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Safer Journeys for Motorcycling on New Zealand roads – feedback on draft 
 
 
Introduction 
The New Zealand Automobile Association (AA) welcomes the opportunity to provide comment on 
the New Zealand Transport Agency’s (NZTA’s) draft Safer Journeys for Motorcycling on New 
Zealand roads.  
 
As the largest member-based organisation in New Zealand, representing 1.3 million vehicle 
owners and drivers, the NZAA has a strong interest in transport issues in New Zealand.    
 
The road safety statistics for motorcycling in New Zealand are very concerning.  With motorcyclists 
accounting for 12% of all road fatalities and 21% of all serious injury crashes over the period 2006-
2010 (while at the same time accounting for only 0.75% of kilometres travelled on our roads), the 
AA congratulates the NZTA for developing the draft document.   
 
Timing of consultation 
Considering the importance of improving motorcycle safety, we are disappointed in the 
consultation period for the document.  Seven weeks, including the Christmas/New Year period is 
insufficient for organisations like the AA – and we would imagine this would also be the case for 
the motorcycle interest groups who were not directly involved in its development.  This has meant 
we have been unable to receive feedback from all of our AA District Councils around New Zealand, 
which is a significant opportunity missed.  We appreciate the one week extension that has been 
given to submitters. 
 
General Comments 
The road engineering requirements for motorcyclists are unique, and non-riders would find it near 
impossible to appreciate the challenges riders face.  The guide will be a great step in 
communicating these requirements to non-riders involved in all aspects of road safety. 
 
A substantial benefit of having this guide is that it can facilitate consistency around the country 
regarding road treatments for motorcyclists.  It will certainly take more than just the guide’s 
existence to achieve this, however we see the guide as a significant step in the right direction. 
 
The comments we wish to make on the draft are categorised into the relevant sections of the 
document. 
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Glossary 
Definition of motorcycle incorrectly has “...engineer cylinder capacity...” instead of ...”engine...”. 
 
Section 1.3: Definitions 
The definition of a rural road (speed limit of 70km/h or more) on page 8 of the document is not 
consistent with the footnote at the bottom of the page, or the High-risk Rural Roads Guide which 
states that a rural road is one with a speed limit of 80km/h or more. 
 
In terms of survivable impact speeds – it would be useful to see a graph that is specific to 
motorcyclists – as the one included on page 12 has only the motorcyclist/car impact that is relevant 
to motorcyclists. 
 
Section 3: Data 
Separating out the urban and rural crashes is quite important in regard to data analysis.  The 
existence of mopeds in the urban environment together with the lower speed limits make for quite 
different crash causes and outcomes than in the rural, open road environment. 
  
Section 4: Identifying routes 
The nature of motorcycling is that riders will often be attracted to ‘riskier’ routes.  The thrill and 
experience of riding a challenging road is the nature of motorcycling.   
 
Just as we commented in our submission on the High-risk Rural Roads Guide, crash data can 
sometimes be of low quality.  The higher the quality of data that can be collected on motorcycle 
crashes, the better. 
 
Section 5.2: Key types of treatments 
The note at the bottom of Table 5-2 should include that some general safety treatments may have 
unintended negative consequences for motorcycles and mitigation measures may need to be 
considered. 
 
Section 5.3 Issues and treatments for roads and roadsides 
We have a concern that the general decrease in maintenance funding is likely to contribute to 
problems for motorcyclists – for example patching road seals rather than resealing.  These 
concerns have already been noticed in a stretch of SH 85 between Ranfurly and Kyeburn where 
patch sealing is rough, uneven and poorly completed from a motorcyclist perspective. 
 
Road surface is particularly important to motorcyclists.  On high volume large vehicle routes this is 
particularly an issue with large vehicles causing rutting on hills, digging out of seal on corners and 
the spread of debris from roadsides on narrow roads.  Our Districts have also suggested that there 
should be a requirement to renew manhole covers and similar surface plates on a regular basis as 
the skid resistance wears off over time, and it should be a requirement these are positioned away 
from braking or apex cornering areas in any future roading works – not just “where practicable”.   
 
One of our AA Districts has noted a shift from the old ‘golden rule’ of not placing a seal join within a 
curve, so we are pleased to see this raised in the document, as a seal join can still see a curve 
come below the requirements for intervention.    In addition, our Districts are also encouraged to 
see that adverse camber and lack of sightlines are raised as issues for motorcyclists that require 
treatments. 
 
Table 5-4 should also include ‘stock effluent’ as an example of a slippery condition.  Also in regard 
to road works sites – the possible treatment to ‘ensure road is back to normal conditions before 
temporary signs are removed’ needs to make sure that ‘normal’ includes motorcyclist 
considerations in terms of amount of loose gravel etc.  
 



Page 3 of 3 

 

 

In regard to pavement markings, the guide comments on the disadvantages for motorcyclists of the 
use of in-lane markings, for example transverse markings.  The benefits to other users, especially 
the visual attraction markings on the road have compared to signs on the roadside (which battle 
with other distractions) are not acknowledged and may be quite high – it would be useful to provide 
guidance in this context.  There is a role here for technology to provide solutions to the friction loss.  
In regard to audio tactile markings, there is no mention of the impact on motorcyclists of their use 
as edge lines, only as centre or lane lines.  If this is not considered an issue – it might be helpful to 
have a sentence explicitly stating this to avoid any confusion, as edge line profile markings have 
significant safety benefits to the majority of road users.  Where profile markings are used, perhaps 
there needs to be consistent signage to alert motorcyclists that raised markings are present, which 
is consistent with a ‘no surprises’ approach.  One of our Districts has also raised the issue of using 
grooved strips milled into the pavement to give the audible impact of rumble strips. Our 
understanding is that our New Zealand pavements are not appropriate for this treatment, is this 
correct? 
 
Photo 24 was raised by one of our Districts as being a stability hazard to motorcyclists in the wet – 
in addition the markings would push a rider into the middle of the lane which is counter to the safe 
and correct way to ride a motorcycle while cornering (as noted in photo 8 on page 36). 
 
This section of the guide is surprisingly lacking guidance in terms of the use of different barrier 
types and their impacts on motorcyclists – other than to cite a number of articles and guides.  
Given this is perhaps the most controversial road engineering issue relating to motorcyclists, it 
might be useful to provide a summary in the document and evidence of road safety benefits to both 
motorists and motorcyclists of median barriers, cost-benefit analysis of different types, and barrier 
engineering treatments to mitigate motorcycle concerns.  If guidance is not yet available, it should 
be included in the document at a later date and this explicitly mentioned in the text. 
 
Section 5.4 Issues and treatments for road users (motorcyclists) 
This section is very useful and provides good information to riders on how they can keep 
themselves safe.  However, this section should include more on the role of other road users.   The 
general issue of driver distraction is relevant in this context also – a distracted driver is less likely to 
notice a vulnerable road user such as a motorcyclist or bicyclist.  Extending the ‘share the road’ 
with motorcycle campaigns would be useful and generally increase the awareness of other drivers 
to the existence of motorcyclists, especially at intersections where there tends to be poor 
observation and gap acceptance on behalf of motorists. The practice of lane-splitting by 
motorcyclists makes them particularly vulnerable to not being seen by drivers changing lanes.   
 
The ‘drive to the conditions’ message could also be targeted to motorcyclists.  Some examples of 
topics could be – look out for loose gravel when the road you’re travelling on intersects with an 
unsealed road; or condensation on your visor and frost on the grass berm are signs of a frosty/icy 
road surface. Tar bleed on hot days, stock effluent on the road, wet road just after rain following a 
dry period and grit treatments for ice are other factors that could be included.  While these things 
might be obvious for an experienced rider – it would be very useful information for those new to 
motorcycling. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the content of the draft.  If you have any questions on 
our submission, please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Mike Noon 
General Manager, Motoring Affairs 


