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1  Purpose of this report 

At its heart, Let’s Get Wellington Moving will provide ways to move more people with 

fewer vehicles. There will be better walking facilities, connected cycleways, and high-

quality mass rapid transit, along with more reliable buses, improvements at the Basin 

Reserve and an extra Mt Victoria Tunnel. Let's Get Wellington Moving will transform how 

we get around. 

The Three Year programme will help change how people move into and around the city. 

We want to make travelling by bus to the central city a faster and more reliable choice, 

and to create a better environment for people walking and on bikes. 

In June and July 2021, LGWM consulted on two proposals – a proposal to build a safe 

crossing on Cobham Drive, and a proposal to introduce safer speed limits on State 

Highway 1 (SH1) between the Mt Victoria Tunnel and Wellington Airport and a short 

stretch of local road. 

This report summarises who we spoke with, how we reached them, the feedback we 

received throughout the consultation and the main themes within that feedback.  

It should be read in conjunction with the sentiment report.  

 

2 The LGWM proposals 

Cobham Drive is a vital link between the east and west of the city. It is the primary route 

between the CBD and Wellington Airport and has recently been upgraded with new 

walking and cycling paths - an important addition to Wellington’s walking and cycling 

network. The numbers of people using the paths are increasing rapidly.  

Let’s Get Wellington Moving aims to make it safer for everyone to get around and help 

achieve a transport system free of death and serious injury. Right now, there is no safe 

crossing point for almost two kilometres between Miramar and the Evans Bay Parade 

traffic lights. This means that some people make dangerous crossings, and other people 

may choose to drive, even for short trips, which adds to congestion and emissions. 

It also means that there is no connection between the Cobham Drive and the Kilbirnie 

cycling routes. 

With further development expected in this area over the coming decades, providing safe 

and convenient walking and cycling facilities will provide people with more choices in how 

they get around the city.  

 

2.1 The proposal for a safer crossing 

Let’s Get Wellington Moving has proposed a safe crossing, controlled by traffic lights, that 

connects the new Tahitai Cobham Drive paths near ASB Sports Centre. This will make it 

easier for people in Miramar to walk or bike to the sports centre and to Kilbirnie town 

centre. It will also help people in Kilbirnie, Lyall Bay and Rongotai to get onto the new 

paths, which will soon provide a safe walking and biking route all the way to the city 

centre. 

https://lgwm.nz/our-plan/three-year-programme/
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This project is part of our three-year programme focussed on delivery of projects that can 

get underway the soonest and help make it easier to get around on foot, by bike or by 

bus.  

Further details on why an at-grade crossing is preferred to other options can be found 

here. 

 

 

Concept drawings of the proposed crossing on Cobham Drive 

 

 

2.2 The proposal for safer speeds 

Too many people are being killed or seriously injured while driving, walking or biking in 

Wellington, and speed is a factor in every crash. No matter what the cause of the crash is, 

the faster the vehicle is travelling, the more likely it is that somebody will be hurt or die. 

People make mistakes, and we will never eliminate crashes, but speed can be the factor 

that determines whether someone is killed, seriously injured or walks away unharmed. A 

small reduction in speed can make a big difference, especially when cyclists or 

pedestrians and involved.  

https://lgwm-prod-public.s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/public/Documents/Cobham-Dr-2021/Cobham-Crossing-Speed-Tech-Report-1.37MB.pdf
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This part of SH1 is particularly unsafe for people walking or biking. Alongside the new 

crossing, we need to set safer speed limits so that everyone in the area can get around 

safely. The speed limits on SH1 east of Mount Victoria are too high for the type of road 

environment. Narrow roads with footpaths, intersections and driveways are not suitable for 

70km/h speed limits.  

In this consultation we 

proposed safer speed limits for 

two sections of State Highway 

1 between the Mount Victoria 

tunnel and the Airport. We 

have proposed changing the 

limits on Ruahine Street 

(70km/h changing to 50km/h) 

and on Cobham Drive and 

Calabar Road (70km/h 

changing to 60km/h). An 

additional short stretch of 

Cobham Drive, which is not 

part of SH1, was also included 

to keep speed limits consistent. 

Setting a 60km/h speed limit on 

Cobham Drive also supports 

the safety of the planned 

crossing. 

Further details on these speed 

limit proposals can be found 

here. 

Map of the proposed speed limit changes 

 

3 Details of the consultation 

Between 30 June and 28 July 2021, we asked the public, community and stakeholders to 

provide their feedback on the proposals via a consultation survey on the LGWM website, 

with hard copy forms also available.  

We asked whether the proposed crossing would make them more likely to walk, run, bike 

or use a scooter for trips around the area, whether the crossing is located in the right area 

to help people get where they need to go in the area, how important it is to make changes 

to improve safety on State Highway 1, and for the primary way that they travel through the 

area. 

On the proposal to introduce safer speeds we asked if there were any other details that 

should be considered before we make a final decision to change the speed limit.  

In addition to these questions people were asked where they lived, if they were providing 

feedback as an individual or an organisation, their gender, age and ethnicity.  

People could choose to skip any of these questions. 

The survey was open to anyone who wanted to respond. No quotas were set for the 

survey, which resulted in responses that were likely skewed towards those with an interest 

in or affected by the topic. Half (49%) of the entire sample was from the eastern suburbs, 

https://lgwm-prod-public.s3.ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/public/Documents/Cobham-Dr-2021/Cobham-Crossing-Speed-Tech-Report-1.37MB.pdf
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with 18% living in Miramar. One-fifth of the sample visit the area and another fifth regularly 

travel through the area to get to work or school. Three-quarters of the sample primarily 

travel by use of a private vehicle, and a quarter by an alternative active mode (e.g. bike, 

walking or bus).  

A total of 3,518 submissions were received. Additional stakeholder meetings and 

conversations were held as part of the consultation, and some engaged individuals or 

organisations submitted responses via the website, email, or phone.  
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4 Responses to the crossing proposal 

There were considerably different views on the proposals, 

depending on how people tend to get around the area, where 

they live, and what their relationship to the area is.  

Within the feedback provided, issues concerning accessibility, 

cost, deliverability, construction and visual impact of alternative 

options were not generally included as considerations. 

There was a lot of opposition to the crossing proposal, and to the 

proposal to reduce speeds. The majority of opposition was driven 

by concern that it would make existing congestion worse, and that 

it would make driving through the area slow. 

Despite this, half of all respondents agree that it is important to 

make changes to improve safety on State Highway 1 (one of 

LGWM’s primary objectives). 

Responses to the questions asked during the consultation are summarised below. 

 

How important is it to make changes to improve safety on State Highway 1? 

The way that people travel around the area had a large bearing on whether they think 

safety should be improved. In terms of the perceived importance of making changes, 

those who are likely to be more severely affected by an accident (e.g. those who are less 

protected by being in a vehicle) tend to feel it is more important to make changes, while 

car/truck drivers were more likely to say it was not important. 

Overall, 50% of respondents believe it is important or very important to improve safety 

along SH1 while 19% of respondents said it was not important. Three-quarters of people 

who cycle believe it is important to improve safety, and two-thirds of people who walk. 

More than a third of people who drive a car or truck do not believe it is important to 

improve safety. 

 

 

Views on the importance of safety improvements to SH1 
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Views on the importance of saefty improvements to SH1 – by current mode of transport  
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What is the primary way you travel through and around the area? 

The way that people travel through the area had a large bearing on their support for or 

opposition to the proposals.  

73% of respondents used a car as their primary mode of transport. A majority of these 

people disagreed with the crossing, primarily due to concerns that it would add to existing 

congestion in the area, with additional comments strongly indicating a preference for an 

overbridge. 

There were far higher levels of support for both the crossing and safer speed limits from 

people who biked, walked or used a bus as their primary way of getting around. 

 

Would the proposed crossing make you more likely to walk, run, bike or use a scooter for 

trips around the area? 

The way that people travel through the area had a large bearing on their support for or 

opposition to the proposals.  

50% of respondents said that the crossing would mean no change in whether they were 

more likely to walk, cycle or run through the area. 24% of people said they would be more 

likely more much more likely to do so, while 22% said they would be less likely or much 

less likely. 

Certain subgroups viewed the benefits of the proposed crossing differently. 

Almost half (49%) of those people who are currently using an active mode of transport or the bus 

say the crossing will make them more likely to continue doing so. In comparison, only 17% of 

drivers say the same.  

Certain suburbs also have a significantly higher proportions of respondents who say the proposed 

crossing would make them more likely to use an active mode of transport in the area. 43% of 

people living in Rongotai say they would be more likely to walk, run or bike around the areas, 

compared with 19% for people living in Miramar. 

 

Likelihood of using an active mode of transport as a result of crossing – by mode of transport 

 

Is the crossing located in the right spot to help you get where you want to go in the area? 



Cobham Crossing and Speed Consultation Summary Page 10 

 

The consultation question sought feedback on the precise location of the proposed 

crossing, with 55% of respondents disagreeing that the crossing was in the right place, 

and 25% agreeing was in the right place.  

Further inspection of additional comments indicated that many respondents who believed 

the crossing was in the wrong place, answered this way as they disagreed with the type of 

crossing proposed (see below).  

The way that people travel through the area had a large bearing on their support for or 

opposition to the proposals.  

 

Views on location of the crossing – by mode of transport 

Is there anything else we need to consider before we build the Cobham Drive crossing? 

As with previous responses, different subgroups have stronger concerns in particular 

areas, depending on their primary mode of transport, the potential effect the crossing 

might have on them, and the suburb in which they live.  

A significant proportion of people preferred a bridge to an at-grade crossing. Out of the 

total comments, 48% were from respondents who wished to see an alternative design 

built instead of an at-grade crossing. Almost half of these respondents preferred a bridge 

or overbridge. 

Of the 42% of people who had concerns about the impact of an at-grade crossing on 

traffic-flow, roughly one quarter said that the traffic in the area is already bad and believed 

that a crossing would make the existing congestion worse. 

More detailed feedback and concerns were raised by those individuals or organisations 

who provided written submissions.  

As people were able to leave comments that covered a range of themes, the total 

percentage of all subjects raised in comments adds up to more than 100%. 

 

5 Key themes on crossing proposal 

• A preference for an overbridge or underpass rather than at at-grade crossing 

• Concern that the crossing would add to existing congestion  

• Concern that the crossing and lower speed limits would cause tailbacks through 

roundabouts 
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• The crossing will create safety concerns for users and drivers 

• Disagreement that a crossing is required 

• Agreement that the crossing is a good idea 

• Suggested improvements  
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6 Responses to the speed limit proposal 

 

6.1 State Highway 1 speed limits 

Fewer respondents provided commentary on the speed limits than for the crossing 

proposal (54% provided commentary for the speed consideration vs. 88% for the 

crossing). Almost half of all respondents (46%) did not leave additional comments on this 

consultation question. 

Of the total comments provided by respondents, just over a quarter of all respondents 

have concerns/disagree with the proposed speed limit reduction (28%).  

People who disagreed with changing speed limits are generally concerned that 

introducing safer speed limits would make journeys longer and add to existing congestion.  

As with comments around the proposed crossing, survey respondents have a lot of 

different things they want LGWM to consider before making a decision on the speed limits 

on SH1.  

People who generally cycled around the area were more likely to show support for the 

introduction of safer speed limits, while people who drive a car/truck were more likely to 

disagree with the introduction of safer speed limits. 

No issues were raised regarding safer speed limits on these sections of roads that had not 

already been considered by the project team. 

 

6.2 Local road speed limits 

Only a quarter of respondents (24%) provided comments on the short stretch of local road 

on Cobham Drive 100m north of Calabar Road roundabout. These comments tended to 

be varied and still focused on a big picture desire for no change. 

No issues were raised regarding safer speed limits on these sections of roads that had not 

already been considered by the project team. 
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7 Key themes on speed limit proposal 

• Concerns/disagreement with speed reduction 

• Traffic flow concerns 

• Lower the speed 

• Other speed related commentary 

• Questions of actual safety 

• Crossing related commentary 

• Other commentary 

• No response  
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8 Consultation results 

A total of 3519 survey submissions were made. 

• 3458 submissions came via online form 

• 8 submissions were received via post 

• 22 submissions were received via website contact 

• 12 submission were made via hard copy form 

• 18 submissions came via email  

• 1 submission was made via phone call 

 

Just over 98% of submissions were made by individuals, while approximately 1% were 

made on behalf of community and stakeholder groups and organisations. 

The LGWM project team also met and heard from a range of organisations, stakeholder 

and community groups throughout the consultation process, including: 

• Cycle Wellington 

• AA 

• Fire and Emergency NZ 

• NZ Police 

• Mana Whenua Partners 

• Connect Wellington 

• Living Streets Aotearoa 

• Disabled Persons Assembly 

• Road Transport Forum 

• Wellington Airport 

• Enterprise Miramar Peninsula 

• Kilbirnie Residents Association 

• Joe Horvath (organiser of previous petition) 

 

An additional five summaries from stakeholder or community meetings were included for 

consideration. 

Repeated efforts were made to seek feedback from schools in the area, however, no 

official responses on behalf of schools were received. 
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9 Who we heard from  
 

Age Range Percentage 

40-49 21% 

30-39 21% 

50-59 18% 

19-29 17% 

60-69 9% 

70-79 4% 

80+ 1% 

Missing data 10% 

Under 18 1% 

 

Gender Percentage 

Male 49% 

Female 33% 

Gender diverse/non-binary 2% 

Prefer not to say 7% 

Missing data 9% 

 

Where they live Percentage 

Eastern Suburbs 49% 

Central Suburbs 10% 

Southern Suburbs 11% 

Western Suburbs 9% 

Northern Suburbs 5% 

Outer regions 10% 

Missing data 7% 
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10 Advertising activities and drop-in sessions 

The consultation was advertised on Facebook, the Dominion Post, digital channels and 

radio.  

LGWM held two public drop-in sessions on 8 and 11 July at the ASB Sports Centre in 

Kilbirnie, which were attended by approximately 75 people. These events were advertised 

on Facebook, with an organic reach on Facebook of approx. 4,500 people. 

Out of home (OOH) advertising, such as bus shelters, was also used. 

Our communications drove 10,000 sessions on the Cobham Drive webpages, with an 

average time spent on page of four minutes and 55 seconds.  

 

Advertising reach figures 
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