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AMES STREET ROAD SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1 This report seeks Paekākāriki Community Board approval for modifications at 
Ames Street to improve road safety.  

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION 

2 This report does not trigger the Council’s Significance Policy. 

BACKGROUND 

3 Ames Street branches off State Highway One (‘SH1’) at the southern most 
extent of Paekākāriki. Generally, traffic leaving the highway is travelling at 
relatively high speeds (an 80kph limit) to the urban limit of 50kph. Traffic trying to 
join SH1 is restricted to a right-turn only and less than ideal visibility north and 
south along SH1 (see Appendix 3). 

4 In 2005 and again in 2008, the Paekākāriki Community Board asked Kāpiti 
Coast District Council (‘the Council’) staff to review the safety at this junction and 
look at ways of restricting traffic movements. In both cases, a one way system 
north bound between SH1 and a point 15m south of the southern boundary of 
75 Ames Street was proposed. In 2005, the proposal was put on hold under 
“Matters Under Action” pending completion of the New Zealand Transport 
Agency (‘NZTA’) upgrading of the Beach Road intersection. The 2008 proposal 
was again deferred, this time to coincide with NZTA’s proposal to install a central 
median barrier on this section of SH1.  

5 The Beach Road/SH1 intersection was completed in the first quarter of 2013 and 
median barrier works were never progressed further than the wire rope barrier 
which finishes 800 metres south of the Fisherman’s Table restaurant on SH1. 

6 Residents were surveyed on each occasion with 77 percent of respondents in 
favour of the one way system in 2005, reducing to 67 percent approval in 2008. 

CONSIDERATIONS 

Issues 

Restricted Access Ames Street – One Way northbound between SH1 and the Ames 
Street Reserve 

7 The Emergency Services Coordinating Committee were asked to comment on 
the One Way proposal on 4 November 2013: the Fire Service was in favour of 
the closure, however NZTA thought it was restricting movement and reducing 
Paekākāriki to a single exit point, as well as presenting problems at the 
Beach Road level crossing and for detours off SH1. The Police and ambulance 
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services agreed in principle so long as there was a system in place that allowed 
a rapid change to two way operation in an emergency. 

8 A letter drop was undertaken on 15 November 2013 to all Ames Street residents 
(75 properties) to re-consult on the proposals (see Appendix 1). As at the 
closing date for submissions on Friday, 20 December 2013, Council had 
received 30 responses with 63 percent in favour of the proposal. This indicates 
approval has dropped a further 4 percent since the last survey in 2008. Many 
respondents considered the changes to the Beach Road/Paekākāriki Hill 
Road/SH1 junction had made it more difficult to turn south onto SH1 and that 
Ames Street was a safer option. They also argued that all of Paekākāriki should 
have been consulted because these proposals affect more than just Ames Street 
residents.  

9 A search of the NZTA Crash Analysing System (CAS) for accident data on 
Ames Street from 2000 to the present, shows there have been 5 minor accidents 
at the SH1/Ames Street junction, 4 nose to tail accidents and one loss of control. 
There is only limited detail available on the report but there only appears to be 
one accident directly linked to a turning manoeuvre at Ames Street (see 
Appendix 2). 

10 With the changes to the Beach Road/SH1 intersection and ongoing safety 
concerns, NZTA has proposed a change to the speed limit on SH1 – moving the 
70 kph threshold to the south of Ames Street. This will reduce the speed on SH1 
a further 10 kph and improve road safety at the junction. Officers will follow up 
with NZTA for confirmation of this and any predicted timeframe. 

11 With the low actual level of accidents at the junction, requirements for alternative 
access and detour routes, increasing opposition to a one way system, and future 
changes to SH1, the benefits from this scheme do not justify the cost. 

Proposed Footpath eastern side of Ames Street 

12 Following the construction of the Te Araroa Walkway between Paekākāriki and 
Pukerua Bay, there has been an increase in foot traffic and vehicles at the 
southern end of Ames Street with visitors to the walkway parking and walking 
down to the start of the track on SH1. To provide a safer route for these people 
and improve the local network, a new footpath is proposed on the eastern side of 
Ames Street from its current end point at 75 Ames Street down to SH1 (see 
Appendix 4). 

13 The existing footpath is narrow with a high kerb, pedestrians using this path to 
access the Te Araroa Walkway can cross part way down Ames Street and use 
the grass verge to get down to SH1. If crossing at the bottom of Ames Street, 
pedestrians have reduced visibility of fast moving traffic on SH1 possibly 
entering Ames Street at 80 kph. 

14 This section of Ames Street is quite narrow and a new concrete footpath with 
kerb and channel would need to have an accompanying no parking restriction 
(broken yellow lines) to prevent parked vehicles restricting traffic flows. 
Alternatively a lower impact solution would be to use a grassed separation strip 
with an asphalt footpath which could still allow for some parking along this edge 
of the road (see Appendix 5). As a minimum we would recommend removal of 
vegetation along the road edge to provide a continuous three metre grassed 
berm between SH1 and 75 Ames Street.  
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15 Many of the survey responses indicated that they considered the speed of traffic 
leaving SH1 into Ames Street was of greater safety concern than exiting the 
junction.  

16 The Council recently installed a new 50 kmh threshold sign on Ames Street and 
replaced many of the old non-reflective signs. A high visibility red patch with 
50 speed roundel has also just been completed adjacent to the threshold signs 
to further delineate the change in speed limit. To encourage traffic to slow down 
it is proposed to introduce another speed hump in this vicinity. This would be 
consistent with the existing speed humps in Ames Street and in a location where 
there would be no noise impact on any neighbouring properties. New Zealand 
Traffic Regulations state that the hump and accompanying signage need to be 
visible to approaching drivers for at least 60 metres. Therefore a hump could be 
installed 60m in from SH1 approximately 20m further on from the new red patch 
on the road. If necessary there is still enough space to install a second speed 
hump 60m further on just before the entrance to the reserve. 

Financial Considerations 

17 There are no financial implications associated with the proposed works as they 
can be funded from the existing Access & Transport Minor improvement budget.  

Legal Considerations 

18 To introduce the one way system, Council would have to pass a resolution under 
the Traffic Bylaw 2010 clause 5.1 to: 

 
5.1 The Council may, by a publicly notified resolution, impose such 

prohibitions, restrictions, controls, or directions concerning the use by traffic 
of  any road or other area controlled by the Council, as are permitted by 
any relevant enactment.  

Delegation 

19 The Community Board has:  

“Authority to approve or reject officer recommendations relating to all traffic 
control and signage matters, in relation to existing local roads within the 
community board’s area, except for changes to speed restrictions on local 
roads. (The latter power has been delegated to the Regulatory Management 
Committee)”. 

Consultation 

20 This is the third round of consultation undertaken on this proposal. In each case 
all residents of Ames Street have been consulted with support for the proposal 
dropping with each survey (77 percent 2005; 67 percent 2008; and 63 percent 
2013). Emergency services were generally supportive but only if the change 
could be fully justified. 

Policy Implications 

21 There are no policy implications with this recommendation. 
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Publicity Considerations 

22 The Council will need to publicise any changes to the traffic controls before 
implementation and by signage on the local road network given the nature of the 
changes. Any resolution to be passed under the Traffic Bylaw will need to be 
publicly notified. 

Other Considerations 

23 The future completion of the Transmission Gully Highway will result in SH1 at 
this location becoming a local road under the Council's control. Traffic volumes 
will be reduced and there will opportunity to reduce the speed limit at that time.  

RECOMMENDATIONS 

That the Paekākāriki Community Board:  

24 does not implement the one way restriction on Ames Street;  

25 approves the construction of a new asphalt footpath on the eastern side between 
75 Ames Street and SH1; and  

26 approves the installation of a new speed hump between SH1 and the 
Ames Street Reserve. 

 

Report prepared by: Approved for submission by: 
  

  

Gary Adams 
TRAFFIC ENGINEER 

Sean Mallon 
GROUP MANAGER 
INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Figure 1: Ames Street Proposed Road Change 

Appendix 1:  Proposal letter of 15 November 2013 to Ames Street Residents 
Appendix 2:  Accident data 
Appendix 3: Plan of Proposed Road Change 2005 
Appendix 4: Plan of Proposed Road Changes 2014  
Appendix 5: Example of asphalt footpath 
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