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Rules Team
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Wellington 6145
Dear Sir/Madam
IPENZ Transportation Group Submission on Land Transport Rule : Traffic Control Devices Amendment [2010] (Rule 54002/4)
The IPENZ Transportation Group (“IPENZ TG”) welcomes the opportunity to provide a submission on the yellow draft of Land Transport Rule : Traffic Control Devices Amendment [2010] (Rule 54002/4).  The IPENZ TG consists of nearly 1,100 transportation and traffic engineering and planning professionals working in central government, local government, academia, and the private sector.  The IPENZ TG represents a segment of considerable expertise in the fields of traffic and transportation and has a significant interest in managing the effects of transportation on society.  This submission has been prepared by the National Committee of the IPENZ TG and recognises that this submission may not necessarily represent the views of all members given the diversity of members and their respective views.
There are a number of specific comments we wish to make and these are covered in the attached submission.

The IPENZ Transportation Group is happy to discuss any of the comments contained in the submission and any queries can be directed to the Chair of the IPENZ Transportation Group, Bruce Conaghan, Senior Traffic Engineer, Dunedin City Council ( (03) 474 3706 / E-mail bruce.conaghan@dcc.govt.nz).
Yours sincerely

Bruce Conaghan

Chairman

IPENZ Transportation Group
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Submission to the Rules Team, New Zealand Transport Agency, on the yellow draft of :

Land Transport Rule : Traffic Control Devices Amendment [2010] (Rule 54002/4)
Prepared by:
IPENZ Transportation Group
May 2010
Introduction
The IPENZ Transportation Group (“IPENZ TG”) consists of nearly 1,100 transportation and traffic engineering and planning professionals working in central government, local government, academia, and the private sector.  The IPENZ TG represents a segment of considerable expertise in the fields of traffic and transportation and has a significant interest in managing the effects of transportation on society.  This submission has been prepared by the National Committee of the IPENZ TG and recognizes that this submission may not necessarily represent the views of all members given the diversity of members and their respective views.
The IPENZ TG welcomes the opportunity to provide a submission on Land Transport Rule : Traffic Control Devices Amendment [2010] (Rule 54002/4).  Overall, the IPENZ TG supports all of the proposals identified in the yellow draft of Land Transport Rule : Traffic Control Devices Amendment [2010] (Rule 54002/4).  We do not propose to comment on all proposals and issues contained in the draft and our comments are confined to those proposals that the IPENZ TG members either have a specific interest in or should be changed or amended.  These comments are discussed in more detail below under the heading of the respective proposal.

Specific Comments/Amendments on Proposals

Proposal 1 : A new regime for defining parking zones and signing and marking parking restrictions is proposed
The IPENZ TG would recommend that where there are parking spaces within a parking zone that have differing restrictions, that these be marked using broken lines in a similar arrangement to that used for marking loading zones and bus stops.  With the time restricted parking spaces e.g. P5, P30, etc, these broken lines would be white.
Proposal 28 : Signs to be substituted

The IPENZ TG is fully supportive of the provision given to allow for the optional use of the “Give Way” supplementary plate with the R2-3 Give Way Roundabout sign.  The IPENZ TG has always been of the opinion that the “Give Way” supplementary plate is superfluous given that the roundabout give-way sign is clear in its intent as it retains the standard red and white triangular shape associated with the “Give Way” sign with the only change being the roundabout symbol replacing the words “Give Way”.  The roundabout “Give Way” sign without the supplementary “Give Way” sign is consistent with such signage used internationally.

Issue for comment
Issue 1 : Minimum size of signs
The IPENZ TG would agree that there is the opportunity to allow for smaller signs in pedestrian and cycle environments where such facilities are clear and independent of the trafficable roadway.  This would be the only circumstance that would be appropriate for smaller signs.
Issue 2 : Permitted combinations of signs
The IPENZ TG would agree that there is the opportunity to provide for permitted combinations of signs although any such arrangement could be approved through the TCD Steering Group.

Issue 3 : Shared zone sign
The IPENZ TG is supportive of the shared zone concept.  It would agree that for shared zones to be successful, it is imperative and a requirement that they be designed to encourage vehicle operating speeds of around that which is signed on the Shared Zone sign.  Certainly, the Shared Zone sign should include a speed limit given that they define the start of the “Shared Zone”.
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