988m) and extending in 
a northerly direction following 
the kerb line for 140 metres 

  No stopping, at all times East side, commencing at its 
intersection with Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402297.983m, Y= 
808519.202m) and extending in 
a southerly direction following 
the kerb line for 100 metres 

  No stopping, at all times East side, commencing at its 
intersection with Broderick 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402306.305m, Y= 
808535.604m) and extending in 
a northerly direction following 
the kerb line for 60 metres 

  Shared Path, at all times West side, commencing at its 
intersection with Wanaka Street 
(Grid Coordinates X= 
402362.897m, Y= 
808654.950m) and extending in 
a southerly direction following 
the kerb line to 140 metres 
south of its intersection with 
Hamia Street. 

   Shared Path, at all times West side, commencing at its 
intersection with Wanaka Street 
(Grid Coordinates X= 
402369.915m, Y= 
808662.432m) and extending in 
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 a northerly direction following 

the kerb line to  its intersection 
with Bassett Road Street. 

 Bassett Road  Shared Path, at all times East side, commencing at its 
intersection with Ironside Road  
(Grid Coordinates X= 
402595.158m, Y= 
808984.510m) and extending in 
a southerly direction following 
the kerb line to  its intersection 
with Middleton Road. 

  Pedestrian Crossing. 25 metres west of its 
intersection with Moorefield 
Road (Grid Coordinates X= 
402603.232m, Y= 
808978.049m). 

 Middleton Road  No stopping, at all times North Side, commencing at its 
intersection with Bassett Road 
(Grid Coordinates X= 
402625.487m, Y= 
808955.986m) and extending in 
an easterly direction following 
the kerb line for 65 metres 

  No stopping, at all times South Side, commencing at its 
intersection with Helston Road 
(Grid Coordinates X= 
402634.560m, Y= 
808950.479m) and extending in 
an easterly direction following 
the kerb line for 65 metres 

 
 

Background 

Three proposed traffic resolutions were publicly advertised in The Dominion Post on Tuesday 
13 October 2015. Copies were hand delivered to all properties in the affected area and 
electronic copies were sent to local Ward Councillors, and residents and business 
associations. Electronic copies were also available on the Wellington City Council website. 

After reviewing the feedback received, two proposals are being recommended for approval 
as advertised, and Bond Street has a minor amendment. 

A summary report for each traffic resolution can be found in the attachments.  Each summary 
contains: 

 the proposed traffic resolution report including map(s) as advertised for public 
feedback, or subsequently modified as a result of public feedback 

 any feedback received 

 where appropriate, Council Officers responses to the feedback 
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 Attachments 

Attachment 1. TR96-15 Bond Street - Te Aro   Page 94 
Attachment 2. TR97-15 Leeds Street - Te Aro   Page 115 
Attachment 3. TR98-15 Johnsonville Roading Improvements - Johnsonville   Page 120 
  
 

Authors Lindsey Hill, Project Coordinator 
Charles Kingsford, Principal Traffic Engineer   

Authoriser Anthony Wilson, Chief Asset Officer  
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 SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Consultation and Engagement 

Recommendations have been publically advertised.  
 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

Not applicable. 

 

Financial implications 

The work required is contained in a range of Operating Project budgets. 

 

Policy and legislative implications 

The recommendations comply with the legal requirements for amendments to traffic 

restrictions as laid down in the Bylaws. 

 

Risks / legal  

Not applicable. 

 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

Not applicable. 

 

Communications Plan 

Not required. 
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 WELLINGTON HOUSING ACCORD MONITORING REPORT 

 
 

Purpose 

1. To present the second Wellington Housing Accord Monitoring Report.  

Summary 

2. The Wellington Housing Accord (the Accord) was signed in June 2014. It includes 
ambitious targets for the consenting of dwellings and sections over a five year period.  

3. The Accord requires that a six monthly monitoring report be prepared by the Council. A 
monitoring report was previously presented to the Committee in May 2015, reporting on 
the period of 1 July 2014 – 31 December 2014. This second monitoring report spans 
the period of 1 July 2014 – 30 June 2015 and is attached as Appendix 1.  

4. For the period 1 July 2014 – 30 June 2015, the Council issued consents for 249 new 
sections and 628 new dwellings across the city. When compared to the first six months 
of the Accord, an increase is evident in the number of dwellings consented over the 
second half of the first year of the Accord, with a slight drop in the number of new 
sections consented. 

 Jul 2014 – Dec 2014 Jan 2015 – Jun 2015 

Dwellings 243 385 

Sections 133 116 

Total 376 501 

5. At the end of the first year of the Accord consents have been issued for a total of 837 
dwellings and sections, against a target of 1000.  

 

Recommendations 

That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 
 

 

Background 

6. The Wellington Housing Accord was signed on 24 June 2014. It includes the following 
targets for Wellington City: 
 

Targets – total number of dwellings and sections consented 

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 

1,000 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 

7. 21 Special Housing Areas (SHAs) have been approved over the first year of the Accord 
and a further four areas have recently been nominated to the Minister of Building and 
Housing for approval. The SHAs include the city’s identified growth areas and other 
opportunity sites across the city. 
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8. In addition to the SHAs created, the Council has also implemeted a series of 
development incentives to streamline the consenting process and to incentivise 
developers to bring housing forward faster and in larger quantities. These incentives 
include rates remission for greenfield development, a one-stop-shop consenting 
process and the waiving of pre-application charges.  

9. A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) has also been agreed with Greater 
Wellington Regional Council. The MOU clarifies resource consenting roles and 
responsibilities for applications lodged under the HASHA Act.  

Discussion 

Key findings 

10. The key findings of the monitoring report are: 

 Consenting numbers - 837 new dwellings have been consented over the first 
year of the Accord, against a target of 1000. After the first six months of the 
Accord, 366 sections and dwellings had been consented. Therefore, there has 
been an increase in consenting activity over the second six months of the Accord, 
reflected primarily in an increase in building consent activity.   

 Applications - two subdivision applications have been lodged within SHAs under 
the Housing Accords and Special Housing Areas Act for a total of 47 lots. The 
number of pre-application meetings for proposals within SHAs has increased with 
five pre-application processes currently underway. These proposals would total 
approximately 240 additional lots once applied for.  

 

 Special Housing Areas - 21 Special Housing Areas are now in place. Four further 
SHAs have recently been nominated to the Minister following their approval by 
the Council.  

Governance and communication 

11. Officers continue to meet regularly with officials from the Ministry of Business, 
Innovation and Employment, Greater Wellington Regional Council and NZTA. The 
Housing Accord ‘Steering Group’ comprising the Mayor, the Deputy Mayor and the 
Minister of Building and Housing met on the 6th November 2015 to discuss 
implementation of the Accord.  

Overall comments 

12. The Accord has set ambitious targets for the consenting of new dwellings and sections 
in Wellington. The Council continues to implement the Accord through the identification 
and recommendation of Special Housing Areas, ongoing liaison with the Council’s 
partners in the Accord, and with the development community.  

13. While the target for the first year of the Accord has not been achieved, and consenting 
activity remains soft, there are some signs of an increased period of activity. This is 
particularly so in new dwellings consents, coming off the lows that followed the global 
financial crisis.  

 

Next Actions 

14. The next monitoring report, the first for the second year of the Accord, will be presented 
to the Committee in six months time.  
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 Attachments 

Attachment 1. Housing Accord Monitoring Report   Page 143 
  
 

Author Mitch Lewandowski, Principal Advisor Planning  
Authoriser Anthony Wilson, Chief Asset Officer  
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
Consultation and Engagement 

Officials from the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment were consulted in the 

preparation of the monitoring report. 
 

Treaty of Waitangi considerations 

There are no known treaty implications resulting from this paper. 

 

Financial implications 

There are no known implications resulting from this paper.  

 

Policy and legislative implications 

There are no implications resulting from this paper. The Wellington Housing Accord requires 

a biannual monitoring report to be prepared.  

 

Risks / legal  

There are no known implications resulting from this paper. 

 

Climate Change impact and considerations 

There are no known implications resulting from this paper. 

 

Communications Plan 

Officers will liaise with officials from the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment on 

the preparation of a joint media release.  
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 PARKING SENSORS UPDATE - ORAL BRIEFING 

 
 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to provide the Committee with an update on our approach 

to implementing Parking Sensors. 

Summary 
2. We are looking at a roll-out of parking sensors in April – June 2016. The oral briefing 

will provide the context on the approach to “Parking Smart” that incorporates promotion 

of Parking Apps and Parking Sensors. 

Recommendation 
That the Transport and Urban Development Committee: 

1. Receive the information. 

Background 
3. Funding is approved in 2015/2016 for a roll-out of parking sensors ($1.4 million) with no 

further decisions by Council required. The oral briefing will provide an overview on the 
context for the roll-out. 

 
4. Parking Sensors enable pay-by-space rather than pay and display parking. Our 

approach is to see this as one part of the method to improve parking in the city:  
 
 

 
 
 
5. The Desired Outcomes from our approach our summarised below. More detail will be 

provided in our oral briefing.  

Parking 
in the 
City 

Pay by 
space 

Time & 
Price 

Flexibility 

Linkages to 
other 
smart 

transport 

Parking 
Apps 
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Attachments 
Nil 
 

Author Philip Simpson, Contractor, COO-Parking Proj & Perf  
Authoriser Greg Orchard, Chief Operating Officer  
 

 
  

  
 
 

Customer 

• Find parks 

• Pay and walk 

• Top-up and 
control 

• Mobility 
parking 
assurance 

Transport 

• Less 
congestion 

• Less CO2 

• Improved asset 
management 

• Informed 
policy 

Compliance 

• More payment 

• Fewer pay 
machines 

• Lower printing, 
cash costs 

• Streamline 
channels 
(trade coupons 
etc.) 

Enforcement 

• More effective 

• No chalk 

• Improved 
management 
of clearways 
and illegal 
parking 


	1	Meeting Conduct
	1. 1	Apologies
	1. 2	Conflict of Interest Declarations
	1. 3	Confirmation of Minutes
	1. 4	Public Participation
	1. 5	Items not on the Agenda

	2.	General Business
	2.1 Proposed Speed Limit Reductions: Berhampore, Khandallah, Northland, Ngaio, Wadestown, and Happy Valley Road 
	Recommendation


	General Business
	Pre and post speed data within existing 30km/h speed limit zones
	Bullen Consultancy Report - 30km/h Speed Limit Suburban Shopping Centres - Performance Review 2007-2014
	Neilsen Report - 30km/h Speed Limit Perception Survey
	Aerial Maps of the proposed speed limit changes 
	2.2 Traffic Resolutions
	Recommendation
	TR96-15 Bond Street - Te Aro
	TR97-15 Leeds Street - Te Aro
	TR98-15 Johnsonville Roading Improvements - Johnsonville

	2.3 Wellington Housing Accord Monitoring Report
	Recommendation
	Housing Accord Monitoring Report

	2.4 Parking Sensors Update - Oral Briefing
	Recommendation



