
 

 

 

 

AGENDA 

  

Infrastructure Committee Meeting 

Tuesday, 14 November 2023 

Date Tuesday, 14 November 2023 

Time Following Environmental Services Committee 

Location Council Chamber 
Timaru District Council Building 
2 King George Place 
Timaru 

File Reference 1629428 

 



 

 

 

Timaru District Council 

Notice is hereby given that a meeting of the Infrastructure Committee will be held in the Council 
Chamber, Timaru District Council Building, 2 King George Place, Timaru, on Tuesday 14 November 
2023, at the conclusion of the Environmental Services Committee meeting. 

Infrastructure Committee Members 

Clr Sally Parker (Chairperson), Clr Gavin Oliver (Deputy Chairperson), Clr Stu Piddington, Clr Peter 
Burt, Clr Owen Jackson, Clr Allan Booth, Clr Stacey Scott, Clr Michelle Pye, Clr Scott Shannon and  
Mayor Nigel Bowen 

Quorum – no less than 5 members 

 

Local Authorities (Members’ Interests) Act 1968 

Committee members are reminded that if you have a pecuniary interest in any item on the agenda, 
then you must declare this interest and refrain from discussing or voting on this item, and are 
advised to withdraw from the meeting table. 

 

Andrew Dixon 
Group Manager Infrastructure 
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6 Confirmation of Minutes 

6.1 Minutes of the Infrastructure Committee Meeting held on 5 September 2023 

Author: Jessica Kavanaugh, Corporate Planner  

 
 

Recommendation 

That the Minutes of the Infrastructure Committee Meeting held on 5 September 2023 be 
confirmed as a true and correct record of that meeting and that the Chairperson’s electronic 
signature be attached. 

 

 
 

 

Attachments 

1. Minutes of the Infrastructure Committee Meeting held on 5 September 2023   
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Minutes of Timaru District Council 
Infrastructure Committee Meeting 

Held in the Council Chamber, Timaru District Council Building, 2 King George Place, Timaru 
on Tuesday, 5 September 2023 Following Environmental Services Committee 

 

Present: Clr Sally Parker (Chairperson), Clr Gavin Oliver (Deputy Chairperson), Mayor 
Nigel Bowen, Clr Stu Piddington, Clr Peter Burt, Clr Owen Jackson, Clr Allan 
Booth, Clr Stacey Scott, Clr Michelle Pye, Clr Scott Shannon 

In Attendance:  Community Board Members: Jan Finlayson (Geraldine Community Board) 

 Officers: Bede Carran (Chief Executive), Andrew Dixon (Group Manager 
Infrastructure), Trudie Hurst (Group Manager Commercial & Strategy), Paul 
Cooper (Group Manager Environmental Services), Nigel Ingram (Group 
Manager Recreation and Cultural Services), Hannah Goddard-Coles (Group 
Manager Engagement and Culture), Stephen Doran (Communications 
Manager), Suzy Ratahi (Land Transport Manager), Nigel Howarth (Procurement 
Lead), Nick Houston (Project Manager - Capital Expenditure), Nicole Timney 
(Manager of Property Services and Client Representative), Claire Barlow 
(Community Development Manager),  Jacky Clarke (Governance and Executive 
Support Manager), Alana Hobbs (Governance and Executive Support 
Administrator), Jessica Kavanaugh (Corporate Planner) 

1 Apologies  

No apologies were received. 

2 Identification of Items of Urgent Business 

No items of urgent business were received. 

3 Identification of Matters of a Minor Nature 

Clr Allan Booth asked to discuss City Town, which will be discussed as part of the projects updates 
report. 

4 Declaration of Conflicts of Interest 

No conflicts of interest were declared. 

5 Chairperson’s Report 

5.5 Presentation of Chairperson's Report 

Resolution 2023/23 

Moved: Clr Sally Parker 
Seconded: Clr Owen Jackson 
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The Chairperson has attended a number of meetings including: Council workshops, Extraordinary 
Council meeting, Guest speaker at Zonta, City Town Project Steering Group Meeting, Meeting with 
Group Manager Infrastructure.  

Carried 

 

6 Confirmation of Minutes 

6.1 Minutes of the Infrastructure Committee Meeting held on 25 July 2023 

 

Resolution 2023/24 

Moved: Clr Scott Shannon 
Seconded: Clr Gavin Oliver 

That the Minutes of the Infrastructure Committee Meeting held on 25 July 2023 be confirmed as a 
true and correct record of that meeting and that the Chairperson’s electronic signature be 
attached. 

Carried 

 

7 Reports 

7.1 Actions Register Update 

The purpose of this report is to provide the Infrastructure Committee with an update on the status 
of the action requests raised by Councillors at previous Infrastructure Committee meetings. 

It is confirmed to close; 

• Section of Local Government Act and Road Naming Policy to be added to the hub 

• Waka Kotahi futher information request including the summer work programme 

Discussion included the email response from James Caygill (Waka Kotahi) not addressing all the 
issues raised at the previous meeting and it is requested to add a further action to follow up with 
Waka Kotahi to deliver what was advised and meet the Council’s expectations. Also to send a 
LGOIMA to Waka Kotahi to find out what they are funding back into the District. 

Resolution 2023/25 

Moved: Clr Stacey Scott 
Seconded: Clr Peter Burt 

That the Infrastructure Committee receives and notes the updates to the Actions Register.  

Carried 
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7.2 Seal Extension Project Approval 

The Land Transport Manager spoke to the report to consider potential seal extension and request 
the Infrastructure Committee endorse a non-subsidised seal extension construction project as 
funded in the approved seal extension budget of $330,000. 

The Infrastructure Committee discussed the benefit to the residents. Councillors requested that a 
cost benefit approach be taken to seal extension projects including a matrix framework, 
methodology and weightings. The ability to consider all the roads rather than a small selection. 

There was further discussion on the methodology of sealing roads factoring in large truck use. It is 
clarified there is a Seal Extension Policy which the recommendations have been based on.  

Motion 

Moved: Clr Gavin Oliver 
Seconded: Clr Scott Shannon 

That the Infrastructure Committee approve the unsubsidised seal extension of an approximately 
1.5km section of Rangitata Gorge Road from current seal end towards Coal Hill, to the value of 
$330,000 excluding GST as provided in the 2023/24 Annual Plan. 

Lost  4/6 

 
7.3 Infrastructure Key Project Updates for First Quarter 2023/24 

The purpose of this report is to update the Infrastructure Committee on the progress of Key 
Infrastructure Projects. 

Discussion included the work at Redruth landfill is part of treatment before discharge, compliance 
and reduction of nitrates. Opihi Pipeline renewal is confirmed this is on schedule to be complete 
by the end of the month. There was concern raised regarding CityTown it is confirmed this project 
has taken a transformation with a robust project plan and controlled costs with a number of 
different tranches running concurrently. It is confirmed no damage was sustained to CPlay from 
the water pipe bust at Caroline Bay and the project and budget are still on track. 

There was discussion on the Chrome Platers on North Street which is confirmed to be on the Issues 
Watch Register for the Audit and Risk Committee. The Infrastructure Committee is advised that 
the Council has been approached by the Ministry for the Environment to put in an application for 
a stage 4. The council is not expected to wear any of the costs for this.  

It is confirmed that there will be no further work done on the Pareora Dam which passed through 
the Audit and Risk Committee, it is advised the report will be added to the next Infrastructure 
Agenda. 

Resolution 2023/26 

Moved: Clr Sally Parker 
Seconded: Mayor Nigel Bowen 

That the Committee receives and note the Progress Reports for Key Infrastructure Projects. 

Carried 
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8 Consideration of Urgent Business Items 

No items of urgent business were received. 

9 Consideration of Minor Nature Matters 

No matters of a minor nature were raised. 

 

The Meeting closed at 12.06pm. 

 

 

................................................... 

Sally Parker 

Chairperson 
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7 Reports 

7.1 Actions Register Update 

Author: Jessica Kavanaugh, Governance Advisor  

Authoriser: Jacky Clarke, Governance and Executive Support Manager  

  

Recommendation 

That the Infrastructure Committee receives and notes the updates to the Actions Register.  

 
Purpose of Report 

1 The purpose of this report is to provide the Infrastructure Committee with an update on the 
status of the action requests raised by councillors at previous Infrastructure Committee 
meetings. 

Assessment of Significance 

2 This matter is assessed to be of low significance under the Council’s Significance and 
Engagement Policy as there is no impact on the service provision, no decision to transfer 
ownership or control of a strategic asset to or from Council, and no deviation from the Long 
Term Plan. 

Discussion 

3 The Actions register is a record of actions requested by councillors. It includes a status and 
comments section to update the Infrastructure Committee on the progress of each item. 

Attachments 

1. Infrastructure Services Actions Required ⇩   

 

IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14682_1.PDF
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Information Requested from Councillors (Infrastructure Committee) 

Information Requested  Section of Local Government Act and Road Naming Policy 

Date Raised: 13 June 2023 Status: Closed 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date: 10 August 2023 

Background: 
The Councillors requested section 319 of the Local Government Act and the Road Naming Policy to be distributed to Councillors. 
Update:  These documents were provided by email to Councillors on 10 August 2023.   It was also loaded to the Hub.  
 

 

Information Requested  Waka Kotahi Further Infomation 

Date Raised: 25 July 2023 Status: Closed 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date: 05 September 2023 

Background: 
The Councillors requested further information from Waka Kotahi that James Caygill advised he would provide. Including the summer work programme and the 
programme for showgrounds be distributed to Councillors when it is available.  
Update:  James Caygill’s further information has been received by Council and was circulated to Councillors on 29 August 2023.  
Update: Councillors agreed to close this action and create a new action for Waka Kotahi  

 

Information Requested  Update on Peel Forest Landfill 

Date Raised: 08 August 2023 Status: Ongoing 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date:  

Background: 
The Councillors requested an update on the work at the Peel Forest Landfill.  
 
Update:  LINZ approval has been granted, and now ECan consent process is ongoing (oral update on timeframe to be provided at the meeting).   
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Information Requested  Waka Kotahi – State of the Highways  

Date Raised: 05 September 2023 Status: Ongoing 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date:  

Background: 
The Councillors requested Officers to respond to James Caygill  (Waka Kotahi), To address all the issues raised in the 25 Jul y meeting, and deliver what was 
advised. Also to LGOIMA Waka Kotahi to find out what they are funding back into the District.  
 
Update:  Works have commenced on state highway, Waka Kotahi (WK) to keep Council informed and provide update for the beginning of the new calendar 
year on both work programme and funding information.    
 

 

Information Requested  Seal Extension Policy Review  

Date Raised: 05 September 2023 Status: Ongoing 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date:  

Background: 
The Councillors requested a report to include the Seal Extension Policy for the ability to review this document. Including a breakdown of numbers of 
vehicles/trucks on the roads, schools and residential dwellings.  
 
Update:  Officers to provide options in the Land Transport Unit’s activity management plan as part of the Long Ter m Plan 2024-34.   
 

 

Information Requested  CityTown Steering Group   

Date Raised: 05 September 2023 Status: Ongoing 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date:  
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Background: 
It is requested that all Councillors be sent the invitations for CityTown Steering Group Meetings.  
 
Update:  Invitations to be provided for future meetings 
 

 

Information Requested  Pareora Dam Update    

Date Raised: 05 September 2023 Status: Ongoing 

Issue Owner Group Manager Infrastructure Completed Date: 8 November 2023 

Background: 
It is requested that the report that went to the Audit and Risk Committee be added to the next Infrastructure Committee agend a. 
 
Update:  Report provided to meeting on 14 November 2023.   
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7.2 Gladstone Road Stopping 

Author: Kevin Kemp, Infrastructure Planner 
Susannah Ratahi, Land Transport Manager  

Authoriser: Andrew Dixon, Group Manager Infrastructure  

  

Recommendation 

That the Infrastructure Committee endorses the road stopping proposal and initiation of the road stopping 
process for an unformed part of Gladstone Road, in accordance with Sections 342 and Schedule 10 of the 
Local Government Act 1974. 

 
Purpose of Report 

1 The purpose of the report is to seek the Timaru District Council (TDC) Infrastructure Committee support 
for the initiation of a road stopping process under the Local Government Act 1974 for the stopping of 
a defined unformed portion of Gladstone Road, Timaru.  

Assessment of Significance 

2 This matter is deemed as low significance under the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy as 
the impact of strategic assets, the number of people affected and the impact on well-being or financial 
impact by this proposal is low.   

3 By undertaking the road stopping through the Section 342 and Schedule 10 Local Government Act 
process, a period of public notification is required. This provides the opportunity for the wider 
community to have input on the proposed stopping. 

Background 

4 The Land Requirement Plan (Attachment 1) depicts the subject area, including the parcel of land, which 
is currently part of the Council road reserve (shaded in red and a land area of 903 m2).  The unformed 
portion of Gladstone Road has been maintained by the Applicant in recent years through an informal 
grazing and occupation agreement with Council’s Property Unit. 

5 In recent years, the Applicant has queried multiple times with Council around stopping the area of road 
that they occupy and maintain. Council has maintained that a written approval of the other adjacent 
landowner with frontage to the proposed stopping area (36 Gladstone Road - Lot 3 DP 70295) be 
supplied to Council to progress the road stopping procedure.  This approval has been provided. 

Discussion 

6 The defined section of Road that is proposed to be stopped is public road that is past the Council 
maintained carriageway of Gladstone Road. The defined section of road is adjacent to the Applicant’s 
property (Lot 1 DP  52695) which is to the east and north of the road and a neighbouring property (Lot 
3 DP 70295) is on the west of the road.  

7 The Applicant has been in discussion with Council since August 2014 and was provided a letter 
confirming that Council would consider the process of stopping the defined section of road.  

8 In February 2022, further confirmation was provided to the Applicant that all costs associated with the 
road closure, including staff time, survey costs, legal costs and purchase cost of the land will be at the 
Applicant’s expense. 
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9 There is a prescribed process under Schedule 10 of the Local Government Act 1974 to achieve a road 
stopping, as well as the requirement from Section 342 of the Local Government Act 1974 to obtain 
consent from the Minister of Lands for stopping of any road within a rural area. 

10 By using the road stopping process outlined in Schedule 10 of the Local Government Act 1974, public 
notification of the proposal including the call for submissions and objections is required, as per diagram 
below.   If there is an objection received, the proposed stopping can either be referred to the 
Environment Court for decision or it can be declined by Council, however its decision can be appealed 
to the Environment Court. 

 

11 To achieve the objective of amalgamating the road with the adjoining land, the road stopping process 
is the only way of moving forward.  The Local Government Act 1974 does not allow leasing of the road 
corridor land short or long term. 

12 The stopping of the subject portion of road does not affect Council’s ability to provide present and 
future well-being to the district.  It does provide an opportunity to gain revenue through the market 
price sale of land or lease that is not utilized for road or services and currently occupied by the 
applicant. 

Options and Preferred Option 

13 There are two options available: 

• Option 1 - is to maintain status quo.  A License to Occupy under the Local Government Act 
1974 could be granted for the ongoing occupation and maintenance of the current unformed 
road reserve of Gladstone Road.    

• Option 2 - the preferred option, is to support the commencement of the road stopping process 
under section 342 and Schedule 10 of the Local Government Act 1974, and subject to the 
successful completion of statutory process, the disposal and amalgamation of the stopped 
road with Lot 1 DP 52695. This will create surety for the landowner and enhance the safety of 
road users and public with access to this area no longer permitted. 
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Consultation 

14 Consultation has occurred with officers and the owner of 36 Gladstone Road, as the other directly 
affected adjoining owner/party.  Their support of the proposal is not a requirement of the Local 
Government Act 1974 process. 

15 The Local Government Act 1974 process will include a full public consultation when the stopping is 
advertised and there is an opportunity for public submissions.   

Relevant Legislation, Council Policy and Plans 

16 Local Government Act 1974 that defines the road stopping process in Section 342 and Schedule 10. 

Financial and Funding Implications 

17 All costs associated with the road stopping process will be met by the Applicant. 

18 If the road stopping is successful, the land may be disposed of to the Applicant, at a market value 
assessed by the valuation or leased. 

Other Considerations 

19 Any existing utility services within the proposed stopping area will need to be covered by suitable 
easements agreed upon by all parties.   

Attachments 

1. Land Requirement Plan ⇩  
2. Gladstone Road - Road Stopping Location Plan ⇩   

 

IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14860_1.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14860_2.PDF


Infrastructure Committee Meeting Agenda 14 November 2023 

 

Item 7.2 - Attachment 1 Page 19 

5

0

.
9

m

2

0

.
1

m

3

8

.
8

m

2

4

.

0

m

LOT 1 DP 52695

LOT 1 DP 63765

LOT 2 DP 63765

903m2

G

 
L

 
A

 
D

 
S

 
T

 
O

 
N

 
E

 
 
 
 
 
 
R

 
O

 
A

 
D

LAND REQUIREMENT PLAN

SCALE 1:750

LOT 3 DP 70295

NOTE:

AREA AND DIMENSIONS SUBJECT TO FINAL SURVEY



Infrastructure Committee Meeting Agenda 14 November 2023 

 

Item 7.2 - Attachment 2 Page 20 
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7.3 Adoption of Interim Speed Management Plan for submission to Waka Kotahi 

Author: Susannah Ratahi, Land Transport Manager  

Authoriser: Andrew Dixon, Group Manager Infrastructure  

  

Recommendation 

That the Infrastructure Committee endorse the Timaru District Council Speed Management Plan 
for submission to Waka Kotahi for approval 

 

 
Purpose of Report 

1 To provide an update on feedback from the community on the recent public engagement on 
the interim speed management plan and endorse the plan for submission to Waka Kotahi.  
This endorsement of an interim speed management plan will meet the legislative 
requirements under the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 20221. 

Assessment of Significance 

2 The proposal has a medium level of significance in terms of the Timaru District Council 
Significance and Engagement policy.  Although the change in speed limits will affect road users 
the implementation process is defined in the Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 
2022 and the speed limits are recommended but not adopted by Council.  Consultation 
undertaken is reference in the Consultation section of the report. 

Background 

3 Previously speed limits in Timaru District have been determined by Council and included in 
Chapter 11 of the Timaru District Council’s Consolidated Bylaw 20182. This was the legal basis 
for speed limit enforcement by Police until the new rule was implemented in May 2022. 

4 The Land Transport Rule Setting of Speed Limits 2022 came into force on 19 May 2022. 
Following this legislative change speed limits were transferred to a National Speed Limit 
Register administered by Waka Kotahi and no longer a Council bylaw. 

5 The new rule also changes the way speed limits are set or reviewed and there is provision for 
Council to continue to have input into setting speed limits through the following:  

• Allows the territorial authority (Timaru District Council) to develop interim speed 
management plans for local roads.  

• Encourages the territorial authority to review and set speed limits on roads outside 
schools  

• Requires the region to develop a regional speed management plan for 2024-2027 for a 
consistent approach and consult with the public as a region. 

 

1 https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/rules/docs/setting-of-speed-limits-rule-2022-as-at-21-august-2023.pdf  
2 https://www.timaru.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/182745/Chapter-11.pdf  

https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/rules/docs/setting-of-speed-limits-rule-2022-as-at-21-august-2023.pdf
https://www.timaru.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/182745/Chapter-11.pdf
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• Allows the territorial authority to develop a local interim speed management plan prior 
to the regional speed management plan.  

• Defines the speed limit around the school into Categories 1 and 2. Category 1 schools 
are urban schools and speed limits for roads outside these schools must be 30km/h 
(permanent or variable). Category 2 schools are rural schools and speed limits for roads 
outside these schools should be reduced to 60km/h or less (permanent or variable).  

6 With the new Speed Limit Rule an Interim Speed Management Plan (ISMP) has been 
developed to focus on high priority speed limit changes.  This will include setting speed limits 
in: 

• Reducing speed limits to 30km/hr on roads surrounding schools which is a legislative 
requirement. 

• Reducing speed limits on urban area fringes where urban and industrial development 
growth has extended the urban nature of the road and the rural speed limit is no longer 
appropriate. 

• Reducing speed limits in some high use active transport areas to promote a safer 
environment for users. 

7 The ISMP prioritises the safety and well-being of our community members by targeting 
kura/schools, urban fringe areas, and other high-risk locations. With the support of Te 
Runangao Arowhenua, the plan also proposes speed limit changes around the marae in the 
Timaru District. By implementing these changes, we aim to enhance road safety and create 
streets where people feel safe to walk, ride, cycle, scoot, drive, and access public transport.  

8 The three key focus areas and principles for the ISMP have been consulted on with the 
community. The submissions received are included as Attachment 1 to 7.  These submissions 
are discussed in the Consultation section later in this report. 

9 If supported by Council and approved by the Waka Kotahi Director of Transport, this Plan will 
serve as a stepping-stone towards a comprehensive district-wide Speed Management Plan, 
which will encompass a broader range of areas.  This is anticipated to make a significant 
difference in enhancing road safety and improving the wellbeing of our communities. 

10 Council will be required to develop a Full Speed Management Plan for 2024-27. This will be 
included in the Regional Speed Management Plan which will be consulted on by each of the 
councils in the Canterbury Region. This will be a detailed plan and cover speed management 
across the whole network.  

11 Effective speed management is about more than just setting speed limits, it is also about 
infrastructure and road design. However, the proposed ISMP has a focus on speed limits due 
to current funding constraints for infrastructure improvements nationally. 

12 Under Road to Zero and the Setting of Speed Limits Rule, Road Controlling Authorities must 
use reasonable efforts to implement safe speed limits around schools by 31 December 2027, 
with an interim target of 40 percent of schools by 30 June 2024. In the ISMP all schools are 
included to adopt lower speed limits earlier rather than later for equity and the safety of the 
community and budget has been allocated to put these into action in the 2023/24 financial 
year. 

13 The Community Boards were provided an opportunity to comment on speed limit changes in 
their respective areas and generally were very supportive of the proposed changes. 
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Discussion 

14 The ISMP is to transition from the way we have set speed limits in the past, to a new, more 
flexible approach that better acknowledges the local conditions and the surrounding 
environment. Rather than looking at speed limit changes on a street-by-street basis, this 
interim speed management plan establishes important management principles that have 
been developed in conjunction with the Canterbury region;  

• Survivable speeds, ensuring safety for all.   

• Safe speeds to support health, wellbeing, and liveable places for all.   

• Safe speeds that contribute to emissions reduction including, having streets where 
people feel safe to walk, ride, cycle, scoot, and access public transport.   

• Safe speeds that support land use changes as growth occurs.   

• Consistent speed limits across the Canterbury region.  

• Work with Runanga to achieve safe speeds, especially around locations of significance 
such as marae, urupā, kura and kōhanga.  

15 The plan has considered the impact of future growth of the district and what this may mean 
for future speed management. Much of the growth occurs on the urban fringes, therefore the 
plan allows designated zones where, if growth is occurring, road speed can be managed 
accordingly.   

16 Similarly, there are highly developed urban areas that are increasingly used for active 
transport (such as walking and cycling), so this interim plan will allow us to adjust speeds to 
reflect any changes in the future.  

17 The first key focus area of this draft plan is to reduce the speed limits around schools. To do 
this it is proposed that a 30km/h permanent speed limit for most schools in the district be 
implemented, with key transport corridors such as North Street, Selwyn Street, Wai-iti Road 
etc having a variable speed limit. Some rural schools are proposed to have a 60km/h variable 
speed limit due to no vulnerable road user activities occurring outside of these schools, for 
example, school bus usage and private vehicle use dominates the mode of travel.  

18 A variable speed limit is when the speed limit can change due to the road and driving 
conditions, in this instance for example, the lower speed limit will be in play when children are 
arriving or departing school, and where students are most vulnerable. Careful consideration 
was given to the function each road surrounding the school played.  If it was a high volume 
principal traffic route, then a variable speed limit was proposed as the efficiency of traffic 
movement is a consideration. Conversely, if it was a low volume local road, a permanent speed 
limit reduction was proposed as the overall road environment is suited to the reduced speed 
limit.  

19 Schools proposed to have a 30km/h permanent speed limit treatment are shown on Maps in 
Attachment 8. These schools are:  

• Arowhenua Maori School  

• Craighead Diocesan School  

• Gleniti School  

• Highfield School  
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• One School Global  

• Opihi College . 

• Pleasant Point Primary School  

• Timaru Girls High School 

20 There are rural schools that generally have very few or no students walking or cycling to school 
and predominantly private vehicle or school bus drop off.  Given this, these rural schools 
require a different speed environment approach.  These schools, shown in Maps in 
Attachment 9, are as follows: 

• Barton Rural School  

• Beaconsfield School  

• Waihi School  

21 Schools identified to be on principal roads and therefore proposed speed limits of 30km/h 
permanent or variable speed limit treatment are shown in Maps in Attachment 10 as follows: 

• Bluestone School & Timaru Boys High School  

• Geraldine High School  

• Geraldine Primary School  

• Grantlea Downs School  

• Mountainview High School  

• Oceanview Heights School  

• Roncalli College and Sacred Heart Primary School  

• St Joseph's School, Pleasant Point  

• St Joseph's School, Timaru  

• Temuka Primary School and St Joseph's School, Temuka  

• Timaru Christian School  

• Timaru South School  

• Waimataitai School  

• Winchester Rural School  

• Woodbury School  

22 Some of these schools face the state highway, therefore the speed limit will change once Waka 
Kotahi installs their speed signs outside our schools. 

23 The plan also includes a principle to manage the speed on roads in the urban and industrial 
fringes. This is to cater for development, that has already occurred or will occur over the 
period of the ISMP, in the district and to reduce the approach speed of vehicles entering the 
townships.  

24 Generally, the areas that have been included for consideration have come at the request of 
the communities living in that location, for example - Peel Forest, Waipopo and Woodbury 
Townships, Richard Pearse Drive Temuka, Kennels Road and Talbot Street. 
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25 This would allow speed reductions on urban or industrial fringe roads to either 50km/h, 
60km/h or 80km/h depending on the level of development. Maps on these changes are shown 
in Attachment 11 and listed at paragraph 27. 

26 There was a further request while engagement was taking place from the Community living 
on Cliffs, Fraser and Rolling Ridges Road to reduce the road from a derestricted open road 
speed limit to 80km/hr, a further map has been included for consideration. 

27 The roads currently planned in the interim speed management for safer speeds are:  

• Inner city streets with existing restricted speed limits: Bank St, Sophia St, Beswick St, 
Stafford St, Cains Tce (page 1) 

• Beaconsfield and Sailsbury Roads (page 2) 

• Butlers Road (page 3) 

• Brosnan, Divans, and Kennels Roads (page 4) 

• Cliff, Fraser and Rolling Ridges Roads (page 5) 

• Dawson Street and Talbot Street (page 6) 

• Heaton and Hayes Streets (page 7) 

• Kerrytown and Mill Roads (page 8) 

• Manse Road (page 9) 

• Milford Clandeboye Road (page 10) 

• Old North Road and Blair Street (page 11)  

• Orari Station Road (page 12) 

• Pages and Gleniti Roads (page 13) 

• Parade, Scarborough (page 14) 

• Peel Forest Settlement  

• Port Loop, Marine Parade, Unwin Road and Hall Street (page 15) 

• Rangitata Gorge Road, Peel Forest, Dennistoun, Ferry, Brake, Blandswood and Lookout 
Roads (page 16) 

• Richard Pearce Drive and north Town Belt (page 17) 

• Rockdale and Rocky Hundreds Roads (page 18) 

• Seadown, Meadows and Aorangi Roads (page 19) 

• Talbot Street and Winchester – Geraldine Road (page 20) 

• Tengawai, Sherris and Maze Roads (page 21) 

• Waipopo, Barrett and Connolly Roads (page 22) 

• Waitohi Temuka Road (page 23) 

• Washdyke Flat, Kellands Hill, Rosewill Valley and Seaton Roads (page 24) 

• Woodbury Settlement (page 25) 
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28 The plan also includes the key focus area of reducing speed in some highly developed areas 
within the central business districts where there are high numbers of active users (like cruise 
ship visitors, walkers, cyclists, and scooter users) on the road to promote a safer 
environment.  The streets currently planned in the interim speed management are in the 
Timaru Central Business District.  

29 Council is unable to decide changes to speed limits on state highways, because these are the 
authority of Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency. In recognition of the need for state highway 
speed limits to support safety in our communities and be consistent with the local road 
network Council Officers will continue to lobby Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency for speed 
limit changes in the Timaru District through our townships. 

Options and Preferred Option 

30 Option 1 is to not endorse the ISMP for advancement to Waka Kotahi’s Director. This option 
is not preferred as it would result in non-compliance with legislative requirements regarding 
speed reductions around schools. Additionally, it would negatively impact community 
members residing in areas that have long requested speed reductions, potentially leading to 
frustration 

31 Option 2 is to endorse the ISMP for submission to Waka Kotahi’s Director. This is the preferred 
option that aligns with Council's legislative obligations, addresses the requests from 
communities seeking change, and supports the input provided by those advocating for speed 
changes and the implementation of Canterbury Wide Principles of speed management. 

Consultation 

32 The Draft Interim Speed Management Plan has been consulted on with our community and 
feedback has been provided in attachments 1 to 7. 

33 Key Focus Area 1 – Schools achieved 61% support 

34 Key Focus Area 2 – Urban and industrial Fringe achieved 51% support 

35 Key Focus Area 3 – CBD achieved 51% support 

36 The Canterbury Wide Speed Management principles were also supported by the majority of 
respondents. 

Survivable speeds ensuring 
safety for all 

Agree Highly 
Agree 

Disagree Highly 
Disagree 

Support Oppose 

Safe speeds to support health, 
wellbeing, and liveable places 
for all. 

25% 38% 22% 15% 63% 37% 

Safe speeds that contribute to 
emissions reduction including, 
having streets where people 
feel safe to walk, ride, cycle, 
scoot, and access public 
transport.  

21% 40% 21% 18% 61% 39% 

Safe speeds that support land 
use changes as growth occurs. 

20% 36% 19% 25% 56% 44% 

Consistent speed limits across 
the Canterbury region. 
 

26% 34% 23% 17% 60% 40% 
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We will build and honour 
relationships with Runanga to 
achieve safe speeds, especially 
around locations of 
significance such as marae, 
urupā, kura and kōhanga. 

29% 35% 21% 16% 64% 36% 

 

Relevant Legislation, Council Policy and Plans 

37 Land Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limit 2022 

Financial and Funding Implications 

38 Waka Kotahi Subsidised funding is available for this work, and Council has local share allocated 
in the 2023/24 Annual Plan 

Other Considerations 

39 It is noted that there has been a change in Government and that Transport Policies are being 
reviewed.  The speed limits rule is a legislative requirement and works with Local Government 
so change is unlikely in the short term.  Speed limits on State Highways being significant 
transportation corridors may be reviewed.  

 

Attachments 

1. Speed reduction - written in comments - 2023 ⇩  
2. SubmissionFinal231018 Te Whatu Ora ⇩  
3. Speed Survey Comments ⇩  
4. Speed Limit Submission - Oct 2023 from AA ⇩  
5. Residents Speed Reduction Submission ⇩  
6. Speed Reduction Survey  - Ministry Of Ed 2023 ⇩  
7. Draft Interim Speed Management Plan Submission (rooneys) 23.10.23 ⇩  
8. Proposed Speed Limited - Schools - 30km/h permanent speed ⇩  
9. Proposed Speed Limited - Schools - Category 2 criteria ⇩  
10. Proposed Speed Limited - Schools - 30km/h permanent / variable ⇩  
11. Proposed Speed Limited -  Urban and Industrial Fringe Roads ⇩   

 

IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_1.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_2.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_3.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_4.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_5.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_6.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_7.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_8.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_9.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_10.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14878_11.PDF
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Rooney Group Limited (Head Office)  4A William Street, P.O. Box 10, Waimate 7960 
   Phone (03) 689 7881, Fax (03) 689 6299 

23 October 2023 

 

Draft Interim Speed Management Plan Submission 

Timaru District Council 

 

BY EMAIL ONLY  submission@timdc.govt.nz 

 

Dear Sir/Madam  

Draft Interim Speed Management Plan Submission 

1. On behalf of Rooney Group Limited (RGL), the following submissions are made on Council’s 

proposed Draft Interim Speed Management Plan. 

2. If there is an opportunity to speak to our submission, then RGL would like to do so. 

3. On the basis of a lack of corresponding evidence, RGL opposes all of the proposed speed limit 

changes within the district. 

4. The proposed speed limit changes both around schools and local roads are extensive without any 

specific evidence to support the changes.  It would appear that the changes proposed are planning 

for traffic growth and/or land use change that may not occur for many years, or even at all. 

5. In response to questions from Councillors at Council’s 14 May Infrastructure Committee meeting, 

staff stated that the proposed speed limits were a lot lower than they needed to be, but that the 

change in legislation meant that any changes to speed limits were required to be in accordance with 

the new Land Transport Rule, or not at all.   RGL submits that there is no need to make any 

immediate changes, and even more so until there is more certainty following the change in 

government. 

6. The extent of the changes proposed are significant, yet Council has chosen to undertake the 

minimum required consultation, that being to comply with the principles of section 82 of the Local 

Government Act 2002.  RGL submits that Council could and should undertake more direct 

consultation with industry and affected adjoining landowners.  Rooney Farms Ltd for example owns 

land directly adjoining Kerrytown Road and considers that targeted consultation with landowners 

should have occurred. 

7.  It is submitted that each site where a change in speed limit is proposed should be more extensively 

workshopped with adjoining landowners and industry to fully understand the consequences and 

outcomes sought by the proposed changes. 

8. The depth of detailed consultation undertaken to date is unknown.  At Council’s 14 May 

Infrastructure Committee meeting, staff noted that feedback from the Peel Forest and Woodbury 

communities had been received, helping justify the proposed changes.  The spectrum of this 

feedback is unclear as to whether it was all encompassing of the community, or just a portion of it.

WAIMATE (Head Office) 

ASHBURTON 

TIMARU 

OAMARU 
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9. While it is understood the cost of the new signage around schools will be government funded, it is 

assumed that the resulting sign changes to local roads will be funded by the Council.  If so, this will 

result in additional expenditure and ongoing maintenance compared to what is currently funded. 

10. The question and answer on the website states “How do you make drivers slow down to set the set 

speeds? We are only responsible for setting the road speed limits; the policing of vehicle speeds is 

the responsibility of the NZ Police.”.    This presents itself as Council not having considered the wider 

implications to the community, or the subsequent use of police resources to enforce the new speed 

limits.  There is no information provided to advise the public as to whether or not the police support 

the proposed changes. 

11. While a detailed submission on each location could be made, locations such as Winchester-

Geraldine Road north of Coach Road appear unnecessary when the Coach Road intersection has 

recently had significant safety improvements made with the addition of the new roundabout.  It is 

unclear why further changes are being proposed.  Is the road still unsafe, or is this a belt and braces 

approach? 

12. Overall, RGL is concerned about the extensive changes proposed, the length of roads affected, and 

what appears to be a lack of supporting information and limited consultation with affected road 

users.  While RGL is not opposed to Council making road safety improvements, extensive changes 

such as those proposed should be based on evidence following extensive community consultation.  

They should also be made weighing up the overall cost and benefit to the community, which is 

broader than just through Council’s lens as the Road Controlling Authority. 

 

Nathan Hole 

Senior Adviser – Environmental Policy & Projects 

Mobile:  027 243 2219 
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19 October 2023  

 

Timaru District Council 

PO Box 522 

Timaru 7949 

speedmanagement@timdc.govt.nz 

 

Tēnā koutou, 

Submission on Timaru Interim Speed Management Plan 

1. This submission has been compiled by Te Mana Ora (Community and Public Health) on 

behalf of the National Public Health Service, South Canterbury, Te Waipounamu. Te Mana 

Ora recognises its responsibilities to improve, promote and protect the health of people and 

communities of Aotearoa New Zealand under the Pae Ora Act 2022 and the Health Act 

1956. This submission sets out particular matters of interest and concern to Te Mana Ora.  

General Comments 

2. We welcome the opportunity to comment on the Interim Speed Management Plan. The 

future of health and wellbeing for people in the Timaru District is not only reliant on health 

services, but on a responsive environment where all sectors work collaboratively to address 

the determinants of health1. 

3. Transport is an important determinant of health. The mechanisms of this relationship are 

numerous. Road safety, air quality and emissions, physical activity levels and accessibility 

are some of the many factors associated with transport that have a profound impact on 

population health and wellbeing.2 In addition to direct health impacts, increased emissions 

from transport contribute to climate change and consequential health impacts.  

                                                

1 Public Health Advisory Committee. (2004) The Health of People and Communities. A Way Forward: Public Policy and 

the Economic Determinants of Health. Public Health Advisory Committee: Wellington. 
2 Shaw C, Randal E, Keall M, Woodward A. (2018) Health consequences of transport patterns in New Zealand's largest 
cities. N Z Med J. 131(1472):64–72. Epub 2018/03/23. pmid:2956593 
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4. When transport and land use planning acknowledge and take these factors into account at 

the highest level of strategic policy-making, there is potential to make significant gains in 

improving health and wellbeing and reducing inequity and healthcare costs.3  

5. The diagram below shows how the various influences on health are complex and 

interlinked4. Initiatives to improve health outcomes and overall quality of life must involve 

organisations and groups beyond the health sector, such as local government if they are to 

have a reasonable impact.5 Local government has a critical role to play in supporting the 

health and wellbeing of communities.  

 

  

                                                

3 Mizdrak A, Blakely T, Cleghorn CL, Cobiac LJ (2019) Potential of active transport to improve health, reduce healthcare 
costs, and reduce greenhouse gas emissions: A modelling study. PLoS ONE 14(7): e0219316. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0219316 

4 Barton, H and Grant, M. (2006) A health map for the local human habitat. The Journal of the Royal Society for the 

Promotion of Health, 126 (6), pp 252-253. Available from: http://www.bne.uwe.ac.uk/who/healthmap/default.asp  
5 McGinni s JM, Williams-Russo P, Knickman JR. (2002) The case for more active policy attention to health promotion. 
Health Affairs, 21(2): 78-93.  
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Specific Comments 

Advocating for changes to speed limits on State Highways in our District 

6. We strongly support the suggestions on page 3 for reducing speed on State Highways in our 

district, and support Timaru Council continuing to raise these with Waka Kotahi. They are 

consistent with the aim to “reduce speed and ensure safety for all” and “safe speeds that 

support health, wellbeing and liveable places for all.” In particular, we support raising the 

speed limit on the State Highway beside Huirapa St to enable whānau and tamariki to use 

the road safely.  

Key Focus Area 1 – School speed limits 

7. Te Mana Ora seeks ways to encourage more people to walk, scooter and cycle more often – 

for both utility and recreational trips. These are affordable ways to travel, which also create a 

safer, more liveable, socially cohesive community. We acknowledge that many users 

perceive the road network as an uncomfortable and unsafe space to do so. Speed of 

vehicular transport is a key influencer of whether people perceive a trip is safe to make by 

active transport. This is especially true for parents and caregivers considering how to get 

their tamariki safely to school.  

8. We support the lowering of speed limits around education settings. Our team work directly 

with all schools and early childhood education centres in the district through WAVE 

(Wellbeing and Vitality in Education) and through the School Travel Plan Coordinator (a 

Timaru District Council funded role).  

9. Students and families regularly feed back to us that higher traffic speeds (e.g. 50 or 70km/h) 

are a problem that makes it difficult to cross roads. The situation is compounded when 

drivers fail to stop for pedestrians waiting to cross at a pedestrian crossing. When we have 

run Project Zebra with schools and have used Vehicle Messaging Sign warning drivers of a 

crossing ahead, drivers have lowered their speed in the approach to the crossing, and their 

awareness of pedestrians has improved.  

10. In the Geraldine township, tamariki and whānau traveling across Talbot St and Cox St (SH72 

& 79) to or from either of the two schools have reported that drivers regularly do not stop for 

pedestrians at the crossings, and it can take a long time to cross. We suggest that the speed 
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be lowered to 30km/h in alignment with the Geraldine Transport Strategy (2021)6 and to put 

in place a slow speed zone beginning from Huffey St in the south, including Cox St, Talbot 

St, Hislop St through the town centre to MacDonald St. This will support people all ages to 

walk, bike and scoot around to enjoy central Geraldine. 

11. School travel plan (STP) surveys completed within the Timaru District over the last 10 years 

have highlighted speed around schools as an issue and a barrier to active transport. In the 

STP surveys families were asked what they thought would make the route safer to consider 

active transport modes. Slower traffic speeds (e.g. speed limits of 30 or 40km/h) ranked in 

the top 3 responses in all school communities surveyed. Given that high numbers of 

students are driven to school by car (range 40-85%) across seven primary schools surveyed 

between 2013-2020, lower speeds around schools are essential to improve safety and 

encourage more children to use active travel modes.  

12. Habits are developed for whānau and tamariki during preschool years, therefore it is 

important to encourage an environment that supports whānau and tamariki to establish 

habits for an active commute in these early years. Research has shown that most children 

that walk and cycle to school will maintain this behaviour as they get older7.  

13. Te Mana Ora and the National Public Health Service suggest that all schools and early 

childhood education settings (kindergartens, preschools and playcentres) are included in the 

speed management plan. While many early childhood education centres are already 

included in the proposed speed changes near schools there are some that can easily be 

included by extending a proposed area further, and others by including an additional area for 

speed change. These are detailed in Table 1 as an appendix. 

14. We support the lowering of speed limits around schools and Early Childhood Education 

centres (ECE) to 30km/h and encourage council to assign a consistent speed reduction 

around all schools and ECE of 30km/h (or 60km/h on state highways). Schools and ECE go 

off-site during the day for activities and lower speeds during the whole day enable tamariki 

and kaiako to continue walking to the swimming pool for lessons, for example. A recent cost-

benefit analysis concluded that there are significant safety benefits from permanent speed 

                                                

6 Timaru District Council (2021) Geraldine Transport Strategy. Available from: 
https://www.timaru.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/548933/Geraldine-Transport-Strategy-Adopted-20-July-2021.pdf  

7 Centre for Physical Activity and Nutrition Research (2007) What influences whether children walk or cycle to school. 

Deakin University. Available from: https://www.deakin.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0018/307008/book-7.pdf  
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reductions around schools and a high value for money of such interventions8. Therefore, Te 

Mana Ora recommends that permanent speed limits are the default. Reducing speed limits 

as a measure to improve streets for people is a more cost-effective approach than adding 

other infrastructure such as separated cycle lanes or narrowing streets9.  

Key Focus Area 2 – Urban and industrial fringes 

15. Te Mana Ora strongly supports the proposed speed changes to improve the safety and 

usability of roads for all users. A reduction in speed on the roads beside Peel Forest 

Preschool is of great benefit to enable that community to walk, bike and scoot. 

Key Focus Area 3 – Developed urban areas with a high number of active users 

16. Te Mana Ora strongly agrees with the lowering of speed limits to 30km/h in developed urban 

areas where there are a higher number of pedestrians and cyclists. A walkable centre of 

town also makes the CBD more appealing for tourists to spend time, bringing economic 

benefits. 

Survivable speeds, ensuring safety for all 

17. We strongly agree with this goal. New Zealand is one of the worst performing countries in 

the OECD regarding road safety, with a higher rate of death on roads than most other 

developed countries.10 Traffic injuries made up about 33% of overall health loss due to all 

injuries in New Zealand. Road related deaths and injuries disproportionately impact on 

children and young people, older people, Māori and people living in economically poorer 

areas.11 12 13 

                                                

8 Mandic, S., Hewitt, J., Dodge, N., & Sharma, N. (2023) Approaches to Managing Speed in New Zealand’s Capital. 

Journal of Road Safety, 34(1). https://doi.org/10.33492/JRS-D-22-00047  
9 Global action plan on physical activity (2018) 2018–2030: more active people for a healthier world. Geneva: World 
Health Organization. Available from: https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789241514187  
10 International Transport Forum (2022) Road Safety Annual Report 2022. Paris: OECD Publishing. Available from: 
https://read.oecd-ilibrary.org/transport/road-safety-annual-report-2022_badaa1a4-en  
11 Ministry of Health. (2013) Health Loss in New Zealand: A report from the New Zealand Burden of Diseases, Injuries and 
Risk Factors Study, 2006–2016. Wellington: Ministry of Health. 
12 Hosking J, Ameratunga S, Exeter D, Stewart J, Bell A. (2013) Ethnic, socioeconomic and geographical inequalities in 
road traffic injury rates in the Auckland region. Australian and New Zealand journal of public health. 37(2):162-7. 
13 Randal E, Shaw C, McLeod M, Keall M, Woodward A, Mizdrak A. (2022) The impact of transport on population health 
and health equity for Māori in Aotearoa New Zealand: a prospective burden of disease study. International journal of 
environmental research and public health. 19(4):2032. 
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Safe speeds to support health, wellbeing and liveable places for all 

18. Te Mana Ora strongly agrees with this goal. Roads and streets play a key role as a place for 

the community. Reducing speed limits in town, urban and residential areas helps people to 

meet, shop and connect to their communities and makes the place/area vibrant and liveable. 

19. Cardiovascular disease, mental ill-health, cancer and diabetes are among the major public 

health challenges in New Zealand, many of which are potentially preventable.14 15Reduced 

speed limits promote active transport by encouraging physical activity, increasing the 

walkability of a neighbourhood and improving the actual or perceived safety of walking and 

cycling. Active transport contributes to decreased likelihood of diabetes, improved mental 

health and reduced risk of diseases, such as cardiovascular diseases and cancer.16 17 18 

When more people walk and cycle it is also likely that emissions and noise will reduce, air 

quality will improve, and environmental sustainability is supported.19 

20. Speed management is a very successful measure to prevent deaths and injuries. 

International evidence showed that reducing speed to 30k/hr means a huge reduction to 

death and injuries. New Zealand-based research shows that traffic speed reductions have 

been effective at reducing injuries and deaths20. 

21. The speed we drive on our roads is a significant public health and safety issue in New 

Zealand. A recent study found that 60% of fatal crashes in New Zealand were attributed to 

speeding21. It means fewer New Zealanders would be killed and injured if we slowed down. 

                                                

14 Te Whatu Ora, Te Aka Whai Ora. (2022) Te Pae Tata - Interim New Zealand Health Plan. Available from: 
https://www.tewhatuora.govt.nz/whats-happening/what-to-expect/nz-health-plan/  
15 Genter J. A., Donovan S., Petrenas, B., and Badland, H. (2008) Valuing the health benefits of active transport modes. 
NZ Transport Agency Research Report 359. 
16Environmental Health Indicators. (2017) About Transport and Health Factsheet. Wellington: Environmental Health 
Indicators Programme, Massey University. Available from: https://www.ehinz.ac.nz/assets/Factsheets/Released-
2017/About-transport-and-health-factsheet.pdf  
17 British Medical Association. (2012) Healthy transport = Healthy lives. Available at: https://www.cycling-
embassy.org.uk/sites/cycling-embassy.org.uk/files/documents/healthytransporthealthylives.pdf  
18 Luo M, Li H, Pan X, Fei T, Dai S, Qiu G, Zou Y, Vos H, Luo J, Jia P. (2021) Neighbourhood speed limit and childhood 
obesity. Obesity Reviews. 22:e13052 
19 Saunders LE, Green JM, Petticrew MP, Steinbach R, Roberts H. (2013) What are the health benefits of active travel? A 
systematic review of trials and cohort studies. PLoS One. 8(8):e69912. 
20 Job RS, Brodie C. (2022) Road safety evidence review: Understanding the role of speeding and speed in serious crash 
trauma: A case study of New Zealand. Journal of Road Safety. 33(1):5-25. 
21 Accident Compensation Corporation, and Land Transport Safety Authority. (2000) Down with speed: A review of the 
literature, and the impact of speed on New Zealanders. Available from: 
https://www.transport.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Report/ACC672-Down-with-speed.pdf  
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Safe Speeds that contribute to emissions reduction 

22. Te Mana Ora supports the Timaru District Council in the aim “to create a safer and more 

sustainable transport network” through reducing speed limits. As noted in the TDC proposed 

plan, lower vehicle speeds not only reduce deaths and serious injury but also yield other 

health and environmental co-benefits22, as shown in the image below23 

 

23. As speed increases above 50 km/h, the levels of carbon monoxide, nitrous dioxide and 

particulate emissions increase which degrade air quality. Vehicle noise increases with 

increasing speed due to noise from the tyre-road interaction.24 

                                                

22 Rossi IA, Vienneau D, Ragettli MS, Flückiger B, Röösli M. (2020) Estimating the health benefits associated with a speed 
limit reduction to thirty kilometres per hour: A health impact assessment of noise and road traffic crashes for the Swiss city 
of Lausanne. Environment International, 145:106126. 
23 World Health Organisation. (2022) Walking and cycling: latest evidence to support policy-making and practice. 
Copenhagen: WHO Regional Office for Europe. Available from: 
https://www.who.int/europe/publications/i/item/9789289057882  
24 Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency (2022) Speed management guide: Road to Zero edition. Available at: 
https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/speed-management-guide-road-to-zero-edition/speed-management-guide-
road-to-zero-edition.pdf  
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24. A World Health Organisation report has mapped physical activity to the UN Sustainable 

Development Goals25 stating that “Safe, affordable, accessible and sustainable transport 

systems for all, particularly for those in vulnerable situations, should prioritize walking and 

cycling networks and improved public transport”. 

Safe speeds that support land use changes as growth occurs 

25. Te Mana Ora supports safe speeds and lower speeds, especially around areas where 

people move, schools, ECE and areas of residential development to create streets where 

people have positive, relaxing experiences doing a range of activities in pleasant 

environments. 

Consistent speed limits across the Canterbury region 

26. We support consistency in speed limits to enable the community to accommodate these 

changes. We support all schools and early childhood education settings to be included in the 

safe speed zones to create further consistency for our whānau and tamariki across the 

district. 

Building and honouring the relationship with Rūnanga to achieve safe speeds, 
especially around locations of significance such as marae, urupā, kura and kōhanga 

27. Te Mana Ora strongly supports Timaru District Council to continue to build and honour the 

relationship with, and prioritising the feedback from, Te Rūnanga o Arowhenua. Our 

commitment to Te Tiriti o Waitangi requires government and local government to honour the 

tino rangatiratanga of mana whenua. 

Other comments 

28. The social cost of road crashes is enormous. Road crashes cost New Zealand an estimated 

$4.6 billion in 2019.26 It also burdens our health system by increased hospitalisation, medical 

costs and long-term healthcare needs. In 2018, there were 4,363 hospitalisations for traffic-

related injuries in New Zealand, and the rate has continued to rise.27 

                                                

25 World Health Organisation (2018) Global action plan on physical activity 2018–2030: more active people for a healthier 

world. Geneva: World Health Organization. Available from: https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789241514187  
26 Te Manatū Waka Ministry of Transport. (2022) Social cost of road crashes and injuries June 2021 update. Wellington: 
Te Manatū Waka Ministry of Transport. Available from: https://rules.transport.govt.nz/area-of-interest/safety/social-cost-of-
road-crashes-and-injuries/  
27 Environmental Health Indicators. (2020) Road traffic injury hospitalisations Factsheet. Wellington: Environmental Health 
Indicators Programme, Massey University. Available from: 
https://www.ehinz.ac.nz/assets/Factsheets/Released_2020/Road-traffic-injury-hospitalisations.pdf  
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29. The risk of death or serious injury to a person walking or cycling decreases significantly with 

reductions of vehicle speed. A person walking or cycling hit by a vehicle that is travelling at 

30km/h has a 90% chance of survival. However, if they are hit by a vehicle travelling at 

50km/h, their chance of survival decreases to 20%28. Once the impact speed reaches 

70km/h, the chance of survival is virtually zero29. This is particularly relevant around schools 

and developed urban areas where the reduction of the speed limit would further improve 

safety for all road users.  

30. We recommend that council is mindful of safe speed limits when considering all other 

proposals or activities such as infrastructure changes, education and enforcement. 

Conclusion 

31. Te Mana Ora supports the proposed speed limits changes because lower vehicle speeds not 

only reduce deaths and serious injury but also yield other health and environmental co-

benefits. 

32. Te Mana Ora recommends combining the safe speed limits with other activities such as 

appropriate infrastructure changes, education and enforcement. 

33. Te Mana Ora does not wish to be heard in support of this submission. 

34. If others make a similar submission, the submitter will not consider presenting a joint case 

with them at the hearing. 

  

                                                

28 Fridman, L., Ling, R., Rothman, L. et al. (2020). Effect of reducing the posted speed limit to 30 km per hour on 
pedestrian motor vehicle collisions in Toronto, Canada - a quasi experimental, pre-post study. BMC Public Health 20, 56 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-019-8139-5  
29 Ministry of Transport. (2008) Raising the Profile for Cycling and Walking in New Zealand: A guide for decision-makers. 
Available from: https://can.org.nz/system/files/RaisingtheProfileWalkingCyclinginNZ.pdf  
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Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the Interim Speed Management Plan. 

Ngā mihi,  

 

Tanya McCall 

Acting Regional Director Public Health Te Waipounamu 

National Public Health Service 

 

 

Contact details 

Andrea Grant and Jane Sullivan 

For and on behalf of Te Mana Ora 

 

P +64 3 687 2625 

andrea.grant@cdhb.health.nz 

submissions@cdhb.health.nz  
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Appendix 

Table 1. Recommendations of extension to proposed speed changes and additional 
speed change areas. 

Address Education and Community 

Settings  

Extension or additional speed 

reduction 

Bridge Rd, Smithfield He Manu Hou preschool, Te 

Aitarakihi Centre. 

Additional 

Coonoor Rd from Otipua Rd to 

Cornwall St 

Timaru Christian Preschool 

Kowhai Kindergarten 

Additional  

Wai-iti Rd from Broadway to 

Apsley St 

Little Wonders Aoraki, 

Gleniti Playcentre, 

Presbyterian Church and Service 

Station 

Extension (Highfield School) 

College Rd from Wallace St to 

Cain St 

Aynsley St from Rhodes St to 

Cain St 

Harper St from Archer St to 

Hassall St 

North St from Grey Road to 

Harper St 

Hanan Kindergarten, Presbyterian 

Church & Playing field 

Aynsley St Preschool 

Harper St Playcentre 

 

Ti Kouka Kindergarten, 

pedestrian crossing  

Extension (Timaru Girls High 

School) 

 

 

 

 

Extension (Roncalli College) 

Wai-iti Rd from Birch St to Heath 

St 

Glenview Kindergarten, Scout 

den and Baptist Church. 

Extension (Gleniti School) 

Wai-iti Rd from Sealy St to 

Craighead St and Kiwi Drive 

Westend Kindergarten, Shopping 

centre, Westend Park and 

crossing point 

Extension (Craighead School and 

Kindergarten) 

Stafford St from North St to High 

St/Browne St 

Busy Bees Aoraki Preschool, 

Alexandra Square and play 

business 

Additional 

Douglas St from Park Ln to Athol 

Pl 

BestStart Highfield Additional (land use change) 

Hamilton St from Richard Pearse 

Drive to Whitcombe St and Scott 

Tce 

BestStart Opihi 

 

Extension (St Joseph’s School, 

Temuka) 

Dyson St Kids at Play, Temuka 

Anglican Church 

Additional 
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Cass St from Allnatt St to Davies 

St 

Rata Kindergarten 

Wallingford home 

Additional 

From Huffey St in the south, 

including Cox St, Talbot St, Hislop 

St through the town centre to 

MacDonald St Include 

Campground 

Il Nido Nest, Haywood Cottage 

Montessori 

Campground 

Additional – creates a slow speed 

zone 

Wilson St between Hislop St and 

Talbot St 

Geraldine Kindergarten 

 

Additional (extension of above) 

St Andrews St from Talbot St and 

High St to North Tce 

Geraldine Preschool 

 

Additional 
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Speed Management Survey Responses 

 

Do you agree with introducing lower speed limits outside schools within the district?  

Pro:  

• I think this is a fabulous idea and the Safety of our children and a zero Accident and death rate is the 
ultimate Goal, Thank you for leading the way in this  

• All schools should be 30kms an hour at time of traveling to and from school. Rural schools are very 
dangerous if you are having to cross the road with your child after school. Barton rural school should 
have a 30km zone at times of traveling to and from school as we are walking near the road to get our 
child to and from the car we are even crossing the road to the car. 60kms an hour is still to fast as it 
will give a child very little chance and a drive little chance to stop if a child runs out. 

• I agree that there should be speed reduction between 8-9 and 2.30-3.30 or so, but it seems excessive 
to have permanent speed changes around the schools outside school hours. 

• Absolutely!! This has needed to be done for many years!! 

• Hi yes we live 205 Barton Road just down from the school we have three children 9, 6 and 18 months 
the two oldest attend barton we are within walking distance of the school and we often do not walk 
as the speed limit down our road is 80km and often large trucks and cars are going more then this it's 
such a shame, I want my children to feel safe to walk to school but often I feel very worried for them if 
they ever do due to the lack of enforcement of speed limit on this section of road and high 

• No brainer 

• It should be manditory for all schools 

• To enable more young people to walk, scoot and bike to school we need to create environments that 
support this. Safer speeds is part of the solution. Young people are more likely to reach the 
recommended physical activity guidelines if they travel to and from school actively = health benefits. 
Slower speeds will also help make it easier to cross the streets around schools, and generally make it a 
more enjoyable neighbourhood. Get it right for our most vulnerable = right for all! 

• We all know of people killed or seriously injured in road accidents. Lower speeds are safer for 
survivability. Safer for children, elderly, disabled, all of us! 

 

Against: 

• School traffic is for a very short time morning and afternoon and only when schools are open. Holidays 
and weekends probably comprise over 50% of the year so a blanket speed restriction is totally overkill. 
We have been driving down Wai-iti Rd in the weekday mornings and 5 minutes either way can make a 
huge difference to traffic levels 

• The speed decrease should be 50 metres before and after the main entrance to the school. 30 kmph is 
just too slow or you must have a morgue full of dead bodies to justify such a decrease. 

• It already slows down during school hours and in holidays when there are no kids slowing down would 
just be a pain and unnecessary 

 
 

 
Neutral:  

 
 

• How many accidents are there at moment? Money spent teaching children road safety would be way 
more beneficial. Majority of people slow down anyway - those who don’t are very few idiots who 
would ignore speed limits anyway. Trust the people don’t control the people 

• Certainly not as permanent limits. Timed limits over start/Fin school may be appropriate in some 
areas. 
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• I think these should be temporaily around the times of school. I am a school teacher as well and 
believe it will make a difference but does not need to be all day as Children are only crossing freely 
before and after school. 

• Temporary only with flashing lights , definatly not permanent 

• They don't have to be permanent, ie 7-9am and 2-4pm during school terms have a reduction in speed 
and any time out of this the speed limit is at the posted speed 

• reducing speed limited 24/7 will only result in more speed limits being ignored. if you are to reduce 
state highway speeds, shift the highway to open country side, highways are designed for flowing traffic 
not restricted.. why have speed limits to large areas of streets when no school is on that street?. 

 

Do agree with introducing safer speeds within urban and industrial fringe zones in 
the district to respond to current and future growth? 

 

Pro:  

• North end of Temuka needs to change from 70 to 50km at Cloverleaf as multiple near miss incidents 
with current speed limit and pedestrians. It needs to also have "NO ENGINE BRAKES" Sign for Ignorant 
truck drivers who keep using engine brakes keeping all the main highway residents awake regularly as 
they apply the noisy retardors all the way down to the current 50km sign. 

• I would like Majors Road, Geraldine to be a considered as an addition for the Speed 
Management Plan. This Road in Geraldine is split on one side by Industrial and on the other 
side Residential which is busy. The narrowest point of Majors Road is approximat ely 4 meters, 
at the bend where Baybury Views Subdivision is and is also a blind corner. The current speed 
limit is 50kph which is too fast for this narrow road. Near misses have occurred with cyclists 
and dog walkers. 

• yes top end of temuka needs to be 50 ks if this speed is not reduced to 50 ks there is going to a 
death by a crash seen to many near mises also i am sick of trucks using there bloody exhaust 
brakes in this area 

• i live in the north end of temuka on main road that is 70 k that is to fast in this area as there is 
a lot of young kids and new houses so more car entering main road i have complained to trans 
roading only to be told they are not looking into it till 2030  this pisses me off i wont you to do 
something to fix this please get in touch with me get in touch with me jan.craig@xtra.co.nz 
thanks 

• I feel people see the speed limit as the target speed rather than driving to the conditions 
therefore reduced speed zones makes safer for all users 

• The current proposal for the North End of Temuka is for no change. We live at the north end of 
Temuka - it is a dangerous road for pedestrians and cyclists and drivers. Idiots insist on passing 
as soon as they hit the 100km/hr point generally driving in excess of 100km/hr. Pulling out of 
the Clover Leaf fruit/veg shop or Springfield Road frequently causes near misses with trucks 
blasting horns a on regular basis. It is almost impossible to turn right out of springfield road at 
busy times. 

 

 

Against:  

• The problem isn’t speed, it’s bad driving, the money would be better spent on policing current 
speed zones, and driver education. The existing licensing laws are slack, slow drivers cause 
others to take risks to overtake them 

• I believe that each set of roads in the list should be taken on a case -by-case basis by looking at 
the data and seeing if any have been affected by accidents in the last ten years, as well as 
considering their frequency and severity. 

• I don't agree that just because the speed limit is slower it's safer by default  
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• It will cause traffic jams  

• As for the urban area reductions, also utterly moronic. Reducing the speed isn’t going to stop 
crashes or near misses, because it doesn’t fix the driving behaviour!!! You just have to 
commute to work in peak hour to see this (the number of council vehicles  I follow can’t drive!). 
I worked at the port for years, and rarely was there an incident unless someone came down 
and wasn’t a competent driver. Same with in washdyke! This us unnecessary and as ridiculous 
as NZTA road toll to zero.  

• The traffic backlogs are bad enough as it is without further adding to congestion, people 
already reduce their speeds to the conditions. This is needless waste of tax payers money.  

• 50km per hour is fine. The only place I agree with restrictions is through the main street of 
town. 

• These speeds should remain the same. Traffic flow needs to move not be stalled.50kph has 
been safe enough in the past, why fix something that's not broken.  

• Again. Majority of people drive to conditions already. Stop wasting OUR money on ‘fixing’ what 
doesn’t need fixed 

• Reactive to current growth not forecast growth that may not occur  

 

 

Do you agree with introducing safer speeds within for developed urban ares  where a 
high number of people walk, bike and use public transport 

 

Pro:  

• Geraldine Village area needs an urgent speed reduction, at least to 30kph!!  

• Lower speed limits will aid in providing confidence & piece of mind to walkers and cyclists to 
bike & walk more often. 

• Baybury Views Subdivision will see an influx of residential housing and families on Majors 
Road. Given the split of Industrial on one side, and Residential on the other side, the vehicular 
and heavy traffic which is on this road in conjunction with the speed and its narrowness means 
this road is dangerous to foot traffic and other vehicles. Lower speed signage to 30kph or 
lower and or traffic calming measures (humps) would be welcome.   

• Pages road is growing busier with people walking and biking around the golf course, 80kmh is 
too fast especially with heavy vehicles. 50-60kmh would be a lot more appropriate 

• Urban areas and residential areas have pedestrians, 30kph is a safer speed.  

• I think that the area from state highway 1 Te Weka St Couplands down to Virtue Ave and round 
Benvenue Ave and Park View Terrace should all be a 30kmph zone. The whole area with CBay, 
the bay, tennis courts and back of Ashbury park is full of kids, cyclists  walkers (some with dogs) 
people getting the MyWay bus and generally people out and about not in the car. Some people 
treat it like a race track and speed up to 60 or more coming out of the bay and up Virtue Ave.  

• Please dont forget that some Roads like Woodbury Rd, get runners & cyclists using the road. 
The Cafe and school are major attractions. The latter means there is a lot of traffic around 
school times. A number of vehicles see it as a "hoon" strip. It should be 80Kph 

• Streets are for all users. Safer speeds will enable and engage more people to choose active 
travel options and support those people who walk, bike and use P.T Support a move away from 
a car centric approach. 

• To support this also dedicated areas for walkers and cyclists should be established to limit 
interactions between the two 
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Against:  

• None of the mentioned areas need this 

• Improve footpaths so people can walk safely, insist on foliage being cut back to property 
boundaries, more cycle lanes, more enforcement of traffic light red light runners, cell phone 
users while driving, education on roundabouts- No, the whole roundabout doesnt have to be 
empty before you can proceed 

• Totally unnecessary. Asking leading questions to get the answer you want.  

• I don't agree that just because the speed is slower it's safer  

• As far as I was aware, the areas most frequented by buses, bikes and pedestrians as proposed 
in the plan, such as King George Place and Stafford Street are already covered by 30km/hr 
zones, which don't require alteration. Apart from this, speeds are adequate 

• Was in Australia more people on streets and the speed limit was 50 to 60 you can not wrap 
people in cotton wool I see less people walking here and you have bike lanes  

• Vehicle speed is not a concern of walkers nor most cyclists and of no concern to those using 
public transportation aside from taking to long already! There is no context to your statement.  

• Roads aren’t for people to walk on. Bikes should be in bike lanes or if there is none on the side 
of the road or not on the road at all. 

• If people don’t want to bike on the road there are plenty of other places they can go - rail trail 
etc where they aren’t on the road. Motorists need more education about how to stay out of 
they cycle lanes. 

• If there is road to these people not in vehicles then perhaps there needs to be other things out 
in place for them. There are plenty of places to walk and bike not in congested traffic areas. If 
it is a question of commuting to work etc, if we continue to reduce vehicle speed, cyclists and 
pedestrians may become complacent 

• Everyone should know the road rules, pedestrians etc. Congestion of traffic could become 
more of a problem. Slower speeds around schools at drop off & pick up times is good but not 
permanently at other times 

• We don't have a high number of people walking and biking, or using public transport from 
what I've seen of myway buses. Teach kids road safety and zero tolerance for speeding.  

• 50kph has been safe enough in the past, why fix something that's not broken.  

• Already provision for this in the road code, re if conditions allow-traffic, pedestrians etc. 

• Again why change things that dont need fixed. Also cyclists need to take some responsibilties 
as well, they are often all over the road and they do not pay road users.  

• They have cycleways and they often choose no not use them 

 

 

Do you have any other comments on the draft plan? 

 

 

 

Pro: 

• Paving the way for improvement Is always a challenge Let's go forward in changing the thought 
Process around safety Well done 

• Definitely speed restrictions around Timaru South School I go pass there every day and it’s 
dangerous when heading south going towards the school crossing and not being able to see 
clearly with other cars at the intersection 

• Thanks for doing this its long overdue. Would love to see some speed cameras at Bluestone 
Otipua Rd and Timaru South, I see people speed in those areas everyday and I've even had a 
man road rage beeping his horn and tailgating me for slowing to 40km and scared some 
children by doing so. 
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• Many rural roads are narrow and shouldn't be 100kph, 80 would be more sensible and in 
keeping with emission reduction goals. But speed has to be enforced.  

• Anything to keep children , adults, elderly, walkers and cyclists safe is excellent . There are too many 
young aggressive drivers about who drive on our local roads without any awareness of safety or care 
for others. Good to see the council being proactive. 

• The north end of Temuka from 70km sign till Springfield Road should be down to 60km speed 
limit as so many people walk/run and bike on the main road and I've seen many kids and 
elderly crossing the road from Donald st and the people park the cars across fr om Cloverleaf 
Orchard and walk across. 

• EVERY DAY I SEE MOST DRIVERS NOT HEADING TO THE REQUIRED 20 k when passing an active 
school bus off loading kids. SOME BUSES HAVE A LIT SIGN SAYING 20k BUT ALL SCHOOL 
BUSESSHOULD HAVE IT SND THE POLICE NEED TO STEP UL TO ENFORCING THE 20 k rule. I have 
never seen them enforcing it 

• We live on king st temuka North and would like to see the speed limit dropped to 50 as we 
have a lot of children, elderly and disabled people here . The traffic goes way to fast no person 
would have a chance of surviving if they got hit at 70kmph. Please c onsider changing this 
speed . Thank you. 

• We ask to permanently lower the speed limit to 60km, and have a variable limit in line with 
other schools at pick up/drop off hours. Reasons are: Majority of parking is roadside, high foot 
traffic, Busy road to Town, 60% car drop off, 40% bus, barrier for students biking (2km radius)-
SAFETY. 

• A human life is priceless. Embrace Change and focus on what the people of Timaru are asking 
for and need. 

 

 

 

Against:  

• We have laws around safe speed limits already in legislation and upheld by police. I see no 
point in further confusing road users and drivers by introducing new local rules. We have 
visitors to our region. The rules work now. This is a waste of ratepayers money and better 
spent elsewhere 

• You are trying to slow traffic in areas that need to flow There is no safety risk in these areas. 
This is a complete waste of time. Please stop wasting our money Please build a bike trail 
between Geraldine to Timaru There is no bike safety lane . That's th e problem. 

• The speed zones set are already safe. Variable speed zones are great when more mistake 
prone citizens are present. But if a motorist isn’t able to identify the possibility of extra 
hazards and changing circumstances then the inconveniences implemented by s peed zone 
change are rather pointless. 

• The language that is used says it all- it’s a war on cars disguised as “safety”. No thanks, things 
are fine how they are and BTW stop wasting my rates on crap like this  

• Nice work in making all the questions make it sound like new safe speeds are the only 
reasonable option. And that the only option is reducing speeds without making the reading 
infrastructure safer. Or any other options being present 

• Consistent speeds at 50/80/100 km. AS THEY ARE! it is entirely unnecessary to change these 
areas. There are few crashes in the area. We shouldn’t be catering to the stupidest people in 
society, because their behaviour won’t change at any rate. Whoever wrot e this needs to pay 
back their salary. 

• This is just ridiculous. We don't need to be molly coddled. We're quite capable of using our 
own common sense and driving to various conditions. The problem with govt and local govt is 
too many restrictions these days. Let people think for themselves! All this keeping safe bs is 
beyond a joke. 
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• What is the real reason for these changes I don’t believe our council is honest reflecting these 
changes for the right reason. We need to keep people safe but it’s not the speed of traffic it’s 
the horrific state of our roads. There is plenty of money for roads to be maintained it’s being 
hidden 

• Yet another big brother taking over our life’s  

• Please stop wasting tax payers money on creating frustration and congestion and put it into 
places that need it more like maintaining our road surfaces and footpaths so people can safely 
use the road without being distracted by all the hazards IN/ ON the r oad and footpath. 

• This will not change a thing, nz is full of poor driveers  

• These speed changes are a waste of time, you don’t notice them when driving. NZs roads are 
better with limited changes of speed, that is what the public are used to. These suggestions 
just create confusion for drivers. Stop wasting money on bad ideas.  

• This is a terrible questionnaire. How much did this cost ratepayers to put together? And I 
would say we are all kiwis. Why is it more important to have safe speeds " especially around 
locations of significance such as marae, urupa, kura and kohanga? We all  bleed the same. 
Asolute rubbish. 

• Unnecessary changes for most situations when there are mire important things to focus on!!  

• Why this sudden change? Has there been an increase in accidents and injuries? I haven’t seen 
this. 

• Lowering the speed limits to these extreme measures will will create more frustration & more 
accidents. Offer more free drivier safety classes instead.  

• Āll drivers, cyclists, pedestrians, etc to consider others, along with self responsibility. Pay 
attention! 

• Someone looking after the roads in our district didn't have a train set when they were a child?! 
They need to get one, resign from their position immediately, and let someone with common 
sense take over! Its getting harder to drive around this district not  easier and certainly not 
safer!! 

• Who is trying to justify their job with this rediculous plan 

• Stop wasting OUR money trying to fix what doesn’t need fixed. Trust the people to drive to the 
conditions. Majority of people drive to the conditions ie it is just what you do is slow down at 
school in & out times Decrease our rates in these tough times and stop wasting our money 

• I strongly disagree with lowering the speed limit at all anywhere, this is PC gone mad, what we need 
are better roads and infrastructure like Australia with decent highways that you can have a speed limit 
set at 100 to 110.  

• Should be left the same more speed monitoring done by the police with higher fines for 
speeding inside school time. You do not need to put the whole street in a 30 kph other wise 
you would need to put North street at 30 kph 

• I hope this stays in “Draught “ and goes no further but it won’t will it the decision has been 
made already and you are softening us up with a bloody touchy-feely survey. 

• Motor vehicles are a fact of life. People have to learn to live with them on the roads. We have 
very low traffic levels compared to bigger centres so should not impose the same restrictions 
as them. Recent crossing improvements have enhanced the car/pedest rian interface without 
speed restrictions s 

• Money needs to be spent smarter. Widen streets where possible in the proposed areas, have 
median strips and more designated pedestrian crossings with islands and bollards in the centre 
for safety, allowing traffic to flow freely and pedestrians to remain a lert. 

• Fix the roads first make them safer to drive on Fix areas with bad visibility caused by parking to 
close to corners and intersections Look at the parking around schools and businesses (double 
parking) Fix the road marking paint (s hardly visible in the rain) Trucks at intersections 

• Speeds across NZ are already low. To reduce them even more is ridiculous. Would love to see 
data on how many accidents occur outside schools etc due to speed. Not many if any....  

• I think this truly is over the top. Not enough information has been provided locally in regards 
to injuries/accidents to warrant this hugely inconvenient reduction in speed. It will cause more 
congestion on the road, in turn creating frustrated road users who are then more likely to risk 
take. 
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Neutral/Other:  

• Better signage at pedestrian crossings in the region! The old orange balls are hardley looked 
after let alone noticeable LEDs are the way to go. e roading team 

• Build & honouring relationships should also be applied to all South Canterbury places of significance 
eg meeting Places, cemetaries etc and not just Rununga ones. 

• Please wake up Council! You are probably as ignorant as most of the general TV watching anesthetized 
population. This is designed to make cities unliveable and discourage us from using our cars. Soon you 
will be removing parking and encouraging people to use their bikes or the busses. 

• Time and money would be far better off spent keeping the roads in a safe state instead of 
cutting corners all the time and educate drivers 

• Trying to slow people down will only increase the inattention. The speed limit should be set to 
the natural speed of the road so that focus is maintained. Adding many speed zones creates 
more inconsistency within the region. Simply slowing people down is n ot the answer 

• The nirth end of Temuka definitely needs change from Lachlan street to Springfield Road, 
people ducking into the garden, vege shop, very dangerous area.  

• Educate people. My children go to south school and that crossing and intersection is horrible. I 
know it’s a state highway 1 road but it needs fixed or someone will get killed crossing it. There 
are so may near misses. Maybe someone from the council should  go and have a look for the 
week and see. 

• In relation to CBD speed. I think what would make the CBD thrive is blocking off from cannon 
street to church street there's no reason to have to drive down there allow the business to 
branch out into the street set up tables etc, 

• Continue focus on school bike safety, teaching children how to use pedestrian crossings 
correctly now that they have been removed from school zones, how to use traffic lights and 
not step into in front of vehicles. Educating cyclists not to be 3 wide forci ng vehicles over 
center line. 

• We need more policing of the speed limits we have now. Lowering the speed limits in some 
areas will cause congestion, delays and certainly won't stop the idiots that don't obey the 
current rules now. And fars idling along at slower speed to get anywhere wi ll just add more 
emissions. 

• Please think about our community and safety and reconsider the decision to do nothing about 
road safety at the North End of Temuka. Or are you waiting for a fatality before acting?  

• the speed limit needs to be 50 k per hour from springfeild road at top end of temuka its crazy 
at 70k per hour with young school kids and trying to get on to main road from drive ways ectra  

• Prove that that speed reduction is needed in Timaru and in the rural areas. Improving the 
roads instead of reducing the speed. 

• The biggest problem around schools are the parents picking their kids up. They pull out from 
car parks without indicating, double parking, walking the kids across the road without checking 
for traffic. The current limit isn't the problem, but any changed i t should only apply during 
school hours . 

• The biggest problem around schools are the parents picking their kids up. They pull out from 
car parks without indicating, double parking, walking the kids across the road without checking 
for traffic. The current limit isn't the problem, but any changed i t should only apply during 
school hours . 

• Something NEEDS to be done on luxmoore Road before someone or something gets hit. It's a 
straight bit of the road with a rise heading to Selwyn St. Please I've asked before something 
needs to be done. I've got a 10 year old and 3 year old ones in school th e other will be 
eventually to. 

• I think that the 30 km limit should go right to Damion Ave on wilkin street as temuka primary 
school is on that corner 
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• put road rules back in schools with visiting Police using bikes and pedal cars with stop & give 
way signs, no parking over footpaths etc... 

• This plan needs more thought put into it. You have a 30km when school is open on wilkin 
street but on other streets surrounding it is permanent 30km which does not make sense. 
There is no 30km reduction on domain ave and yet students walk. Why cant school zones be 
30km in school zone then back to 50 

• Spend more on fixing roads properly with better technique's, for the approach of slapping a bit 
of cold mix asphalt in a pothole is rubbish and lasts 1 day 

• I am suprised that no one has had a bad accident at hwy 1 springfeild rd intersection the hwy 
should have a turning lane alot of people say its dangerous .the orchard between there and 
donald street could do with a speed reduction allot of people coming and going 

• Widen the back roads ie: Rosebrook rd, Claremont rd, Fairview rd. as driving a truck and trailer 
up them with cyclists on blind corners is getting to be a larger problem. As a constant user of 
those roads in a truck and trailer I feel speed is only a minor  part of the problem. 

• when are we going to get action why is there no changes at top end of temuka you need to do 
your job we voted you in for and get this erea changed 

• I am concerned with 80, 60kph. The existing 100kph to 50kph is ridiculous, but until many 
NZ’ers drive more safely and stick to speeds required,I cannot see how some changes will help. 
?Dedicated Traffic Police may need to make a comeback. I know there are  Highway Patrol 
Police. 

• The terms listed in the "quick answer" section are lot defined, which makes it difficult to 
answer to a higher degree of accuracy. I am disappointed that Pareora speed changes aren't a 
priority for this plan, as that is one place where reduction of speed i s highly needed for public 
safety. 

• Living on the main road we would like to see the speed limit lowered to 50 kph from Lachlan 
street to Donald street as leaving our property we have vehicles speeding up from one 
direction and slowing down from the other. Winchester has a 50 kph from one en d of the 
township to the other. 

• I Do not support 40kph zones. 

• Kindergartens should be aligned with school speed policys.  

• Barton Rural should be a 30kph. 
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18 October 2023 

 

Timaru District Council 
2 King George Place 
Timaru 7910 
 
NZAA Submission 
 
Draft Interim Speed Management Plan 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Timaru District Council Interim Speed Management 
Plan. 
 
AA South Canterbury is an organisation with over 16000 members locally and represents the interests of 
those members.  We make our comments in light of our role in the community. 
 
Our overarching view is that the recent election has led to a change in Government with the stated 
intention of the new Government to urgently review the Speed Limit Setting Rule (2022).  They will also 
produce a new GPS which will set a new direction for transport in NZ.  For this reason, we consider it 
inappropriate to continue with the consultation when there is likely to be a new environment and rule for 
setting speed limits in the near future.   
 
Notwithstanding that point, we note that several of the proposed changes in the plan apply to schools in 
the District.  There is a legislative requirement that Councils address speed limits outside schools, and it 
would appear that this aspect of speed management does have the support of the incoming government.  
The AA has supported changes in speed limits outside school gates, but it is our very strong view that all 
changes should be to variable limits, not permanent limits, timed to coincide with the hours that school 
children are entering and exiting schools.  For that reason, we would like to see those schools that are 
proposed to have permanent limit changes here, moved to variable limit changes unless specific reasons 
not related to the school have been identified.  An example being Studholme Street and Guild Road in 
Temuka.  The speed differential between the rural area and the variable speed limit in Winchester is one 
we have submitted to NZTA on previously and we would not support for another example. 
 
We also note that Pages Road only has a variable speed limit for Mountainview High School but not St 
Joseph’s School. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THE NEW ZEALAND 

AUTOMOBILE 

ASSOCIATION 

INCORPORATED. 

 

99 Albert Street 

Auckland 

PO Box 5 

Auckland 

New Zealand 

 

T. +64 9 966 8800 

W. aa.co.nz 
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To reiterate, it is our overarching view that wider speed limit consultations should be paused while the 
government reassesses the rules that govern the process.  However, whatever the result of that 
reconsiderations, we have briefly reviewed the material online that outlines the changes proposed and 
we note that there is no business case provided for the changes which would indicate the costs and 
benefits of the proposed changes.  We consider the business case should form part of any robust 
consultation process.  Prior to being able to provide meaningful feedback on the proposals, we think that 
the TDC should provide at least the following information for the sites proposed for speed limit changes: 

 

• The current average free flow vehicle speeds 

• Numbers of fatal, serious and minor injury crashes for the last five years 

• The Infrastructure Risk Rating 

• Whether that road is classified as a high-benefit speed management road 

• Any planned improvements to the road in the next three years (the speed management plans are 
supposed to include infrastructure improvements as well) 

• How many deaths and serious injuries per year the changes are expected to deliver in total. 
 

We also note that the Interim Speed Management Plan addresses only speed limits.  There is no 
consideration in the plan of how these speed limits might fit into a wider consideration of speed 
management throughout the District which is a more holistic treatment of the network.  Speed limit 
changes alone are less likely to achieve the intended speed and behaviour changes.   
 
We have concerns that some of the speed limits that the Council is proposing to promote to NZTA have 
not been considered in enough depth.  An example being the proposed 20 or 30 km/hr speed limit on 
SH78 which is the main access for heavy vehicles to the Port of Timaru. 
 
We also know that the speed camera on SH1 at Arowhenua is one of the highest ticketing speed cameras 
in the country.  Reducing the speed limit from 80 to 60 km/hr is unlikely to be successful in changing 
behaviour without significant physical changes to the speed environment. 
 
Desired Response 
Notwithstanding our conditional support for changes to speed limits around school gates subject to 
further discussion, we consider that the consultation process should be placed on hold until the new GPS 
and Speed Limit Setting Rules are in place.   
 
We consider that further detailed analysis of the business should be provided as part of the consultation. 
 
 
Kind regards, 
 
 
Antoni Facey 
Chairman South Canterbury District Council 
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Rolling Ridges, Cliffs, Fraser, Taiko 

Hall & Sutherlands Road’s Speed 

Reduction Submission.

Real People, 

           Real Lives, 

                      Real Risk.
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Background.

➢ Parts of Rolling Ridges, Cliffs, Fraser, Taiko Hall & Sutherlands Rd’s are unsealed,

➢ There is an ever increasing volume of traffic, 

➢ Heavy vehicles are abundant during Ag season, 

➢ For over 10yrs locals have petitioned Timaru DC to address the issues they face 

due to the nature of the road surface,

➢ Unsealed surfaces cause considerable negative effects on the health, Safety & 

wellbeing of the community.
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Community Impact.

➢ The 37 home’s shown 

are located on, or 
impacted by the 

unsealed roads;
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Residents Feedback. 
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Residents Feedback Cont. 

➢ Oct ‘23 Submission Community Support Survey,

100%

0% 0%

Support this proposal Have no opinion on this Are not in favour

Response
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Traffic Volumes.  

➢ Metering has been done at 

random dates, 

➢ Despite this, the general 

increase is hard to ignore,

➢ Timaru DC refused residents 

requests to carry out a 

special count that would 

provide a reliable 

comparison / peak traffic.

59

41
34.1

52.4

90.9

117.5

56.8

Fraser Rd

30/7/15

Cliffs Rd

30/7/15

Fraser Rd

11/5/17

Cliffs Rd

22/3/18

R.R.Road

04/12/2018

R.R.Road

23/11/21

Fraser Rd

19/9/23

Vehicle count
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Road metering Data cont.

➢ 15% of vehicles counted where travelling ABOVE these speeds;

75.2
75.6

79.6 79.5

77.2

76.7

75.8

Fraser Rd

30/7/15

Cliffs Rd

30/7/15

Fraser Rd

11/5/17

Cliffs Rd

22/3/18

R.R.Road

04/12/2018

R.R.Road

23/11/21

Fraser Rd

19/9/23

Speed - Km/hour
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Record keeping.

➢ Due to methods / criteria, when asked previously since ’20,
8 crashes were acknowledged by Timaru DC / Road safety SC,
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Community Reporting since May ‘17.

➢ Locals have submitted 12 reports of “Crashes or Evidence of a Crash”

to Timaru DC &/or Police;
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Community Reporting cont.

➢ Locals have submitted 4 “Near Miss” reports to Timaru DC &/or Police;
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Community Reporting cont.

➢ Locals have submitted 4 “Dangerous Driving” reports to Timaru DC &/or Police;



Infrastructure Committee Meeting Agenda 14 November 2023 

 

Item 7.3 - Attachment 5 Page 63 

  

Community Reporting cont.

➢ Locals have submitted 24 “Road Safety or Quality” reports to Timaru DC 

&/or Police;



Infrastructure Committee Meeting Agenda 14 November 2023 

 

Item 7.3 - Attachment 5 Page 64 

  

Stance on Safe Driving.

➢ Timaru DC; 

➢ Test unsealed road surface suitability up to a maximum speed of 70kph & 

recommend 80kph for unsealed roads,

➢ Daniel Naude, Road Safety South Cant. re Timaru DC 2018 metering;

➢ “I’m confident that Council will reduce the current 100km/h speed limits on shingle 

roads to a safer limit”

➢ Andrew Dixon, Timaru DC infrastructure manager; 

➢ “Even though open road speed limits are 100kph, unsealed roads are not designed 

or meant to be driven at 100kph”
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Stance on Safe Driving cont.

➢ Mid & South Canterbury Road Safety; 

➢ Community involvement is an essential component in achieving our road 

safety targets.

➢ Our road safety actions support health, wellbeing, and liveable places.

➢ We make safety a critical decision-making priority.
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Stance on Safe Driving cont.

➢ Mackenzie DC;

➢ “When driving on unsealed roads, you should reduce your speed to no 

more than 70km/h”

➢ Is considering reducing the speed limit to 80kph on all of its of its >500km of 
rural roads.

➢ Ashburton DC ‘20;

➢ Reduced the speed on almost 100kms of its rural roads to 80kph.

➢ Waitaki DC;

➢ “Later in 2023, we will be preparing a Full Speed Management Plan to 

consider wider principles, appropriate speed changes,, to support road 

safety for the whole of our District roading network”.

➢ Waimate DC;

➢ Reduced the speed of numerous non urban areas with a build up of 

residences inc. Holme Station Corner, Hakataramea, Malloys Rd, Glenavy, 
Makikihi & Te Akatarawa Rd, to <80kph .
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Every Day Danger.

➢ “The Rural Race Track”,

➢ Braking hard around a corner,
towing a trailer, 

Safe speeds?
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Lives at Stake.
➢ Full speed, with a fuel bowser, over a blind ridge,

➢ Fully loaded, flat tack, past cars waiting at the school bus stop,

➢ Police spoke to the director of the company, who was appalled. 

➢ Real People,   Real Lives,   Real Risk.
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Solution in hand?

➢ We request that Timaru DC & Road safety South Canterbury 

consider this submission in earnest,

➢ That they support the community's desire for improved safety and a 

more liveable environment, benefiting all,

➢ To achieve this we ask you to incorporate, the following speed 

reduction’s into your current plan;
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“Together, we can make a significant difference in enhancing 

road safety and improving the wellbeing of our communities”

- Timaru DC
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Sensitivity: General 

Feedback on the Timaru District Council – Draft Interim Speed Management Plan 

 

To:   Timaru District Council  

Name of submitter: Ministry of Education (‘the Ministry’)  

Address for service: C/- Beca Ltd 
   PO Box 13960 
   Christchurch 8141 

Attention:  Jono Gemmell  

Phone:   03 363 3464 

Email:   jono.gemmell@beca.com  

This is feedback on the Timaru District Council Draft Interim Speed Management Plan 

Background  

The Ministry of Education (‘the Ministry) is the Government’s lead advisor on the New Zealand education system, 
shaping 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 on 
existing and future educational facilities and assets in the Timaru district. 

The Ministry of Education’s feedback is: 

Timaru District Council (TDC) are seeking feedback on the Draft Interim Speed Management Plan which is part of 
the Road to Zero Integrated National Road Safety Strategy. TDC has adopted an area-wide approach to promote 
road safety around schools and other high-risk areas. This initiative includes a combination of permanent 30km/h 
and 60km/h speed limits, as well as the implementation of variable speed limits on busier roads during specific 
times before and after school start and finish times. The primary objective is to ensure the safety and well-being of 
our community members, particularly children travelling to and from school. 
 
In addition to targeting kura/schools and urban fringe areas, this plan also addresses speed limit changes around 
marae in the Timaru District, with the support of Te Runangao Arowhenua. The overall goal is to enhance road 
safety and create a welcoming environment where people feel secure to walk, ride bicycles, use scooters, drive, 
access public transport, and enjoy the various modes of transportation available. 

The Draft Interim Speed Management Plan for the Timaru District focuses on reducing speed limits around schools. 
The plan proposes a permanent 30km/h speed limit for most schools, while rural schools with no vulnerable road 
user activities would have a variable 60km/h speed limit. Research shows that these lower speed limits decrease 
the chance of crashes and reduce the severity of injuries.  

The plan categorises schools into Category 1 (30km/h permanent speed limit) or Category 1 (permanent or 

variable speed limit treatment) and Category 2 (60km/h variable speed limit). Some schools facing the state 
highway will have their speed limits changed once relevant signage is installed by Waka Kotahi. 
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Sensitivity: General 

The following schools are proposed to be in Category 1 with 30km/h permanent speed limit treatment: 

• Arowhenua Māori School  

• Craighead Diocesan School  

• Gleniti School  

• Highfield School  

• One School Global 

• Opihi College 

• Pleasant Point Primary School  

• Timaru Girls High School  

The following schools are proposed to be in Category 2 with 60km/h permanent or variable speed limit treatment 
(the speed limit is in force during school travel periods):  

• Barton Rural School  

• Beaconsfield School  

• Waihi School  

The following schools are proposed to be in Category 1 with 30km/h permanent or variable speed limit treatment. 

• Bluestone School & Timaru Boys High  

• Geraldine High School  

• Geraldine Primary School  

• Grantlea Downs School 

• Mountainview High School  

• Oceanview Heights School  

• Roncalli College and Sacred Heart Primary School  

• St Joseph's School, Pleasant Point  

• St Joseph's School, Timaru  

• Temuka Primary School and St Joseph's School, Temuka  

• Timaru Christian School permanent  

• Timaru South School  

• Waimataitai School   

• Winchester Rural School  

• Woodbury School  

The Ministry have received feedback from Timaru Girls High School, which suggested including Hassall Street 

(between Cain and Buchanan Street) in the 30km/h zone due to heavy student traffic from both Roncalli and 

Timaru Girls Schools. This area serves as a vital entry point for the school and boarding hostel, with bus stops on 

both sides of the road. During peak hours, the this area becomes congested. 

Moreover, Timaru Girls High School highlighted the importance of reevaluating the speed limit on College Road. 

This road is essential for school activities, as it houses the school's field used for physical education, sport 

practices, and games. Additionally, the area around the intersection of College Road and Cain Street is frequented 

by students, with nearby facilities such as a play centre, kindergarten, and church. College Road, being a high-

speed route at the base of a hill, experiences significant traffic flow, as commuters use it to access the main 

highway and avoid the congested Otipua/SH1 intersection. Proposed changes as requested by Timaru Girls High 

School are shown by a solid red line in Figure 1 below:  
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Sensitivity: General 

 

Figure 1 Proposed Changes as requested by Timaru Girls High School. 

Other schools affected by the proposed changes were also contacted, however, none have responded at the time 

of this submission. 

Some of the above schools face the State Highway, therefore the speed limit will change once Waka Kotahi installs 

speed signs outside their schools. 

By implementing these changes, the goal is to create safer road conditions around schools and reduce the risk of 
accidents involving pedestrians and vehicles. 

The Ministry’s position on the Plan 

 The proposed changes will aim to create safer traffic environments around schools, and it will be important for the 
Ministry to communicate its support for this outcome through formal feedback. However, the Ministry request  a 
permanent speed reduction outside all schools in the future, instead of the proposed variable reductions for 
category 1 and 2 schools. 

The reason for advocating permanent reductions around all Phase 1 and 2 schools is that the Ministry recognises 
that schools are used by students, teachers, and the public outside regular operating hours. Therefore, speed 
reductions should reflect this usage pattern and seek that this always remain in effect. This would help ensure the 
safety of all individuals using school premises, regardless of the time of day.  
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Sensitivity: General 

As such the Ministry requests that the variable speed limits outside (Westmount School, Woodbury School, 
Winchester Rural, Waimataitai School, Timaru South School, Temuka Primary School, St Joseph's School, Temuka, 
Roncalli College, Sacred Heart Primary School, Oceanview Heights School, Mountainview High School, Grantlea 
Downs School, Geraldine High School, Bluestone School, Timaru Boys High,  One School Global, Gleniti School, and 
Opihi School) be changed to permanent to recognise that kura use school facilities outside of standard pick-up and 
drop-off times. 

The Ministry also seeks that the variable speed limit outside Barton Rural School be changed to permanent to 
recognise that kura use school facilities outside of standard pick-up and drop-off times. This will align with 
permanent speed limit reductions for other rural schools across the District including Beaconsfield School and 
Waihi School.  

The Ministry also requests TDC to consider a 30km/h speed limit on College Road (between Cain and Buchanan 
Street) and Hassall Street (between Cain and Buchanan Street), as suggested by Timaru Girls High School.  These 
changes aim to create safer traffic environments for students and pedestrians. All affected schools were contacted 
by the Ministry, and  with the exception of Timaru Girls High School, no feedback has been received to date. Please 
engage WITH Timaru Girls High School directly to discuss their feedback. 

The Ministry does not wish to be heard in support of their submission. 
 
The Ministry seeks to work with Timaru District Council to ensure a safe road network is provided for all road users 
and appreciates the opportunity to provide feedback. Please get in touch with the undersigned if further 
information is needed. 
 

The Ministry contact person for asset planning is Walter Lettink. Contact details for Walter are:    

Walter Lettink 

Infrastructure Manager- Asset Planning   

+6433787805 

Walter.Lettink@education.govt.nz  

  

  

______________________________________________  

Jono Gemmell  

Planner – Beca Ltd   

(Consultant to the Ministry of Education)   

Date: 19/10/2023  
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Rooney Group Limited (Head Office)  4A William Street, P.O. Box 10, Waimate 7960 
   Phone (03) 689 7881, Fax (03) 689 6299 

23 October 2023 

 

Draft Interim Speed Management Plan Submission 

Timaru District Council 

 

BY EMAIL ONLY  submission@timdc.govt.nz 

 

Dear Sir/Madam  

Draft Interim Speed Management Plan Submission 

1. On behalf of Rooney Group Limited (RGL), the following submissions are made on Council’s 

proposed Draft Interim Speed Management Plan. 

2. If there is an opportunity to speak to our submission, then RGL would like to do so. 

3. On the basis of a lack of corresponding evidence, RGL opposes all of the proposed speed limit 

changes within the district. 

4. The proposed speed limit changes both around schools and local roads are extensive without any 

specific evidence to support the changes.  It would appear that the changes proposed are planning 

for traffic growth and/or land use change that may not occur for many years, or even at all. 

5. In response to questions from Councillors at Council’s 14 May Infrastructure Committee meeting, 

staff stated that the proposed speed limits were a lot lower than they needed to be, but that the 

change in legislation meant that any changes to speed limits were required to be in accordance with 

the new Land Transport Rule, or not at all.   RGL submits that there is no need to make any 

immediate changes, and even more so until there is more certainty following the change in 

government. 

6. The extent of the changes proposed are significant, yet Council has chosen to undertake the 

minimum required consultation, that being to comply with the principles of section 82 of the Local 

Government Act 2002.  RGL submits that Council could and should undertake more direct 

consultation with industry and affected adjoining landowners.  Rooney Farms Ltd for example owns 

land directly adjoining Kerrytown Road and considers that targeted consultation with landowners 

should have occurred. 

7.  It is submitted that each site where a change in speed limit is proposed should be more extensively 

workshopped with adjoining landowners and industry to fully understand the consequences and 

outcomes sought by the proposed changes. 

8. The depth of detailed consultation undertaken to date is unknown.  At Council’s 14 May 

Infrastructure Committee meeting, staff noted that feedback from the Peel Forest and Woodbury 

communities had been received, helping justify the proposed changes.  The spectrum of this 

feedback is unclear as to whether it was all encompassing of the community, or just a portion of it.

WAIMATE (Head Office) 

ASHBURTON 

TIMARU 

OAMARU 
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9. While it is understood the cost of the new signage around schools will be government funded, it is 

assumed that the resulting sign changes to local roads will be funded by the Council.  If so, this will 

result in additional expenditure and ongoing maintenance compared to what is currently funded. 

10. The question and answer on the website states “How do you make drivers slow down to set the set 

speeds? We are only responsible for setting the road speed limits; the policing of vehicle speeds is 

the responsibility of the NZ Police.”.    This presents itself as Council not having considered the wider 

implications to the community, or the subsequent use of police resources to enforce the new speed 

limits.  There is no information provided to advise the public as to whether or not the police support 

the proposed changes. 

11. While a detailed submission on each location could be made, locations such as Winchester-

Geraldine Road north of Coach Road appear unnecessary when the Coach Road intersection has 

recently had significant safety improvements made with the addition of the new roundabout.  It is 

unclear why further changes are being proposed.  Is the road still unsafe, or is this a belt and braces 

approach? 

12. Overall, RGL is concerned about the extensive changes proposed, the length of roads affected, and 

what appears to be a lack of supporting information and limited consultation with affected road 

users.  While RGL is not opposed to Council making road safety improvements, extensive changes 

such as those proposed should be based on evidence following extensive community consultation.  

They should also be made weighing up the overall cost and benefit to the community, which is 

broader than just through Council’s lens as the Road Controlling Authority. 

 

Nathan Hole 

Senior Adviser – Environmental Policy & Projects 

Mobile:  027 243 2219 
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7.4 Infrastructure Key Project Updates for Second Quarter 2023/24 

Author: Andrew Dixon, Group Manager Infrastructure  

Authoriser: Andrew Dixon, Group Manager Infrastructure  

  

Recommendation 

That the Committee receives and note the Progress Reports for Key Infrastructure Projects. 

 

 
Purpose of Report 

1 To update the Committee on the progress of Key Infrastructure Projects. 

Assessment of Significance 

2 This matter is of low significance in terms of Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. It 
is a regular progress report on the progress of key infrastructure projects approved in the Long 
Term Plan 2021-31. 

Discussion 

3 There will be a number of significant infrastructure projects progressing and being completed 
in the 23023-24 year.   Updates for the second quarter of the financial year are detailed in 
attachments 1 to 7.  The key projects are: 

• Road Renewal and Improvement Programme (Attachment 1) 

• Redruth Landfill Cells  (Attachment 2) 

• Downlands – Te Ana Wai Reservoir Covers (Attachment 3) 

• Opihi River Pipeline Renewal (Attachment 4) 

• Pareora Pipeline Update (Attachment 5) 

• City Town Project (Attachment 6) 

• CPlay – Playground Update (Attachment 7) 

 

Attachments 

1. Road Renewal and Improvement Programme Progress Report November 2023 ⇩  
2. Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 and Gas Flare - Progress Report ⇩  
3. Downlands - Te Ana Wai Water Covers - Progress Report ⇩  
4. Opihi Pipeline - Progress Report ⇩  
5. Pareora Pipeline Renewal - Progress Report ⇩  
6. City Town - Progress Report ⇩  
7. CPlay Playground - Progress Report October 2023 ⇩   

 

IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_1.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_2.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_3.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_4.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_5.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_6.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14895_7.PDF
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KEY PROJECT
  Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
   Progress report – November 2023

O V E R V I E W 
The Road Rehabilitation Programme is generally part of Contract 2494 with Fulton Hogan. The CAPEX
figures are made up of funding under low cost low risk program, Road to Zero Programme, seal
extensions, capital improvements and road rehabilitations. Projects updates are shown below.

P R O J E C T   T E A M    Project Sponsor: Andrew Dixon - Project Manager: Susannah Ratahi

$17.8M
Total 2023/24 Annual 

Plan Budget

$4.7M
Spent to Date 

(as of September 
2023)

50%
Completed

(as of  October 2023)

Location Type of work Length Status
Procuremen

t

Construction underway

District Wide Road Resurfacing Multiple sites 95% Complete for the season
Resurfacing 
Contract 2522

Unsealed Road 
Wearing Courses

Multiple Rural Roads 15km
Wearing Courses on unsealed 
roads to reinstate required level 
of service 50% complete

Contract 2494

South Street Bridge Replacement 1 Bridge 70% complete Contract 2617

District Wide Road layout and safety improvements Partially Complete Various

Levels Plain Road Road Rehabilitation 1200m
95% Complete – Shoulders to 
finish

Contract 2494

Woodbury Road Road Rehabilitation 2 km
95% Complete – Shoulders to 
finish Contract 2494

Waitohi Pleasant 
Point Road

Road Rehabilitation 1.5 km 75% Complete
Contract 2494

Park Lane Road Rehabilitation
Wai-iti to 
June Street

10% Complete
Contract 2494

Gleniti Road – New Kerb and Channel
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KEY PROJECT
  Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
   Progress report – November 2023

Hassall Street and Harper Street Roundabout

Park Lane – Road Rehabilitation
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KEY PROJECT
  Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
   Progress report – November 2023

Levels Plain Road – Road Rehabiliation

Pages Road Resurfacing
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KEY PROJECT
  Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
   Progress report – November 2023

Ewen Road - Construction

Ewen Road – Night Works
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  KEY PROJECT
 Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
  Progress report – November 2023

Page 3

Completed

Orton Rangiatata 
Mouth Road

Traction Seal Back 260m Completed Contract 2494

Elizabeth Street, 
Cave

Kerb and Channel Upgrade opposite shop 
and public toilet

100m Completed
Beeby 
Construction

Unsealed Road 
Wearing Courses

Multiple Rural Roads 15km
Wearing Courses on unsealed 
roads to reinstate required level 
of service

Contract 2494

Ewen Road and 
Factory Road

Structural Asphalt Resurfacing 2 Sites Completed Contract 2522

Fraser Street, 
Temuka

Kerb and Channel footpath and 
pavement

100m Completed Contract 2494

Collins Street Timaru Cul-de-sac head 100m Complete Paul Smith

Planned

Pages Road - 
Combined Project 
with Stormwater and 
Sewer Renewal

Kerb and Channel and Pavement upgrade 500m
Design underway – 2022-23 
Project – On hold for Drainage 
and Water resourcing

Open Tender

Coastal Connections, 
Port Timaru

Installing new shared path between Port 
Loop Road and Coastal Track off Stuart 
Street

Detailed design underway, 
following Waka Kotahi Sign off 
and local engagement 
construction will be underway

Contract 2494

Selwyn Street and 
Wai-iti Road

Traffic Signals Upgrade 1
Controller parts procurement 
underway

Contract 2504

Timaru Transport 
Choices Package

Safer Schools, micromobillity, walkable 
neighbourhoods

1

Concept Design for projects 
underway, further information to 
come when status of Crown 
funding is known.

Multiple

Barker Street 
Geraldine

Kerb and channel installation Design underway Quoted Works

Mahoneys Hill Road, 
Timaru

Stage two kerb and channel installation
Design underway

Quoted Works

Blair Street Timaru Kerb and channel installation
Design underway

Contract 2504

Port Loop Road Road Rehabilitation and shared path
Final design underway, working 
with Drainage and Water as a 
combined renewals package

Contract 2494

Shere Street Stage 2 of kerb and channel installation Design underway Quoted Works
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KEY PROJECT
  Road Renewal and Improvement Programme
   Progress report – November2023

Waitohi Pleasant Point Road – Road Rehabilitation

Woodbury Road – Road Rehabilitation
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KEY PROJECT
Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 and Gas Flare and Cell 
2.1/2.2 LFG & Capping Works 2022/23 

I am running a few minutes late; my previous 
meeting is running over.\Progress report – Issue 3 – 7 July 
2023

B A C K G R O U N D

Contract 2551 – Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 – The construction of new landfill cells is on-going 
and are constructed on a needs basis. At the current rate of cell utilisation, the new cell will be 
required in late 2023.

Contract 2596 – Redruth Landfill Gas Flare – Supply and Installation – To supply and 
commission a NES Air Quality (NESAQ) compliant enclosed landfill gas (LFG) flare at Redruth 
Landfill.

Contract 2612 – Cell 2.1 / 2.2 LFG & Capping Works 2022/2023 - The landfill gas and 
capping works is constructed when cells are completed. The filling of landfill cells 2.1 
and 2.2 are now complete and landfill gas collection system installation and capping 
works are required.

O V E R V I E W

Contract 2551 – Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 – Rooney Earthmoving Ltd

Contract 2596 – Redruth Landfill Gas Flare – Windsor Engineering Ltd

Contract 2612 - Cell 2.1 / 2.2 LFG & Capping Works 2022/2023 – Paul Smith Earthmoving 
Ltd

P R O J E C T U P D A T E

Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5

At present they have completed 100% of the Contract work. The site has been handed over to 
EnviroNZ. Some kerbside domestic waste is being used to create a “fluff layer” within the new 
cell. Also contaminated asbestos waste is being deposited under controlled conditions within 
the new cell.

Redruth Landfill Gas Flare

The NES Air Quality (NESAQ) compliant enclosed landfill gas (LFG) flare has been delivered 
and installed at our Redruth Landfill site. It was commissioned and operational in early October 
2023. Telemetry equipment is being installed to allow remote access to landfill gas volumes / 
concentrations 

Cell 2.1 / 2.2 LFG & Capping Works 2022/2023
As at the end of August 2023 the contract was 100% complete.

Page 1 / 2
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KEY PROJECT

Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 and Gas Flare
Progress report 

P R O J E C T T I M E L I N E

Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5
Contract works were completed by the end of May 2023 however Rooney 
Earthmoving Ltd were awarded additional works, as a Variation to this Contract, to 
construct a second Nitrifying Trickling Filter at the stormwater retention pond 
located in stage 1 of the Redruth Landfill north of the SC Sustainable Trust ECO 
Centre. This Variation is 100% complete and is operational.

Redruth Landfill Gas Flare

Estimate delivery time is 18 to 22 weeks from placement of purchase order
therefore late December 2022 to late January 2023. Actually arrived on-site 29 
March 2023. Commissioning delayed due to power supply / transformer capacity 
issues.

P R O J E C T T E A M

Project Sponsor: Andrew Dixon – Project Lead: David Hooke – Project Support: Tonkin & Taylor

P R O J E C T F I N A N C I A L S

Contract 2551 – Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5

The Contract award sum was for $1,178,791.50. The approved budget was for $3.03M.

Contract 2596 – Redruth Landfill Gas Flare

The Contact award sum was for $325,000 plus additional works estimated at $75,000. The 
approved budget was for $700,000.

.

   

Redruth Landfill Cell 3.5 and Gas Flare

Page 2 / 2
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KEY PROJECT
Downlands – Te Ana Wai Reservoir Covers 

B A C K G R O U N D

This contract is for the design, construction, and commissioning of one cover 
positioned above each storage pond (two covers total), that covers the free 
water surfaces and protects the ponds reducing the ingress of contaminants 
and reduces algal concentrations. 

P R O J E C T U P D A T E

This contract was put out for Tender on 29 June 2023 nationwide as this is specialised work and 
there are no local contractors with the technical skills.

Two tenders were received, and we are now evaluating these and doing due diligence.    

P R O J E C T T I M E L I N E
• Contract put out for tender – 29 June 2023
• Tender evaluation and due diligence in progress as at 5 September

P R O J E C T T E A M

Project Sponsor: Andrew Dixon – Project Lead: Nick Houston – Project Support:

P R O J E C T F I N A N C I A L S

Page 1
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Opihi Pipeline Renewal
   Progress report – Issue 3 –  October 2023

O V E R V I E W

$778,045.40
Spent  to date

100% Design 
100% Construction

Completed
Page 1 / 2

B A C K G R O U N D
A Water Supply pipe crossing the Opihi River was installed around 1982 as part of the Downlands Scheme Upgrade
at Waitohi. This pipe failed for the 4th time in June 2022. It was decided to replace the entire pipeline across the
river.

Downstream consumers on the Downlands Scheme have been on a precautionary boil water notice until the new
pipe crossing is commissioned.

R E C E N T   P R O G R E S S

Contract 2594 – Opihi River Watermain Renewal – Downlands Water Scheme - $706,153.56

Contract awarded to Rooney Earthmoving Limited in May 2023.

All resource consents were granted 30 March 2023.

P R O J E C T   T E A M
Project Manager: Jake Esterhuyse

P R O J E C T   F I N A N C I A L S
This project is entirely funded from the Drainage and Water Downlands Scheme Renewals Budget. This budget comes
from rates funded depreciation collected from scheme users.

ECOLOGICAL – Fish management has been completed with the end of river diversion works and has been very 
successful. 

P R O J E C T   R I S K S

Earthworks and site preparations took place April 2023 on the banks. Riverbed works are now complete.
Opihi Pipeline is commissioned and currently feeding the Downlands scheme with water, the precautionary boil water 
notice has been lifted.
All stop bank reinstatements and above groundworks have been completed.
Vegetation planting has been completed and hydro-seeding has taken place.
Poplar trees rods have struck and grass has started growing around the site.
The native plants have established well and are looking good.

Ecan have visited the site and advise it is compliant. They have commended this construction site in regards to river 
works.

Practical completion certificate will be issued with the Final claim to be processed for end October 2023.
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Opihi Pipeline Renewal
   Progress report – Issue 3 –  October 2023

Page 2 / 2

P R O J E C T  P H O T O S 

.
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Pareora Pipeline Renewal 
   Progress report – Issue 15 –  October 2023

O V E R V I E W

$14.7M
Total 2021-2031 LTP 

Budget

$14.4M
Spent 1 Jul  2021– 

30 March 2023

100% Design 
90% Construction

Completed
Page 1 / 2

B A C K G R O U N D
The Pareora pipeline, installed in the 1930s, is a critical pipeline that conveys raw water from Pareora River
intake to the Claremont water treatment plant and reservoir. This source provides approximately 60% of
water consumed annually in the Timaru Urban Water Supply.

The renewal of the pipeline will ensure continuity of the Timaru Water Urban Supply and minimise water
loss.

R E C E N T   P R O G R E S S

Approximately 37km of pipeline is being replaced from Lindisfarne to the Claremont water
treatment plant (WTP). The Pareora pipeline renewal was approved in the 2021-2031 Long
Term Plan, and comprised three contract work packages, two of which were completed in 2022,
these being:

Contract 2468 – Pareora Pipeline Renewal Section 1 (Lindisfarne to Pareora Gorge Road) –
Completed in late 2021.

Contract 2470 – Pareora Pipeline Renewal Section 3 (Pareora Gorge Road to Claremont WTP) –
Completed in March 2022.

The current work is Contract 2469 – Pareora Pipeline Renewal Section 2 - through the Lower 
Pareora Gorge. Work on this section was delayed in 2022 due to consenting and archaeological 
issues and supply chain delays associated with COVID-19. This section is now in the construction 
phase.

Contract 2469 – The pipeline remains operational to the east of the slip zone.  The Wetlands Stage near the 
west end on the works has been completed.  Works were to have commenced on the eastern end of the 
project area, avoiding the technically challenging Gorge section during the winter months.  However, due to a 
national shortage of suitably qualified contractors, resources have been diverted to work on an urgent 
watermain upgrade on Port Loop Road.  This decision was made considering the time sensitivity of the Port 
Loop Road project in conjunction with higher rainfall this winter making for challenging ground conditions 
for contractors and the landowner with their lambing operations.  
The expected completion date of this project has been revised to May 2024.

T I M E L I N E

07/21

Section  1 Completed

Section 3

Section 2 – Lining, Pipe 
Wetland work

05/23 03/24

Section 3  Completed

12/21 09/22

Section 2 – Lining material production & delivery 
Section 2 –Consenting 

& Archaeology
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Pareora Pipeline Renewal
   Progress report – Issue 15 –  October 2023

P R O J E C T   F I N A N C I A L S

P R O J E C T   R I S K S

P R O J E C T  P H O T O S 

P R O J E C T   T E A M
Project Sponsor: Andrew Dixon - Project Lead: Grant Hall - Project Manager: David Hooke

WEATHER & GROUND CONDITIONS – We are
dealing with ground conditions prone to slips. These
factors may make access and working conditions
unsuitable in wet weather which could cause project
delays.

RESOURCING – Some constraints on contractor 
availability. This is being managed but has 
caused some progress delays.

The project is funded by loan, within the Urban Water Supply budget. The loan in turn will be financed by
urban water supply ratepayers via the Uniform Annual Charge for urban water.

Total LTP 2021-2031 Budget - $14.7M

2021/2022 Budget - $11.6M

2022/2023 Budget - $3.1M

Due to some delays, there is a carry over with additional funds allocated in the Drainage and Water Unit
2023/2024 Capital Budget, bringing the total projected Budget to $15M.
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KEY PROJECT
The CPlay Project

Progress report – 30 June 2023

O V E R V I E W

The CPlay Project is a community-led initiative to upgrade the Caroline Bay Playground. Council has donated just 

over a million towards the project, is providing support throughout the project’s lifecycle and will be taking 

ownership and maintaining the facility when the project is complete.

The design has focused towards being inclusive, meaningful (relating to Timaru’s history), challenging and fun. 

The Project aims to get families active, bring people together and attract visitors to spend in the Timaru District.

P R O J E C T  T E A M

Project Sponsor: CPlay Committee Project Manager: Graham Ward

$3.16M
Funds at 

Hand

$2.39M
Spent to Date

$1.33M
Council Contribution

• Progress:-
o Playground has reached Practical Completion, with installation of equipment by PGC and surface 

finishes by Numat concluded
o Our Safety Auditor has completed her final inspection and issued her report. There are no major 

safety issues to address. There are a small number of minor details she has recommended we attend 
to before allowing the public full access

o A Blessing ceremony led by local Iwi was held on Saturday 4th November
o An official opening ceremony is planned for Saturday 10th December
o Over the first 2-3 weeks of November there will be some additional works to ‘complete’ the 

playground, such as seating, tables, shade, drinking fountains, electric BBQs.
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KEY PROJECT
The CPlay Project

Progress report – - 30 June 2023

T H E  C O U N C I L ’ S  R O L E

The Council is the project’s largest contributor and is helping with drainage 

issues, funding applications, accounting, liability, and procurement.

Fun facts from) about laying the playground surfacing for Cplay:

21 weeks onsite 5 men on average.
3530 man hours.
9019 litres of resin.
850 m2 of turf.
72350kg of recycled shock rubber.
37600kg of tpv topcoat rubber.
Over 1800 m3 of spoil removed from site.
350m3 of cement stabilized gravel for mounds.
250m3 of aggregate gravel for other base prep .
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7.5 Upgrade of Kowhai Stream Road Crossing, Blandswood Road 

Author: Adam Ward, Transport Assets Engineer 
Susannah Ratahi, Land Transport Manager  

Authoriser: Andrew Dixon, Group Manager Infrastructure  

  

Recommendation 

1. That the Infrastructure Committee approve the upgrade of the Kowhai Stream crossing on 
Blandswood Road, Peel Forest through the installation of a single traffic lane multicell 
culvert structure.   

 
Purpose of Report 

1 To consider options for upgrading the Kowhai Stream Crossing on Blandswood Road, Peel 
Forest, and endorse a preferred option.   

Assessment of Significance 

2 This project is of low significance in accordance with the Council’s Significance and 
Engagement Policy given it is an approved project in the Annual Plan and there is a low number 
of the community affected.  However, it should be noted that there is community interest in 
this project, particularly by residents of the Blandswood Settlement on the western side of 
Kowhai Stream that are directly affected by the stream access.   

Background 

3 Blandswood Road crosses through the Kowhai Stream.  The existing crossing of the Stream is 
currently a single lane formed gravel ‘ford’.  This ford provides sole road access for 
approximately 10 properties on the western side of Kowhai Stream. 

4 Prior to 1984 there was a timber bridge at this location, however this was washed out during 
a flood event that occurred that year and has not been replaced.  

5 Kowhai Stream is a dynamic waterway and transitions from low flow to flood conditions in a 
very short period of time, resulting in the ford becoming unpassable and cutting road access 
to the Blandswood Settlement.  

6 The existing gravel ford requires significant maintenance after high flow events to restore 
access. This usually coincides with contractor resource being unavailable as they are tied up 
with recovery works on other parts of the network. It can potentially take several days to 
attend to the Blandswood crossing.   

7 Even relatively low rain events can result in the gravel ford becoming degraded to the point 
where it is only suitable for 4WD vehicles.  

8 Recently large service and postal vehicles have refused to use the ford to access properties at 
Blandswood Settlement in all conditions, sighting Health and Safety risks. There have been 
times where refuse collection vehicles have not been able to traverse the ford. It is also likely 
that emergency services vehicles will not be able to access the settlement during low flow 
conditions.  
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Discussion 

9 Customer requests have been received regularly for maintenance of the ford, diverting staff 
and contractor resource from other maintenance activities.  

10 In line with broader macro climate change factors, rainfall data for the Kowhai Stream upper 
catchment shows a trend in increasing frequency and intensity of heavy rain events. Over a 
50-year span of available rainfall data, 6 of the top 10 years with the highest average daily 
rainfall have occurred since 2013, with 2022 having the highest average daily rainfall for the 
entire 50-year period.   

11 The trend of increasing frequency and intensity of heavy rain fall events will result in the ford 
becoming impassable more often, with closures lasting longer. There will also be longer wait 
times for repairs to be completed, and increased maintenance costs in the future.  

12 Residents from Blandswood Settlement have frequently requested that the ford be upgraded 
to allow improved access for all vehicles including cars. These requests have been supported 
by the Geraldine Community Board. A formal submission was made to the Land Transport Unit 
in 2017, signed by 21 residents.  

Options and Preferred Option 

13 There are four options available for consideration:  

14 Option 1 is to continue to maintain the existing gravel ford. This is the lowest cost 
option.  Current maintenance costs are in the order of $6,000 annually, with additional stream 
works required after particularly heavy rain events. As noted above, it is expected that ongoing 
maintenance costs will increase significantly in the future. This option provides no level of 
service increase and is not preferred.  

15 Option 2 is to upgrade the gravel ford to a single traffic lane concrete ford. A concrete ford 
would provide an improved running surface across the stream, making it easier for service 
vehicles to cross. It would however still become impassable in moderate flow conditions, and 
therefore not provide much of an improvement in access reliability. There would still be 
ongoing maintenance and stream works required. The estimated cost to construct a concrete 
ford is $230,000 and is not preferred given the minor level of service improvement and 
ongoing maintenance costs.  

16 Option 3 is a single traffic lane multicell culvert structure. This would be a series of low, wide 
box culverts designed to maximise flow area, and minimise disruption to the stream’s natural 
hydrology. There is also a reduction in the environmental effects caused by vehicles driving 
through a flowing water channel. During normal conditions flow will pass under the culverts, 
any significant high flows will wash over the structure. The culverts would be sized to pass a 
1:20 year flood event. With the active gravel bedding of the river, it will be critical that on-
going maintenance is considered, and blockages are prevented.  The estimated construction 
cost is $330,000. This option is considered the best compromise between level of service 
increase versus cost of construction.  This is the preferred option.  

17 Option 4 is to construct a new single lane vehicle bridge. This option provides the highest level 
of service improvement (it could be designed to cope with a 1:100 flood event) but at 
significant cost. Due to the road and stop bank geometry significant approach works would be 
required to enable this option. The estimated construction cost is over $1 million.  Given the 
high cost and relatively low traffic volumes this option is not considered good value for 
money.  
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Consultation 

18 This crossing upgrade would be welcomed by the Blandswood community and is included in 
the Council Annual Plan and Long Term Plan.  

19 Initial consultation has been carried out with Environment Canterbury, who in principle 
support the preferred option. Further engagement would be required with other key 
stakeholders including Department of Conservation, Arowhenua, and Central South Island 
Fish and Game.  

Relevant Legislation, Council Policy and Plans 

20 Local Government Act 2002  

21 Land Transport Management Act 2013 

22 Land Transport Act 1998  

Financial and Funding Implications 

23 There is currently insufficient Waka Kotahi funding available to carry out this crossing upgrade. 
Officers have put in a funding application for additional Maintenance and Renewal funding 
assistance from Waka Kotahi for the current financial year, to meet existing Council approved 
Annual Plan budgets. If additional funding is not available from Waka Kotahi, then the 
preferred option will be constructed in the 2024/25 financial year pending Long Term Plan 
2024-34 approval.  

Other Considerations 

24 A resource consent from Environment Canterbury may be required to undertake this 
improvement work within the stream bed.   

Attachments 

1. Replacement for Blandswood Road Bridge Submission from Residents Landowners Visitors 
Kowhai Stream Blandswood -2017 ⇩  

2. Blandswood Road - Kowhai Stream Crossing ⇩   

 

IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14904_1.PDF
IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_files/IC_20231114_AGN_2771_AT_Attachment_14904_2.PDF
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This publication is copyright reserved by Timaru District Council. Cadastral
information is derived from Land Information New Zealand CRS, CROWN

COPYRIGHT RESERVED.

The information shown including underground service location is indicative
only. The Timaru District Council accepts no responsibility for incomplete or

inaccurate information contained on this map.

Meters

SCALE 1:

NZGD_2000_New_Zealand_Transverse_Mercator

1,128

Projection: 

570

06-November-2023Date Printed: 

Blandswood Road - Kowhai Street Crossing

Legend
Place Names

District Boundary

Parcel Boundary

DCDB

Fee Simple Title

Hydro

Lease

Legalisation

Maori

Marginal Strip - Movable

Railway

Residue Parcel

Vesting on Deposit for Local Purpose Reserve

Vesting on Deposit for Recreation Reserve (Territorial 
Authority)

Vesting on Deposit in the Territorial Authority (Sec 237A(1)(a) 
RM Act)

Railway

Roads



Infrastructure Committee Meeting Agenda 14 November 2023 

 

Page 163 

8 Consideration of Urgent Business Items 

9 Consideration of Minor Nature Matters 
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10 Exclusion of the Public  

Recommendation 

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting on the 
grounds under section 48 of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 as 
follows: 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each 
matter 

Plain English Reason 

11.1 - Pareora Dam Update s7(2)(a) - The withholding of the 
information is necessary to 
protect the privacy of natural 
persons, including that of 
deceased natural persons 

To protect a person’s privacy, 
including the privacy of deceased 
persons 
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11 Public Excluded Reports 

11.1 Pareora Dam Update 
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12 Readmittance of the Public  
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