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AGENDA 

 

1 OPENING, WELCOME 

2 APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE   
 
Recommendation 
That apologies be accepted. 
 

3 REPORTS 

3.1 Speed Limits Bylaw Review 2013 ........................................................................ 5  

4 HEARING OF SUBMISSIONS 

Nil   

  

 

Councillors are please reminded to bring their submissions to the meeting.  

 

Attached is a schedule of the submitters wishing to speak on the day. 
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3 REPORTS 

3.1 SPEED LIMITS BYLAW REVIEW 2013  

Information Only - No Decision Required  

Report To: Submissions Hearing 

Meeting Date: 16 April 2013 

Report Author: Steve Elkington, Transportation Projects Engineer 

Report Number:   

File Reference:   

  
 

1 Summary 

 
1.1 At its meeting on 14 February 2013 the Engineering Services Committee approved the 

public consultation process for the draft – Tasman District Council Consolidated Bylaw - 
Chapter 4 Speed Limits 2013. 

1.2 Consultation was undertaken between 23 February and 25 March 2013.  

1.3 Ninety submissions were received. Four of these submissions were received after 25 March 
2013. 

1.4 Appendix 2 is the schedule noting submitters who will be speaking to their submission at the 
meeting on 16 April 2013. 

 

2 Draft Resolution 

 
 

That the Submissions Hearing Committee: 

1) receives this report “Speed Limits Bylaw Review 2013”; and 

2) accepts the four late submissions received after 25 March 2013. 
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3 Purpose of the Report 

 
3.1 This report provides the committee with a summary of the submissions received including 

the late submissions. 

3.2 The report also provides a response to the issues raised in the submissions.  

 

4 Background and Discussion 

 
4.1 Please note the summary of submitter’s comments has been interpreted by the report writer 

to assist the hearing committee. A full copy of the written submissions is included as 
Appendix 1. 

  

No. Submitter Submission summary Comment 

2446 Richmond Grant 

 

Leave speed limits around 
Tasman including Aporo Road 
as they are due to the roads 
having low traffic volumes and 
are heavily enforced 

Leave speed limit on 
Collingwood Bainham Road as is 

Good idea increasing speed on 
Queen Victoria Street, due to 
wide straight road with few 
pedestrians  

The local roads in Tasman and Ruby Bay 
areas are roads which an 80kph speed limit 
is seen as a more appropriate. Part of 
Aporo Road is remaining at 100kph. 

The traffic volumes have little relevance in 
terms of setting speed limits.  Speed limits 
should be set based on development and/or 
speed environment. 

 

 

2447 Franz Alack & 
Sheila Beggs 

Support both the proposed 
increases and decreases in 
speed limits; 

Support the proposal at 
Pakawau but would like to see 
the permanent 70kph speed limit 
extended from the southern 
limits to Pakawau Bush Road at 
the Hall. 

The length of the section of Collingwood-
Puponga Main Road that is suggested 
should be made a permanent 70kph speed 
limit, would apply 24/7 and for most of the 
year could be considered too slow 
particularly by locals due to low roadside 
activities and hence this may not achieve 
good compliance. 

2448 Dave Baker Support proposals around 
Mapua but disappointed that 
Seaton Valley Road with a 
permanent speed limit of 80kph 
isn’t being lowered to 70 or 
60kph due to the road alignment 
with many blind spots as well as 
it is a nightmare road for 
pedestrians and cyclists. Many 
drivers overtake cyclists on blind 
bends with no knowledge of 
oncoming vehicles. Comparison 
is made with Pine Hill Road and 
other main local roads that have 
good sight lines.  

Seaton Valley Road has an appropriate 
speed limit of 80kph.  

There is a wide berm area along Seaton 
Valley Road which was smoothed out some 
years ago for use by both cyclists and 
pedestrians.  

Drivers that overtake a cyclist make a 
conscious decision based on their speed 
and available sight distance.  

Irrespective of the speed limit on the road 
these drivers will continue to make this 
decision when approaching the rear of a 
cyclist near a curve. The speed of the 
oncoming vehicle may be below or above 
the legal speed limit or at an appropriate 
speed for the section of road. 

There is a proposal in future to form a 
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No. Submitter Submission summary Comment 

shared path along Seaton Valley Road. 

2449 Anthony Petre Believe the proposed 80kph 
speed limit is excessive and that 
60 or even 50kph would be more 
appropriate. 

The operating speed of vehicles on Brook 
View Heights Road off Permin Road (see 
Map 12A), is very likely to be much lower 
than 80kph.  

The road alignment limits the speed.  

The blanket speed limit approach saves the 
need to have to install speed limit signage 
wherever speed limits change. It recognises 
that 100kph is too fast for the local road.  

2450 Barry and 
Raewyn Inglis 

Concerned about the speed of 
traffic around the corner of 
McGlashen into Talbot Street 
and vice versa. 

Suggest either lower the 50kph 
speed limit or install speed 
humps.  

A crash at the corner late at 
night along with many other 
vehicles seen and heard that 
exceed the speed around this 
corner endangering both 
pedestrians and oncoming 
vehicle occupants. 

The chicane style curve is very likely 
treated by some drivers as a challenge. The 
crash that occurred here in 2012 was 
quoted by Mr Inglis to be a vehicle full of 
young people who absconded before Police 
arrived. Apparently the car was gone the 
next morning.  

A lowering of the speed limit is unlikely to 
have any effect as traffic slows for the 
corner and it is likely that some drivers will 
continue to test the corner.  

Whilst physical barriers to reduce speeds 
would be effective, the route is part of the 
Richmond ring route which sees high 
numbers of vehicles along this distribution 
route.  

More investigation around the issues is 
required for an engineering solution. 

2451 Sue Clark Believes that Thorp Street with 
an existing speed limit of 80kph 
should have a lower speed limit 
of 50kph, due to the speed traffic 
travels down to the sewage 
treatment plant.  

Thorp Street is 80kph from Fearon Street to 
the end (see map 11B).  

The road for a short section past Staples 
Street intersection where there are a 
number of houses is sealed. The road is 
then gravel from the end of seal to the 
sewage plant. This section of gravel road 
has no dwellings along it and is straight. 

The lowering of the speed limit from 80kph 
to 50kph along Thorp Street particularly 
north of Staples Street would have no effect 
as drivers see little reason to drive slower 
with no justifiable reason except other 
approaching traffic or road users. The road 
has good sightlines. 

This could change over time and will be 
reviewed in due course 

2452 Amy Rutledge Totally in favour of all speed limit 
changes shown on maps for 
Tasman, Ruby Bay and Mapua 

 

2454 Franca Morani Does not support the proposal to 
lower the 70kph speed limit to 
60kph on Abel Tasman Drive 
between Motupipi Street to near 

See Map 7. 

The proposed 60kph is consistent with the 
other proposed sections of 60kph through 
settlements other than Pohara along Abel 
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No. Submitter Submission summary Comment 

Sunbelt Crescent. Tasman Drive.  

The proposed 60kph along the more 
developed sections of Abel Tasman Drive 
will create a better differential with the 
existing 80kph speed limits along the rural 
sections of the road south of Pohara.  

2455 Gillian Pollock Urges Council to lower the 
speed to no more than 70kph 
along Kina Peninsula Road due 
to the road being narrow and the 
numbers of pedestrians and 
cyclists including holidaymakers. 

And reduce the speed on Harley 
Road to 80kph due to the road 
being narrow and winding and is 
a popular cycle route. 

The proposed 80kph speed limit along Kina 
Beach and Kina Peninsula Roads is 
considered appropriate. These roads with 
curvilinear alignment help to limit the speed 
of the road. A Holiday Speed Limit would 
not be appropriate. 

 

Agree Harley Road should be considered 
for an 80kph speed limit however, apart 
from the road alignment there is sparse 
development. This proposal needs further 
investigation. It is likely the operating speed 
of the road is below 100kph on some 
sections. 

2456 Anthony Bennett Requests that the speed limit 
along the Moutere Highway at 
Redwood Valley Lane be 
reduced, due to this very 
dangerous intersection with a 
blind bend nearby and similarly 
at Maisey Road.  

In Council’s Minor Improvement programme 
for 2012/13, consultation is planned on a 
proposal to reconfigure the intersection of 
Redwood Valley Lane at the Moutere 
Highway.  

Generally traffic speeds on the Moutere 
Highway are tempered by the alignment of 
the road particularly the section between 
Maisey Road and Redwood Valley Lane. 
This section of the Highway has previously 
been investigated for realignment.  

A lower speed limit through this section 
would need to extend over a minimum 
length but should be one of the options 
investigated with the work referred to 
above. Due to the approach speeds and 
volumes of traffic using this route a lower 
speed limit may simply reflect what the 
existing operating speed is on this section 
of road. With or without a speed limit it is 
likely that drivers will continue to drive at a 
speed they consider appropriate.  

It is not considered appropriate at this point 
without further investigation. 

This is a minor improvement project to 
address the issue at the intersection rather 
being addressed by an artificial speed 
reduction. 

2457 Erena Powell Would like to see Motueka River 
West Bank Road reviewed for a 
speed limit of 80kph from the 
settlement of Brooklyn south to 
the Baton Bridge. 

The road has a 100kph speed 

The road is very rural in nature and with its 
curvilinear alignment speed is limited.  

Will need further investigation and 
consideration. 
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No. Submitter Submission summary Comment 

limit and is narrow and winding. 

Milk tankers use it as a shortcut 
and cross the centre line to 
negotiate bends. 

2466 Edna Brownlee  Support 30kph speed limit on 
Lower Queen Street. 

Would also like to see a lower 
speed limit on Lodder Lane 
down from 70kph to 50kph. This 
is due to a lot of cyclists and 
school children using the shared 
path and the amount of 
residential properties. Also traffic 
uses Lodder Lane as a detour. 

Lodder Lane has a speed limit of 70kph see 
SL Map 10. This speed limit is considered 
appropriate for this road.  

The adjacent off-road path caters for 
pedestrians and cyclists.  

A speed survey undertaken in 2008 on 
Lodder lane showed the 85

th
 percentile 

speed to be 71kph, which matches the 
speed limit.  

2467 Simon Guppy/ 
Denise Ward 

Support the 70kph speed limit 
set for Lodder Lane. 

They have observed a lot of 
speeding above 70kph. 

See comments above.  

Anecdotal evidence of speeding needs to 
be backed up by a survey to get a true 
picture. On all roads there is a level of 
speeding. 

2468 Ian and Judith 
Hutchings 

Believes the existing 50kph 
speed limit on Eighty Eight 
Valley Road should be extended 
as far as the southern boundary 
of I believe they mean No. 138 
Eighty Eight Valley Road which 
is near the sharp bend just to the 
north of Totara View Road 
intersection. 

The speed survey taken last year showed 
an 85

th
 percentile speed of 75kph with 

mean and median speeds of 65kph. 

A 70kph speed limit better matches the 
existing road speed profile than trying to 
force drivers down to 50kph. 

The road has land zoned on the Wakefield 
side as Rural Residential with properties set 
well back from the road, whilst on the other 
side it is Rural 2 where there is only one 
residential property.  

2469 MK Williams 
and TA Hill 

Believe that the speed limit on 
Lodder Lane should be lowered 
below 70kph due to too many 
drivers exceeding the speed 
limit. 

A lower speed limit would deter 
drivers using Lodder Lane as a 
shortcut.    

See comments to submission 2466 and 
2467 above.  

Possibly if the speed limit through Riwaka 
was raised this may deter some traffic using 
Lodder Lane.  

If speeding is a perceived problem on a 
road and Council has been informed, 
generally as a first step a speed survey is 
undertaken over a week. If the results show 
poor compliance then a request along with 
the survey information is provided to the 
Police for enforcement monitoring. 

Generally it is locals speeding rather than 
people from out of town. The survey data 
provides the Police with the time of day 
roughly when speeding is most prevalent.  

2471 Valma 
Chittenden 

Would like to see the speed limit 
on Pugh Road reduced to 80kph. 

Especially with the new path 
between Edens and Ranzau 
Roads being highly patronised 
by cyclists.  

Pugh Road is a long straight road which 
intersects several roads.  

The sightlines on the road are very good.  

It is likely that the level of development on 
both Pugh and Edens Road could meet the 
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The section of Pugh Road from 
Edens Road to the end is shared 
with by vehicles and cyclists. 

McShane Road has an 80kph 
speed limit and Pugh Road is 
similar in width. 

rating for an 80kph speed limit.  

The section of Pugh Road south of Edens 
Road is narrow and has very low traffic 
volumes. This road section leads to the 
Wairoa River cycle/pedestrian bridge. The 
road is mostly straight with one 90degree 
corner. Sightlines on the road are generally 
very good. 

If there is concern with cyclists sharing the 
section of Pugh Road south of Edens Road, 
then speed controls to ensure low speeds 
are better than reliance on a speed limit 
which may be seen by some as artificial. 
Monitoring is probably the best approach in 
the short term.   

2472 Colin Wishart Requests that Higgins Road be 
considered similar to Lord 
Rutherford Road South and have 
a proposed speed limit of 80kph 
imposed.  

The proposal is to extend the proposed 
80kph along Lord Rutherford Road South, 
Higgins Road to Bird Road and Bird Road 
to the highway. 

The speed surveys undertaken and Speed 
Limit Warrant Rating achieved for Higgins 
Road supports an 80kph speed limit. 
Surprisingly the speed surveys showed the 
85

th
 percentile to be around 90kph. The 

series of single lane bridges along with a 
narrow roadway would suggest a much 
lower operating speed. The Mean and 
Median speeds ranged between 72 and 
76kph. 

2473 Darcy Burrows Requests the speed limit on 
Lodder Lane be reduced to 
50kph 

See comments to submission 2466, 2467 
and 2469 above.  

2474 John and Jackie 
Morrison 

Would like to see the stretch of 
Stafford Drive and Aporo Road 
around the Kina Bluffs lowered 
to 80kph. 

Some drivers ignore the 45kph 
curve warning signs.  

Now that there is no longer a 
track down to McKee Domain it 
is necessary to walk on the road 
which has no shoulder.  

More people are walking and 
biking this section of road from 
the camping ground, now that 
the track has gone. 

A speed limit has to extend over a minimum 
length which ideally should support a lower 
speed limit over the entire length not just a 
section of it. 

This was discussed in the Engineering 
Services Meeting with staff recommending 
a 80km/hr speed limit. Council wanted to 
retain some of the 100km/hr limit. The 
45kph advisory curve is more for the benefit 
of larger vehicles as opposed to the family 
car which can scoot around the corner 
faster due to its low centre of gravity. 

A lot of people cycling and walking this 
section of road probably feel more 
comfortable doing so now that the traffic 
volumes are much lower than when it was 
state highway.  

2475 Margaret Barron Cars speed up and down Lodder 
Lane. 

The noise of these speeding 
cars is infuriating. 

Many drivers are avoiding the 

See comments to submission 2466, 2467 
and 2469 above. 
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50kph speed limit on the main 
road through Riwaka.  

If Lodder Lane was the same 
speed limit as the main road at 
50kph, this would avoid a lot of 
the detouring traffic. 

2476 Selwyn Barron Believes that the speed limit of 
Lodder Lane should be 50kph 
same as the main road through 
Riwaka. 

Lodder Lane is long and straight 
and many drivers exceed 70kph. 

They feel that police should do 
more enforcement on Lodder 
Lane and at the same time they 
are doing so in Riwaka 

See comments to submission 2466, 2467 
and 2469 above. 

2477 John and Vicki 
Grant 

Would like to see a 50kph speed 
limit on Cliff Road from the 
corner at Kina Beach Road to 
well past the Talleys house. 

The road has no footpaths and is 
narrow. 

Opposite their driveway is the 
camp ground where children 
congregate and play. 

Many drivers treat the road as a 
race track particularly those 
leaving the golf club. 

The 70kph speed limit is historical and has 
never been challenged.  

There is no recommendation to change this 
existing speed limit.  

The suggestion of speeding traffic may 
indicate that drivers don’t see the speed 
limit as appropriate. Frustration at the end 
of a game of golf could also explain some 
of the speed limit breakers. HEHE 

Maybe a 60km/hr limit might be 
appropriate. Further investigation needed 

2478 Graeme and 
Kathleen 
Emerre 

Believe Lodder Lane should be 
reduced to 50kph because of the 
increasing population density. 

Mention is made of Wharf and 
Green Tee Roads should also be 
lowered to 50kph. 

See comments to submission 2466, 2467 
and 2469 above. 

Further to the above, both Wharf and Green 
Tee Roads fall under the Riwaka Urban 
Traffic Area which has a 50kph speed limit, 
see Map 10.  

2479 Richard 
Greenough 

Suggests that the 80kph speed 
limit on Pigeon Valley Road 
should be extended just past the 
two right angle corners heading 
towards Dovedale. 

 

They also suggest that Pigeon 
Valley Road South Branch 
should be included and made 
either 80 or 70kph due to the 
narrow and winding nature of the 
road. 

The 80kph speed limit on Pigeon Valley 
Road was stopped short of Pigeon Valley 
South Branch Road. This was due to the 
low level of development along Pigeon 
Valley South Branch Road then. This also 
saved putting up a 100kph speed limit sign 
on Pigeon Valley South Branch Road 
stating it has a Rural Speed Limit. 

The stopping of the 80kph speed limit in 
sight of the 35kph corner was related to 
signing Pigeon Valley South Branch Road 
explained above. The two right angle 
corners naturally slow traffic anyway.  

A speed limit warrant undertaken recently 
along Pigeon Valley South Branch Road 
supports a speed limit of 80kph. Logically 
the 80kph speed limit should also be 
extended out along Pigeon Valley Road to 
the Dovedale side of the most westerly 
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35kph corner.  

Agree with submission 

2480 David Scott Support the proposed 60kph 
through Ruby Bay but would like 
this extended to as far as McKee 
Domain or at least to the 
Tasman side of the 45kph 
corner.  

 

For a speed limit to be well respected it is 
better to have the speed limit change point 
close to the point where drivers can clearly 
see the need to reduce speed rather than 
somewhere along the road where there is 
no apparent reason. 

Therefore extending out the 60kph speed 
limit is not supported. 

80 km/hr was proposed by staff at the 
Engineering Services meeting  

2481 Jim Hamilton Would like to see Lodder Lane 
reduced to 50kph. 

See comments to submission 2466, 2467 
and 2469 above. 

If a speed limit is felt to be too low then it is 
likely to fail to achieve what was intended.  

2482 Jane Wells Supports the raising of the speed 
limit on Queen Victoria Street 
opposite the aerodrome to 
70kph. 

 

2483 Simon Gorman Strongly suggests that Lord 
Rutherford Road South, Higgins 
Road and Bird Road should 
have the speed limit reduced to 
60kph.  

The main reasons stated are due 
to the route being used as a 
cycle pedestrian link. 

See comment re submission 2472 

 

Higgins Road is narrow in parts and has a 
series of single lane bridges; the three 
speed surveys taken along Higgins Road all 
support an operating speed of around 
90kph with mean and median speeds 
around approximately 75kph.  

Bird Road had an operating speed or 85
th
 

percentile around 78kph and Mean of 
65kph and Median of 62kph. 

If the speed limit was to be reduced to 
60kph then some physical and enforcement 
measures would be needed. The traffic 
volume on Higgins Road is approximately 
1100 vehicles per day with Bird Road 270 
vehicles per day and Lord Rutherford Road 
South approximately 950 vehicles per day. 

The decision by the Cycle Trails Trust to go 
off road with the path is the right one. The 
recommended lower speed limit 
endeavours to achieve a lower route speed 
as cyclists and pedestrians still have to 
cross the road in several places as the 
shared path alternates between sides. The 
sight lines along these roads are all 
generally good. 

The main issue is around the standards set 
by the New Zealand Cycle Trail Group. 

2485 Philip Booth Requests a 70kph speed limit for 
the Moutere Highway past the 
Hills Community Centre and 

Neither of these proposals has been 
investigated.  
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similarly 70kph speed limit on 
Neudorf Road for a 1.7km 
section from the Moutere 
Highway intersection.  

In terms of the Moutere Highway, it would 
be doubtful if a 70kph or 80kph speed limit 
would achieve good levels of compliance.  

Neudorf Road is straight over the 1.7km 
section referred to which is the distance 
between Kelling Road intersection and the 
Moutere Highway. Neudorf Road is used as 
a commuter link so it is doubtful how 
successful a 70kph speed limit would be. 

More investigation is needed on this matter.  

2486 Alan Eden Supports the lower speed limit 
on Higgins Road but would like 
the lower speed limit to extend to 
Bridge Valley Road. 

Bridge Valley Road has relatively low levels 
of development.  

2487 Sue Croll Supports lowering the speed 
limit on Eighty Eight valley Road 
but against raising the speed 
limit on Totara View Road 

 

2488 Colin Bowden  Against the lowering to 30kph 
the speed limit in Queen Street 
but supports this if only between 
the speed humps or courtesy 
crossings. 

Suggests this proposal is a knee 
jerk reaction to the child 
pedestrian on a scooter who was 
injured last year.  

The reduction in the speed limit is for safety 
reasons.  

It is expected that there will be higher 
pedestrian use particularly on the section of 
Queen Street where the Gibbon’s site is 
being redeveloped.  

Also there is likely to be changes to parking 
layout in parts of Queen Street which will 
necessitate a lower speed environment.  

It is also likely that some sharing of space 
between vehicles and pedestrians may 
occur with the future Queen Street 
redevelopment. 

The lower of speed limit has nothing to do 
with recent incident on pedestrian facility. 

2489 Robert 
Chittenden 

Would like to see the speed limit 
on Pugh Road reduced to 80kph 
from Edens Road to end due to 
the shared use of the road. 

It is likely that some physical speed control 
is needed on this section of road however it 
may be worth monitoring first.  

Generally if drivers have good sight lines 
and they see cyclists up ahead they will 
slow down and give them a wide berth.  

A positive aspect of Pugh Road is that it is 
no exit and leads down to the Wairoa 
cycle/pedestrian bridge. Users of the road 
tend to be locals or cyclists and are more 
likely to be mindful of cyclists than if the 
road was a through route. Not sure if traffic 
is any longer able to access the river bank 
road from Pugh Road. 

A lower speed limit may be appropriate but 
needs investigation first. There  

2491 Hilary and Neil 
Clifton 

Request Mapua Drive be made 
60kph not 80kph as proposed 
and extending from the highway 

The proposal of a 60kph speed limit is far 
too slow for this section of road and unlikely 
to achieve any reasonable level of 
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to Seaton Valley Road. compliance. It is likely the differential in 
speeds particularly the likely hood of a high 
proportion of speeds in excess of 60kph 
would make the road more dangerous.  

2492 Maxine Day Supports the proposed lower 
speed limit on Stafford Drive.  

 

2493 Colin Johnson Does not support raising the 
speed limit on Totara View Road.  

See comment below in submission 2513. 

2494 Ben Smithies Suggests that Dovedale and 
Neudorf Roads should be posted 
with an 80kph speed limit due to 
their narrow winding nature. 

The operating speed of parts of these roads 
may be 80kph or less.  

How far does the Council go with setting 
speed limits on all of its rural roads?  

2495 Marianne 
Rocourt 

Supports the lowering to 70kph 
of Collingwood Bainham Main 
Road and the portion of SH60. 

Collingwood Quay should have a 
speed limit of 50kph 

Collingwood Puponga Road at 
Pakawau should have a 
permanent speed limit of 50kph  

The 85
th
 percentile speed or operating 

speed along Collingwood Quay is 73kph.  

A speed limit step-down to 50kph could 
have a low level of compliance.  

  

 

2496 Esmae Emerson Does not support lowering the 
limit on Queen Street to 30kph.  

Most traffic is travelling slowly 
because of the speed humps.  

Also pedestrians are likely to 
become blasé about road sense 
and safety  

See comment for submission 2488 

2497 Joanne Hill Owns the camping ground and 
believes a speed limit should 
apply to the road. Observed 
many near misses mostly 
caused by speed.  

 

2498 Reg Turner Would like to 60kph speed limits 
applied to gravel roads around 
Bainham 

Experienced seeing a number of 
roll-over crashes particularly by 
young driver’s hooning on gravel 
roads. 

Gravel roads have surfaces that are very 
variable.  

Whilst all gravel roads may have a rural 
road speed limit in theory of 100kph, these 
are not signed.  

Drivers are expected to apply a safe speed 
that they feel comfortable at and which will 
depend on experience and road conditions.  

If speed limit signs started appearing on 
gravel roads then these may become 
targets particularly for the unweary. It is 
better that a speed limit is not shown and 
hence drivers determine their own 
comfortable speed be it 20kph or 60kph. 

2499 Kristjana Helleur Would like to see a speed limit of 
70kph or preferably 50kph past 
the Lower Moutere School 

If this refers to the Moutere Highway then 
there is no entry to the school off this road. 
Access is via School Road.  

School Road is a very low trafficked road 
that has suitable areas for parking where 
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children do not have to step out into the live 
traffic lane. School Road is an ideal road for 
school traffic to park as opposed to the 
Moutere Highway. 

If speeds are an issue in School Road then 
this needs investigation but a 24/7 speed 
limit is not the best solution.  

2500 Margot and 
Peter Syms 

Agrees with dropping the speed 
limit on Aporo Road, Stafford 
Drive and Mapua Drive.  

Believes that Mapua Drive 
should be 60kph between the 
Highway and Mapua Tavern 
mainly because of narrow 
shoulders and the increasing use 
by cyclists. 

See comment to submission 2491 

2501 Linda Mason Dodson Road should have a 
speed limit of 50kph. 

This road has not been investigated for a 
lower speed limit. 

2502 Anna Reynolds  Disagrees with the revoking of 
the permanent 70kph speed limit 
and 50kph Holiday speed limit in 
Ligar Bay. 

Agrees with extending the Urban 
Traffic Area for Ligar Bay and 
Pohara. 

Disagrees with the raising of the 
speed limit from 50kph to 60kph 
on Glenview Road. 

Agrees with the proposed speed 
limit change on Abel Tasman 
Drive near Sunbelt Crescent. 

Agrees with the proposed 
changes to Rototai Road. 

 

2503 Ray Hellyer Requests the narrow gravel 
roads in the Moutere Valley be 
reduced to 70kph. 

See comment to submission 2498 above. 

2504 Rosemary 
Jorgensen 

Supports the proposed changes 
but possibly the speed past 
Motupipi School could be lower.  

   

2505 Philip Peters Thorp Street North which 
extends from Staple Street down 
to the sewage plant is currently 
80kph and should be lowered to 
50kph. This is because the 
gravel road is narrow and 
commercial vehicles have to go 
slow when passing one another. 
Also there is no path for 
recreational pedestrians which 
are increasing. 

See comment to submission 2451 above. 

2506 Anthea Lees Would like to see Stafford Drive 
and Aporo Road reduced to 
80kph between Pine Hill and 

See comment to submission 2474 above. 
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Marriages Roads 

2507 Nelson Tasman 
Cycle Trails 
Trust (Stuart 
Hughes) 

Support a number of speed limits 
but would like to see these 
lowered further. 

The Trust also recommends the 
speed limits be lowered on some 
roads. 

The problem with cycle routes is there isn’t 
necessarily cyclists riding along the road all 
of the time.  

Speed limits apply 24/7 

The best treatment for a cycle route is to 
provide good sightlines for drivers and 
where possible remove the centre line. This 
then shows the area more as a shared 
space rather than an allocated space. 

Physical treatment with traffic calming 
features can often provide better ways of 
controlling vehicle speeds. 

2508 Dal and Julie 
Stewart 

Do not support raising the speed 
limit on Totara View Road.  

See comment below in submission 2513. 

2509 Tony Johnston The 50kph speed limit on Eighty 
Eight Valley Road should be 
extended out to Totara View 
Road.  

The operating speed on this section the 
road is 75.2kph. This suggests the 
proposed speed limit of 70kph is 
appropriate. It would be very difficult to 
justify lowering the speed limit to 50kph and 
expect drivers to drive 20kph slower. 

2510 Chris West Do not support raising the speed 
limit on Totara View Road.  

See comment below in submission 2513. 

2511 Jennifer Gillard Do not support raising the speed 
limit on Totara View Road.  

See comment below in submission 2513. 

2513 David Oakes 

 

Concerned that increasing the 
speed limit on Totara View, 
Kilkenny Place, Gossey Drive 
North and Edward Street would 
increase the risk to numerous 
pedestrians and cyclists using 
this route daily due to the blind 
bends on these roads. 

From the speed survey undertaken recently 
on Totara View Road the 85

th
 percentile 

speed was 63.4kph and for Edward Street 
this was 68kph. However, depending where 
these speeds are recorded they don’t 
necessarily represent the entire speed 
profile of the road. The surveys are 
generally located where the free running 
speed is most likely to be achieved. 

2514 Dovedale 
Residents 
Committee 

 

The committee would like the 
speed limit past Dovedale 
School to be reduced to 70kph 

A speed limit warrant was undertaken some 
years ago and apart from the school there 
is very little development nearby to justify a 
lower speed applying 24/7. 

A speed limit has to be reasonable over a 
minimum distance. For a 70kph this is 
500metres.  

2515 Wendy Wallator 

 

Request that the 70kph speed 
limit be lowered, on Hau Road 
due to the amount of traffic 
mainly industrial that use this 
road.  

The road has wide berms and a new 
footpath is to be constructed shortly.  

The road environment is appropriate for a 
70kph speed limit. A speed survey 
undertaken in 2006 shows the 85

th
 

percentile to be under 70kph. 

Should Hau Road be treated any differently 
to High Street South and Wildman Road? 

2516 Kate West 

 

Urging Council to retain the 
50kph speed limit on Totara 
View Rd, Kilkenny Place and 

Refer to comments in response to 
submission 2513 above.  
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Gossey Drive due to the lack of 
any safe place to walk and 
number of blind bends. Also 
concerned about the speed 
drivers travel the road at.  

Noted recent stopping demos 
and effect of speed.  

Suggests council build a local 
footpath to serve the area 

 

The footpath to link Eighty Eight Valley 
Road to that at the end of Kilkenny Place is 
necessary to provide connection with 
outlying rural residential areas and urban 
enclaves. This route is identified in council’s 
new footpath matrix.  

2517 Christine Harris 

 

Raises the issue of drivers 
travelling too fast on Totara View 
Road. The road has many sharp 
corners with poor sightlines and 
driveways which for many 
reasons also do not have good 
sightlines.  

The numbers of increasing 
young families in the area and 
the fact there is no footpath for 
the increasing numbers of 
pedestrians using the road as 
walking loop.  

The road is used by the school 
bus so there are children that 
use the road. 

Most of those drivers that use this road are 
locals as the road is not yet a through route 
to Edward Street.  

The observation of speed support the 85
th
 

percentile speed recorded in the response 
to submission 2513 above.  

If the speed limit is raised it is unlikely to 
have any effect on the current operating 
speed. This is due to the steepness and 
curvilinear nature of the road. These are the 
roadway characteristics which limit the free 
running speed that drivers can achieve.  

Kilkenny Place is a relatively flat section of 
road which 60kph is easily achievable. The 
road has wide berms. Once Totara View 
Road is connected to Goosey Drive North 
and bearing in mind the adopted alignment 
of this proposed road, the speeds are likely 
to increase from Totara View Road down to 
Edward Street. 

2518 Phil & Sharlene 
Madill 

 

Whilst support the recent 
proposal to extend out the 50kph 
speed limit along Haven Road to 
Collingwood Quay (See Map 2) 
they would like this extended all 
the way to the intersection of 
SH60.  

Part of their justification is the 
narrow berm beside the estuary 
and the numbers of pedestrians 
walking in this area.  

They also believe that most 
drivers drive appropriately 
however young drivers they refer 
to boy racers would not be able 
to accelerate in the 50kph road 
section as they approach the 
current 100kph section along 
Collingwood Quay.  

Council is recommending that Collingwood 
Quay be lowered from 100kph to 70kph.  

From a speed survey, the operating speed 
or 85

th
 percentile speed along Collingwood 

Quay showed this to be 74kph.  

In terms of the Speed Limit Warrant, for 
Collingwood Quay the Rating was 0 due to 
the lack of any roadside development 
meaning that 100km/hr is warranted  

The proposed 70kph speed limit on 
Collingwood Quay fits in with that proposed 
on the section of Collingwood Bainham 
Main Road from SH60 to near the 
cemetery. 

Irrespective of what the speed limit is set at, 
drivers will choose their own appropriate 
speed.  

2519 Raelene 
Malcolm 

 

Would like to see 88 Valley Road 
50kph all of the way to Totara 
View Road, due to the large 
numbers of walkers using this 
road to access Totara View 
Road and Faulkner Bush.  

The operating speed on this section of 
Eighty Eight Valley Road is 75.2kph. This 
suggests the proposed speed limit of 70kph 
is appropriate. It would be very difficult to 
justify lowering the speed limit down to 
50kph and expect drivers to drive 20kph 
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slower. 

2520 Ruth and Brian 
Field 

 

Request Aporo Road and part of 
Stafford Drive to be no more 
than 80kph from Pine Hill Road 
to Marriages Road due to the 
alignment of the road, several 
motor camps, school bus route 
and increasing numbers of 
cyclists and pedestrians. Some 
regard this road as a motor 
racing track. 

The road has sealed shoulders but does 
not have the level of development one 
would expect for a road with an 80kph 
speed limit. 

The curvilinear alignment around the Kina 
Bluffs doe limit speeds, but for the 
remainder of the road sight lines are 
generally very good. 

2521 Moutere Hills 
Residents 
Association – 
Matthes Bender 

Request a speed limit reduction 
on Old Coach Road to 70kph. 

Request a 50kph speed limit on 
School Road in front of Mahana 
School. 

Request an 80kph speed limit on 
Neudorf Road from the Moutere 
Highway to Kelling Road 
intersection. 

These roads have currently a permanent 
rural speed limit of 100kph. 

None of these roads have been proposed 
for change and hence consulted on. 
Therefore they would be best to include in a 
future review. 

In the case of School Road, the 
development on this road is minimal except 
for the presence of the school and 
Wollaston’s winery, which are both close to 
Old Coach Road intersection.  

In the case of Old Coach Road, the 
alignment of the road does limit the speed 
and certainly an 80kph speed limit would be 
appropriate when based on the approach 
taken for the roads in the Tasman and 
Ruby Bay areas. However, the reality is that 
most of the local roads within the district are 
generally more aligned to an operating 
speed below 80kph. 

Generally speed limits are applied to roads 
with development as it is these 
developments that generate activities 
involving people. In the case of a road with 
an alignment that forces drivers to drive at 
less than the Rural Speed limit. 

2522 Judy Piner The submitter states that by 
increasing the speed limit on 
Queen Victoria Street that this 
will increase the chances of a 
crash. The reasoning for 
increasing the risks is given as 
the activities of the nearby 
Motueka aerodrome with planes 
and helicopters landing and 
taking-off as well as 
parachutists.  

They would also like to see the 
speed limit through Lower 
Moutere Village drop from 70kph 
to 60kph thereby making this 
section of road safer for all. 

Firstly in terms of raising the speed limit on 
Queen Victoria Street, the points made 
regarding the distractions of the nearby 
aerodrome will always be present whilst it is 
in operation here. 

In regards to the Lower Moutere village, the 
Moutere Highway is an arterial link carrying 
a mix of traffic and therefore has a 
dominant primary function.  

The off-road shared path alongside Main 
Road Lower Moutere was formed to provide 
some where safer for vulnerable road users 
thereby allowing the road for vehicles. 

The road is wide and straight thereby 
offering good sightlines. The current 70kph 
speed limit extends from near Central Road 
to just north of Hau Road and is considered 
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appropriate.  

2523 NZ Automobile 
Association – 
Paul Heywood 

The AA’s submission refers to 
the Safe Systems Speed 
Management Working Group 
that will report to the Minister this 
year.  

The AA has also touched on the 
fact that many of the Speed Limit 
Warrants undertaken do not 
meet the rating for a particular 
speed limit under the Speed 
Limits Rule. 

Furthermore in all cases there is 
not the supporting crash 
statistics. 

The proposal to lower the speed 
limit on Queen Street is 
considered inconsistent. 

 

The speed limits proposed are based on a 
number of factors, which include an 
assessment of the road to determine a 
rating, speed surveys, knowledge of the 
use of the road and crash statistics where 
these are known.  

The Speed Limit Rule does permit speed 
limits to be set other than simply based on 
the Rating achieved by using the 
assessment tool “Speed Limits NZ”.  

Under Clause 3.2(5) An RCA may propose 
to set a speed limit that differs from the 
calculated speed limit providing it is safe 
and appropriate for a road with regards to 
the function, nature, land use patterns and 
whether it is in an urban traffic area or a 
rural area.  

In clause 3.2(6) it states that an RCA can 
set a speed limit less than 50kph providing 
the calculated speed limit for the road is 
50kph and the proposed speed limit would 
be likely to increase the safety of 
pedestrians, cyclists and other road users. 

2524 Philip Wollaston Has requested that Old Coach 
Road, School Road and Nuttall 
Road in the Mahana area be 
considered for a 70kph speed 
limit.  

This request is based on the 
winding and narrow nature of the 
road, the realistic safe speed of 
the road and increase use of the 
road particularly for recreation 
and as a scenic route. 

See comments to Submission 2521 above. 

These roads are worthy of review in future 
particularly with the land use change and 
increased rural subdivision. Further more 
often small incremental improvements can 
improve the safety of a road or route 
particularly where there are short sections 
below the standard of the majority of the 
route. Some examples are an out of context 
curve or deficient sightline or perhaps a 
short section of very narrow seal. By 
making these incremental improvements 
makes the route safer by creating a more 
consistent speed environment without the 
speeding up and slowing down scenario.  

2525 Motupipi 
Primary School - 
Clarissa Gray 

The Board of Trustees would like 
the speed limit past the front of 
the school dropped to 50kph.  

They make the point that the 
stopping distance for 60kph is 
almost half that again for 50kph. 

With a 50kph speed limit this needs to be a 
minimum of 500metres. The frontage of the 
school is nowhere near this length.  

The road is not the safest place for 
dropping off and picking up children in a 
rural environment. 

The problem with introducing a permanent 
speed limit of 50kph in what is otherwise an 
out of character road environment for such 
a speed, except perhaps just before or after 
school, is that drivers are less likely to obey 
it. The argument leads to creating a more 
dangerous road by the belief that traffic will 
travel at 50kph but in reality the range and 
level of speeding makes it harder 
particularly for children and the elderly to 
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judge when it is safe and when it is not.  

Often the perceived view is that a lower 
speed equates to a safer road however if it 
isn’t going to be well respected by drivers 
then you won’t achieve a safer road.  

2526 Kathy and Brent 
Searle 

Opposed to raising the speed 
limit on Totara View Road. 

Submitter states numerous 
factors why the speed limit 
should not increase including 
that traffic already goes to fast 
and at times at unsafe speeds. 

See comment above in submission 2513. 

2527 Accessibility for 
All Forum - 
Donna Smith 

Support the 30kph for Queen 
Street and makes the suggestion 
that the whole of the town centre 
should be 30kph. 

In time this request to see the 30kph 
extended on to other streets within 
Richmond CBD and based on the function 
and safe operation of these roads is likely 
to happen. 

Unfortunately any changes not covered by 
the proposed bylaw will need further 
consultation. 

2529 Mount Hope 
Holdings – 
Jackie McNae 

The submitter believes that 
Mapua Drive, Seaton Valley and 
Stafford Drive to Warren Place 
should be made 50kph as these 
roads are now surrounded by 
land zoned deferred residential. 

The submission is from a land developer in 
the area that believes that land zoning and 
speed limits go hand in hand. As the land is 
developed then it is likely speed limits will 
need to be reviewed. It is also likely that as 
roads are upgraded in the area that off-road 
paths will be developed. This then allows 
for a balanced approach by allowing an 
efficient and safe travel speeds to be set 
whilst keeping vulnerable road users 
separate and safe.  

2531 D&A Freilich – 
Jackie McNae 

This submission is the same as 
submission 2529 above. 

The current road environments of both 
Mapua Drive and Seaton Valley Road do 
not indicate that a 50kph speed limit is 
appropriate.  

2532 Kathy Francis The RCTB submits that 
Community Road should have a 
speed limit of 50kph due to the 
nature of the road.  

The operating speed of Community Road is 
likely to be 50kph or lower due to the road 
environment.  

Every time a speed limit changes requires it 
to be signed with long sections requiring 
repeater signs if the road has a speed limit 
below the permanent rural speed limit.  

2533 Peter Copp The submitter recommends that 
Pine Hill Road West and Foley 
Road should have speed limits 
of 50kph due to these being in 
part gravel and narrow in width.  

The speeds on these roads which are 
sparsely populated rely on the theory of 
drivers setting their speed appropriately for 
the conditions at or below the legal limit.  

2535 Tony and Kathy 
Hardy 

This submission is worded 
similar to that of Submission 
2520 above, requesting Stafford 
Drive and Aporo Road to be set 
at 80kph between Pine Hill Road 
and Marriages Road. 

See comment above for submission 2520 
above. 
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2536 Emma and Mark 
Williams 

This submission requests 
Stafford Drive and Aporo Road 
to be set at 80kph between Pine 
Hill Road and Tasman due to its 
scenic nature and road 
alignment. 

The section of Stafford Drive and Aporo 
Road formally state highway road sections, 
are both rural in nature for the sections 
planned to leave with a rural speed limit of 
100kph from Pine Hill Road to a point just 
south of Williams Road.  

Both of these roads now carry far less 
traffic than when they were designated 
state highway. 

2537 Joan Butt Supports changes in Pohara and 
Ligar Bay.  

Would like to suggest that Abel 
Tasman Drive between Pohara 
Valley and Ligar Bay which 
passes the entrance to Port 
Tarakohe should be included in 
the review and treated 
consistently with the rest of the 
road. 

Particularly concerned over the 
speed limit as it relates to the 
amount of activity on this section 
of Abel Tasman Drive, which 
sees rock climbers, penguins, 
seaweed gatherers, walkers and 
tourists etc. 

The road section referred to extends from 
the 50/100kph near Pohara Valley Road to 
the existing 100/70kph at Ligar Bay.  

The road is curvilinear in nature hugging 
the coast for much of the route and very 
scenic. The road alignment and 
environment tends to limit the speed to 
possibly much less than the 80kph speed 
limit of the rest of the road.  

Whilst the speed limit for this section of 
road hasn’t been proposed for change, an 
appropriate speed limit may have little 
effect but should be ideally suited to the 
average operating speed or near to it. 

  

2538 James Newton 

 

Does not agree with lowering the 
speed limit on Queen St or 
Sundial Square, as not 
supported by International Safe 
System thinking. 

The lower speeds would need physical 
means to coerce drivers to respect them. 
Currently where there are courtesy 
crossings or speed tables, the operating 
speeds are estimated to be approximately 
30kph. Likewise Sundial Square which is 
treated similarly. At each end of Queen 
Street beyond the courtesy crossings, 
would need treatment to ensure operating 
speeds were around 30kph or less.  

2539 Golden Bay 
Community 
Board 

Support proposed speed limits. 

Also would like to see a 
permanent speed limit of 60kph 
extended from Pohara through to 
the bottom of Wainui Hill. 

The operating speed of Abel Tasman Drive 
between Pohara and Tata Beach is 
tempered by the road alignment.  

Suggest further speed surveys to attest 
this.  

2540 Motueka 
Community 
Board 

Oppose raising the speed limit 
on Queen Victoria Street and 
Marchwood Park. 

Request Hau Road is lowered 
from 70kph to 50kph. 

The operating or 85
th
 percentile speed on 

Queen Victoria street north of College 
Street is 60kph with the Mean and Median 
speeds being 54kph. 

The road has wide berms and a new 
footpath is to be constructed shortly.  

The road environment is appropriate for a 
70kph speed limit. A speed survey 
undertaken in 2006 shows the 85

th
 

percentile to be under 70kph. 

Should Hau Road be treated any differently 
to High Street South and Wildman Road? 
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2541 Iona Jelf Holiday speed limits should be 
retained due to influx of people 
and increase in vulnerable road 
users. 

Falconer Road should stay 
zoned rural residential and not 
become part of the Urban Area 
50kph speed limit of Pohara. 

Speed limits past schools should 
reduce to 50kph such as 
Motupipi and Central.  

The 50kph speed limit on 
Glenview Road should be 
retained. 

The only Holiday Speed Limit proposed to 
be revoked is at Ligar Bay and instead a 
60kph permanent speed limit put in place. 
This is consistent with that proposed in 
other settlements along Abel Tasman Drive 
south of Ligar Bay except at Pohara. 

Falconer Road has been treated as part of 
the settlement of Pohara and has nothing to 
do with land zoning. 

Operating speed past schools during the 
period before and just after school tend to 
reflect the level of activity occurring on the 
road in front of the school. For the rest of 
the time including weekend the proposed 
speed is considered appropriate and more 
likely to be respected. 

2542 Lynette and 
John Mytton 

 

Lived there for 3 years and noted 
the change from rural to rural 
residential. Concerned about the 
speed limit on Lodder Lane and 
how most people go faster than 
the legal speed limit.  

The existing speed limit on Loder Lane is 
70kph.  

There is an off road albeit adjacent to the 
road, along Lodder Lane. 

2543 Alan West 

 

Requests that Council retrain the 
50kph speed limit on Totara 
View Road, due to the road 
alignment as well as pedestrians 
and cyclists.  

See comment above in submission 2513. 

2544 Graeme Ralston 

 

Believes the speed limit though 
Tasman should be lowered to 
50kph. 

The speed limit proposed through Tasman 
is 60kph. This is consistent with that 
proposed through Ruby Bay. 

There is not a high density of development 
on Aporo Road through Tasman and with 
the estuary on the eastern side this creates 
a more open road environment. 

Aporo Road is very wide through Tasman. 
The school is well back off the road.  

2545 Anna Louise Would like to see the 70kph 
speed limit on Main Road Lower 
Moutere extended to Edwards 
Road 

This speed limit is unlikely to achieve a 
good level of compliance as the road has 
variable amounts of development along it 
and doesn’t feel like 70kph compared with 
through Lower Moutere or travelling north 
along Queen Victoria Street.  

2574 Charles 
Squance 

Urges Council to extend the 
proposed 60kph speed limit from 
Ruby Bay to Aporo Road 

This proposal is unlikely to achieve good 
compliance. 

2575 Collette Soong Concerned that a lot of drivers 
entering Brightwater from 
Waimea West Road are not 
slowing down until they reach 
Snowdon’s Bush. 

Requests a 70kph speed limit be 
put in place on Waimea West 
Road from the existing 50kph 
speed limit near Snowdon’s 

Late Submission 

 

It is important that speed limit change 
points are installed in location where the 
clearly indicate the change in the nature of 
the road to justify a lower speed limit.  

An electronic feedback speed sign would 
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Bush and extending out 
500metres. 

And suggests installing an 
electronic speed sign to indicate 
to drivers their speed limit.   

be a good idea. 

2576 NZ Transport 
Agency 

 

The NZTA has used a 
spreadsheet provided to them for 
reviewing the speed limit 
proposals.  

NZTA simply looks at the Rating 
determined from the speed limit 
warrant to ascertain whether to 
support or not the proposal.  

Reference is made to The Safe 
System Approach. This will be 
explained more fully to the 
committee on the day.  

Late Submission 

2577 David Anderson, 

 

Supports the raising of various 
speed limits, particularly as cars 
are becoming safer.  

Changing speed limits will not 
stop some people being reckless 

Late Submission 

2581 Tasman Area 
Community 
Association 

Believe the speed limit on Kina 
Beach Road of 80kph is 
excessive – a 60kph limit would 
be appropriate but, at the very 
least, there should be a 
consistent 70kph throughout the 
Kina Peninsula. 
 
The intention to maintain the 
100kph limit on Aporo Road from 
around Jester House to the Ruby 
Bay 70kph limit is inappropriate 
for what is now a secondary rural 
road. An 80kph limit would be 
both safer and consistent with 
other limits on the Ruby Bay 
coastal route. This will become 
even more apparent should the 
Cycle Trail Route be directed 
along Aporo Road as is currently 
being considered by Council. 
 
Council needs to address the 
100kph limit currently existing on 
Harley Road – not only for the 
growing residential issues but 
also because that road too may 
become part of the Cycle Trail. 

Late Submission  

 
 

      
 

5 Appendices 



It
e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 24 
 

 
1.  Appendix 1 - Submissions Received  25 
2.  Appendix 2 - Schedule of Submitters to be Heard 199 

  
 



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 25 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 26 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 27 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 28 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 29 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 30 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 31 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 32 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 33 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 34 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 35 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 36 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 37 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 38 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 39 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 40 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 41 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 42 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 43 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 44 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 45 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 46 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 47 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 48 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 49 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 50 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 51 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 52 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 53 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 54 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 55 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 56 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 57 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 58 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 59 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 60 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 61 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 62 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 63 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 64 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 65 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 66 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 67 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 68 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 69 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 70 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 71 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 72 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 73 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 74 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 75 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 76 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 77 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 78 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 79 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 80 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 81 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 82 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 83 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 84 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 85 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 86 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 87 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 88 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 89 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 90 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 91 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 92 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 93 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 94 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 95 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 96 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 97 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 
Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 98 
 

 
  



A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
1

 
It

e
m

 3
.1

 

Tasman District Council Submissions Hearing Agenda – 16 April 2013 

 

 

Agenda Page 99 
 

 
  


