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RM230535 – Submission Summary 

Submitter Submission Summary Oppose  

001 Brian McGurk • Effects on traffic and intersection users – free left 

hand turn lane, vulnerable users, distraction 

• Amenity values already low, obstruction of views 

to hills, visual clutter. 

• Negative effects outweigh positive effects. 

Oppose 

 

002 Angela Murton • Traffic effects – impact on road safety messages, 

distracting 

Oppose 

 

003 Eva Johnson • Distraction to drivers 

• Doesn’t serve any purpose 

Oppose 

 

004 Robin Whalley • Impact on amenity values – visibility of Mount 

Malita is important 

Oppose 

 

005 Gretchen Holland • Traffic effects – distraction at a busy intersection 

with high accident rate 

Oppose 

 

006 John Borley & 

Jacob Klootwyk 

• Traffic effects – increase in accidents. Oppose 

007 Lorraine Cotton • Traffic effects – distraction, safety concerns Oppose 

008 Bruce Struthers • Traffic effects – distraction, congestion increasing 

• Visual effects – prominent, illumination levels 

Relief 

Extinguished after daylight hours, shielded from 

above to protect night sky from illumination. 

Oppose 

 

009 Mason Pahl • Traffic effects – distraction, increasing risk of more 

serious accident, witnessed many crashes and 

near business as nearby business owner 

Oppose 

 

010 Timothy Leyland • Risks of advertising material ‘un-wholesome’ 

adverts 

• Light pollution 

• Traffic safety 

Relief  

Content of advertising be restricted. 

Oppose 

 

011 Jo Leyland • Traffic effects – risk of accidents, risk to 

pedestrians including older & younger people 

Oppose 

 

012 Ralph Bradley • Increased light pollution, TDC lighting 

management plans have not been prepared. 

• Light effects on estuary ecology and bird life 

• Distraction for road users 

Oppose 

013 Mark Ferguson • Visual effects 

• Traffic effects – distraction to drivers, pedestrians 

and cyclists. 

Oppose 

 

014 Iain Currie • Traffic effects – driver distraction Oppose  
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015 Hamish Beard • Traffic effects – busy intersection with accidents, 

distraction – intent of advertising is to draw 

attention 

Oppose 

 

016 Thomas Wilson • Light pollution – health of people and animals Oppose 

 

017 Sean Walker • Effects of lighting, light spill 

• Driver distraction 

Oppose 

 

018 NZTA • Road safety effects Oppose 

 

019 Derek Trew • Traffic effects – driver distraction 

• Visual effects inc. height 

Oppose 

 

020 Jenny Pollock • Light pollution Oppose 

 

021 Dean Hunt • Traffic effects – driver distraction 

• Remote / off site advertising – sign pollution 

Oppose 

 

022 Brent Nicholls • Visual effects and light pollution 

• Driver distraction 

Oppose 

 

023 Kanasai Properties, 

Brent Ferguson 

• Traffic effects – driver discretion, already 

accidents 

 

Oppose 

 

024 Gordon & Gaye 

Waide 

• Traffic effects – driver distraction 

• Light pollution 

Oppose 

 

025 Elizabeth Dooley • Driver distraction 

• Light pollution 

Oppose 

 

026 Lisa Ferguson • Traffic effects – risk of accidents, driver distraction Oppose 

 

029 David Penrose • Off-site sign 

• Height – above parapet 

• Precedent 

• Traffic effects – driver distraction 

Oppose 

 

 


