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Good afternoon Chris & Gemma,

Please find the attached s92 requests, following review of the 1st s92 response.

Any queries, feel free to discuss.

Kind regards,

Chris Khouri | Policy Planner
Regional, North, West & Islands Planning
Planning & Resource Consents
Auckland Council, Level 16, 135 Albert Street, Auckland Central
Visit our website: www.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz

From: Chris Horne < > 
Sent: Thursday, 19 March 2026 3:29 pm
To: Chris Khouri <chris.khouri@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz>; Gemma Hayes < >
Cc: Peter Vari < >; Rod Aros Aravena < >
Subject: RE: Kumeū Secondary School NoR Lodgement - Minister of Education

Hi Chris

Further to the Minister’s further information response yesterday, a change has been made to the response
table in relation to point A3.

Can you please replace the previous version of the response table with this one.

Thanks
_____________
Chris Horne
Director



135 Albert Street  |  Private Bag 92300, Auckland 1142  |  aucklandcouncil.govt.nz  |  Ph 09 301 0101 

1st April 2026 

Gemma Hayes 
Principal Planning Advisor – Resource Management and Planning 
School Property 
Ministry of Education 

Dear Gemma, 

Request for further information in accordance with section 92 of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 

Notice of requirement: Kumeū Secondary New Site - D002497.01 

I am writing with respect to the notice of requirement described above. 

After completing a preliminary assessment of the notice of requirement documents, it is considered 
that further information is required to enable an adequate analysis of the proposal, its effects on the 
environment and the way in which any adverse effects on the environment may be mitigated.  

The information requested below will enable the council to undertake a full and proper assessment 
of the notice of requirement and provide a recommendation on it. The information requests below 
are in response to the first s92 letter sent on 13/02/2026.  

Under section 92 of the Resource Management Act 1991, I request the following further information: 

Transport / Traffic 

Item 1 

1. Please provide further analysis to justify the mode share (all modes) assumed in the
assessment for this proposed school.

Reason/s for request: 
• This is necessary as the mode share will influence the traffic generation, including traffic traveling

through the SH16 intersections and potential traffic at the school gate.
• This s92 query was in relation to the mode share of public transport, cycling, and walking. The s92

response focused on public transport.
• There is no certainty as to the future public transport in the area. Therefore, improvements such as

rapid transit or other bus service improvements cannot be assumed. As a result, public transport
could remain relatively limited. Therefore, due to the uncertainty of future public transport provision,
it is important to understand the mode share in locations where there is limited public transport.

• It is acknowledged that the mode share used is an average across different schools in different
locations. However, there is no information on the schools that were used to derive the average
mode share and thus a bias of schools in urban areas where public transport or walk and cycling is
more realistic could affect the assumed average mode share.

• It is noted that the spreadsheet referenced in response to Item 3 states that the public transport
mode share of existing schools is only 12.9% for secondary schools in the Auckland Region. Public
Transport in rural areas is up to 36%; however, this will be due to school buses collecting students
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and taking them to and from school. There is no commitment of school buses for the proposed 
school. 

• The proposed school has a large catchment area. Therefore, it would not necessarily be feasible or
practical for students to walk or cycle from much of the wider area that the school is intended to
serve.

Item 2 

2. Please provide justification for the assumed 30% public transport mode share.

Reason/s for request: 
• Refer to Item 1. There is no certainty on improvements to public transport that would service this

particular area.
• The spreadsheet referenced in response to Item 3 indicates that the public transport mode share for

secondary schools in Auckland is 12.9% and for primary schools 8.7%. This is significantly lower
than the assumed 30%.

• A lower public transport mode share not only affects the operation of the SH16 intersections but
also the operation of the transport network in the vicinity of the school gate(s). Therefore, it is
important that a realistic mode share is considered in the assessment.

Item 3 

3. Please provide further justification that 1.4 students per car is appropriate, when the average
occupancy for secondary schools is 1.26 and the primary school is 1.4.

Additional note: 
• It is acknowledged that there is scope for siblings to ride share when attending both the primary and

secondary schools.

Item 4 

4. a) Please confirm how the count data has been converted to hourly flows.

b) Please provide details as to how the school related traffic over the assumed 30-minute
period has been applied to the SIDRA modelling, noting that spreading the school traffic
(assumed to occur over 30 minutes) over a 60-minute period would result in under reporting
potential traffic affects.

Reason/s for request: 
• The traffic surveys only cover a half-hour period. SIDRA usually models hour periods.
• Furthermore, the school peak is assumed to be over a 30-minute period.
• Please refer to Item 12 in relation to the finish time for the secondary school, as this impacts on the

modelled periods.

Item 5 

5. a) Please update the modelling for the SH16 intersections with more appropriate right turn bay
lengths.
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b) Please update the modelling for the school site access and the Schoolside Road / Station
Road intersection taking into account right turning bays on Station Road.

Reason/s for request: 
• The right turn bays on SH16 are modelled as 100m and 150m for the Trigg Road and the Station

Road intersections, respectively. Whilst there may be these distances available for right turners to
use taking into account the flush median, motorists in general will not travel the full length of the
flush median unless there is queueing at the intersection. Modelling the right turn bays longer than
is available / used will affect the modelling results. The right turn bays should be modelled at a more
appropriate length.

• The modelling of the Station Road / Schoolside Road intersection does not include the right turn bay
on Station Road. Whilst unlikely to affect the modelling results, the site layout should be reflected in
the model layout. Similarly, the site access intersection modelled should take into consideration the
flush median, if this would be present at the site access.

Item 6 

6. a) Please confirm that the 10% traffic growth has been applied, and if this has not been
included, please update the traffic models to include this background growth.

b) Please update the traffic modelling to include the full 2,500 student roll.

Reason/s for request: 
• Traffic modelling output for the base case at the SH16 / Trigg Road and SH16 / Station Road

intersections has been provided.
• It is noted that the ITA states that 10% background traffic growth has been applied to the base traffic

volumes. However, this does not appear to be the case for the AM peak.
• It is noted that the ITA SIDRA model titles refer to a 1,500 school roll, whilst the ITA text refers to

the modelling assessing the full 2,500 students.
• This information is required to understand the effects of the full 2,500 students including background

traffic growth, as the full roll is not anticipated for some time.

Item 8 

8. Please correct the traffic distribution based on the table in the s92 response and review the
traffic assignment to SH16 for traffic from Muriwai. Please update the traffic modelling
accordingly.

Reason/s for request: 
• The table states that 11% arrive from Taupaki and 6% from Muriwai. Figure 13 of the ITA assigns

11% of trips to Trigg Road and 6% to Station Road. This is contradictory to the assessment of
vehicle routes and traffic journey times presented in Figure 2.2 and 2.3 of the s92 response that
indicates that Muriwai traffic would use Trigg Road and Taupaki traffic would use Station Road.
Whilst not making a fundamental difference to the assessment, this should be corrected.

• It is noted that the travel time for Muriwai in Figure 2.3 is the same via SH16 as it is via the rural
local roads. Therefore, this should be taken into account in the assignment of traffic.

• Traffic travelling to and from the south along SH16 has been split between Station Road and Trigg
Road. The choice of route is likely to be influenced by the location of a PUDO facility and how entry
and exit points to the facility would operate.
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Item 12 

12. a) Please update the traffic assessment, including traffic modelling utilising the correct time
period for the end of the secondary school day.

b) Please provide an assessment of the operation of the PUDO as per the original Item 12
request. This is needed to understand the potential effects on the operation of the road
network and any measures that may be necessary to manage those effects.

Reason/s for request: 
• The response states that the PUDO operation would be more efficient if the secondary school

finishes after the primary school. This contradicts the ITA that states that the secondary school
would finish before the primary school (Section 6.1). Furthermore, the traffic analysis is based on
the half hour period prior to the finish time of the primary school.

• The response does not provide an assessment of the PUDO taking into account the different
characteristics of the morning and afternoon activities of picking up and dropping of students.

Item 14 

14. Please provide assessments of the effects of PUDO on the operation of the surrounding road
network for:

a) an on-site PUDO including options for how the PUDO may operate if it connects to
Station Road and Trigg Road, e.g. in a one-way direction along the existing link
between Station Road and Trigg Road or accessed just from Station Road or just from
Trigg Road.

b) off-site PUDO.

The assessment should identify measures that would be required to address those effects. 

Reason/s for request: 
• The s92 response does not provide an assessment of the potential effects of PUDO on the

operation of the transport network. The ITA and the s92 responses do not commit to providing an
on-site PUDO. Should the proposed school ultimately rely on PUDO on the road network, the
effects of this need to be considered at the designation stage so that those effects are understood
and mitigation measures can be identified, as appropriate.

• The s92 responses indicate that a PUDO could be accessed solely from Station Road or via the
lane that connects Station Road and Trigg Road. If an on-site PUDO is located within the existing
internal lane, this could impact the distribution of traffic e.g. if the facility were to operate in a one-
way direction (such as from Station Road to Trigg Road). This would impact the turning movements
at the SH16 intersections.

Item 15 

15. Please provide further details as to how vehicles would be able to safely turn around either on
Station Road or Trigg Road in the absence of an on-site PUDO.

Reason/s for request: 
• There is no commitment to provide an on-site PUDO, and therefore, should PUDO occur on the

street, this will necessitate vehicles to potentially turn around on-street. Whilst there are options for
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motorists on Station Road using existing roads, there are no options on Trigg Road west of the 
existing school access point. 

• Turning around within the carriageway or using driveways is a potential safety hazard, particularly
when there are school students present.

• The response does not address the matter of how vehicles would be able to turn around safely.

Item 16 

16. Please provide detail as to how the identified measures in the ITA will be delivered by the
proposed designation conditions.

Reason/s for request: 
• Condition 6(c)(ii) relates to providing a summary of consultation with Auckland Transport in relation

to transport measures. This does not ensure that the measures identified within the ITA would be
provided.

Recommendations / comments (non s92 matters) 

Items 7, 9, 11, 18, 20 
• Responses noted.

Item 10: 
• Response noted. The proposal to discourage parking within the immediate area of the

school will mean students park further afield.
• The proposed mitigation measures of introducing parking restrictions in the vicinity of the

school are reliant on Auckland Transport making those changes.

Item 13: 
• The response is acknowledged and it is noted that the modelling was for a worst-case

scenario with all traffic using the facility.
• However, queuing within the PUDO will impact on its efficient operation and could impede

vehicles accessing or exiting parking spaces, although this will be dependent on the design
of the facility itself.

Item 17: 
• Response noted.
• The indicated location for the pedestrian crossing has a limited pedestrian catchment for

the existing residential area, but assuming that the FUZ area will develop over time this will
extend the catchment to the south so this would accommodate trips from future residential
areas to the south.

Item 19: 
• MOE has advised that dedicated school buses are not proposed for the high school at this

stage. This may change at later planning stages.
• Further information will need to be provided with the Outline Plan of Works (OPW) and

associated Transport Assessment.
• Based on its experience with other similar schools, AT is of the view that it is likely that

some school buses and associated bus stops will be required.
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If you have any queries regarding the above, please contact Chris Khouri by emailing 
chris.khouri@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz  

Yours sincerely, 

Chris Khouri 
Policy Planner – Regional, North, West and Islands Planning Unit 




