














 
 

3. The modelling also indicates that in 2038 (without the development), this intersection will be operating with further 

delays, with a Level of Service (LoS) E in the AM peak and D in the PM peak. Therefore, the development and 

associated increase in traffic generation will further impact on this existing issue.  

Mr. Fuller noted that to address existing and future capacity and safety concerns, an additional right turn lane from 

Pound Road to SH1 and an additional southbound lane on Pound Road to Waterloo Road would be required.  It 

was also clarified that no additional lanes are required on SH1 itself, as the additional Pound Road lanes provide 

sufficient additional capacity at the intersection as a whole. 

We noted that it is unclear when exactly (between now and 2038) this upgrade would be required, but in order to 

provide sufficient time for NZTA to plan, fund and implement the upgrade, a consent condition is to be proposed 

(volunteered) as part of the Fast Track application that precludes the issuing of titles for any lots within the 

development until 31 December 2027 in order to sufficiently delay subsequent site development and traffic.  

NZTA emphasised that the general principle underlying its standard practice in these circumstances is for the 

developer to mitigate effects generated by its proposal. As such the abovementioned condition is not fit for purpose. 

Furthermore, while avenues exist within the NLTP, and RLTP framework for the applicant to advance the case for 

intersection upgrades there is currently no way for NZTA to prioritise any upgrade within the time frames anticipated 

by the condition.  

4. We understood (from James), that the additional right turn lane from Pound Road to SH1 and additional southbound 

lane on Pound Road to Waterloo Road could be implemented within the boundaries of the designation and land 

owned by NZTA / Council (no land acquisition or designations required), and therefore this design solution should 

be relatively easy to implement, and therefore timing and funding are the key issues from NZTA’s perspective.   

This assumption is based on the plan provided by Novo group – NZTA has not independently verified that sufficient 

room exists within current road boundaries for the required intersection upgrades. Furthermore, the plan provided 

does not actually show it is possible to accommodate two vehicles tracking side by side in the intersection area 

which would be critical to the proposed layout actually functioning and mitigating any effect, 

5. In terms of timing, we understand NZTA wants to ensure that any design solution can be implemented within an 

appropriate timeframe, accounting for when the development will generate traffic.   We understood from James that 

the proposed delay to the issue of titles (as noted in the condition described above) was likely to be sufficient for 

NZTA.  

James stated that NZTA could not undertake any design in this NLTP (2024-2027). There followed some discussion 

around the rate of development and that development wasn’t likely to be complete / at 100%, until around 

2038. NZTA considers that the title issue time frame is unworkable without some constraint built into it via an 

acceptable side agreement between the Developer and NZTA to link site use and development to the funding and 

implementation of any required intersection upgrade.  

6. In terms of funding, we understand that NZTA want to ensure that the developer/applicant (NTP Development 

Holdings Limited) pays its appropriate share of costs for mitigating its impacts on this intersection.    We noted that 

as this intersection requires an upgrade irrespective of this development, the principal cost imposed by the applicant 

would be the potential bringing forward of works that might not otherwise be required until 2038 (at the latest) and 

that this entails a financing cost (in terms of the cost of bringing forward funding).  

Based on NZTA comments on points 3 to 5 above, NZTA is not in agreement with the inferences made and 

conclusions drawn in this comment.  



 
 

7. Other parts of the road network (beyond the State Highway and intersection noted above) are within the jurisdiction 

of the Council and in that regard, the applicant has engaged / is engaging with Council transport staff on the relevant 

matters.   

Noted 

8. Any additional upgrade works at the Pound Road /SH1 intersection (e.g. a fourth arm to service development to 

the south), is uncertain and speculative at this time. 

Agreed 

9. KiwiRail interests in this intersection and their rail corridor should be addressed directly to/with KiwiRail. 

Agreed, noting contact details for KiwiRail have been passed to Nick Fuller – Novo Group 

 

Conclusion 

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to have some early input into this significant proposal. We hope that the input 

offered will be of assistance in optimizing your proposal and mitigating any potential adverse transport related effects on the 

Christchurch transport network.  

 

However, to do so, the developer must mitigate the adverse transport effects generated by the development. In the absence 

of any wider programmed upgrade works at the Pound Road / SH 1 intersection, for the foreseeable future, any intersection 

upgrade or part thereof, necessary to mitigate the effects of the development, is the financial responsibility of your client.  

  

If you have any queries regarding the above or wish to discuss matters further, please feel free to contact the Environmental 

Planning team at environmentalplanning@nzta.govt.nz. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

 

B.W.Hawkins 

Bruce Hawkins 

Senior Planner   

Poutiaki Taiao / Environmental Planning, System Design, on behalf of NZ Transport Agency Waka Kotahi. 

  

  

  

 

 

  

Enclosed:   

• Attachment 1: Initial NZTA Commentary 

• Attachment 2: Applicant Response 

 

  

  
  



 
 

Attachment 1 Initial NZTA Commentary 

 

 



 
 

 

  



 
 

Attachment 2 Applicant Response 

 





 
 

 

 

 




