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20 November 2007  
 
 
 
Bob Gibson 
Land Transport NZ 
PO Box 2840 
WELLINGTON 
 
 
 
Dear Bob 
 

Level crossings guidelines 
 
Introduction 
 
The New Zealand Automobile Association (NZAA) welcomes the opportunity to provide 
comment on the draft level crossings guidelines document. 
 
The issue of level crossing safety and the incompatibility between trains and vehicles which are 
forced to share certain sections of the land transport network, is an important issue for our 1.2 
million members, and is never far from news headlines. The NZAA is very concerned about the 
recent spate of level crossing accidents, and does not believe it is acceptable for any crossings 
on SH1 to be barrier-free. Consequently, our comments on the document focus on areas where 
we consider the guidelines can further improve safety for road users at level crossings.  
 
Comments 
 
4.3.1  Public level crossings  
Clause 9.2(1)(c) of the Traffic Control Devices Rule states that road controlling authorities may 
provide other traffic control devices in advance of the level crossing. The NZAA proposes that 
the installation of some other devices should be considered mandatory, to bring greater 
attention to road users ahead of the need to slow down and/or stop. These could include: 

 painting ‘Rail X’ on all approaches (rather than ‘where practicable’ as in 5.3.4). This could 
be supported or substituted with the train symbol. Evidence shows that only 17% of drivers 
notice signs, but that road markings can be more effective; 

 similar markings, or perhaps the words ‘look for trains’ (as in sign PW8-8), should also be 
painted on all footpaths approaching crossings, especially those near schools; 

 installing transverse rumble strips (perhaps incorporated in the limit lines) on all 
approaches. Research by TERNZ has shown these are an extremely effective way to save 
lives, with international experience suggesting they reduce overall crashes by 27%. They 
are a low-cost initiative and act as both an audible and tactile warning, and would force 
motorists to slow down and react (i.e. pay more attention to other warnings) when 
approaching a level crossing. We understand this treatment is being applied to over 200 
level crossings in Victoria, as a result of some high profile crashes; 

 reflectorising all centrelines on approaches to level crossings; 

 installing simple barriers (where mazes are not justified) at pedestrian crossings which force 
them to change direction (i.e. to face an oncoming train). (See also 9.1.3). 

 
4.4  Signs 
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We support the use of the largest possible warning signs, as the bigger the sign the more 
readily they will be seen. Warning signs should also be located as near as possible to the line 
of sight of the driver. 
 
4.5  Standard sign assemblies 
Where there are no automatic barriers or bells, the regulatory ‘stop’ or ‘give way’ signs should 
include the ‘look for trains’ sign underneath as standard (or perhaps the words ‘no signals’). 
Similar wording should be considered for crossings where bells or flashing lights are turned off 
at night. If a motorist is approaching an alarmed crossing, they may not have time to read the 
advisory ‘bells off’ sign times (GA2-1) and may have an expectation that the alarms will be 
working. If they are working at that moment, then the advisory message can obviously be 
ignored.  
 
For that reason, we would support the roll-out of ‘quiet bells’ as permitted by On-Track policy. 
Consideration could even be given to mandating their use at all locations where they are turned 
off at night unless the local road controlling authority believes this to be unsafe to drivers. 
 
4.6  Specific sign requirements 
Minimum visibility standards should be considered for night-time and wet weather performance. 
 
5.3.1 Centrelines 
The NZAA proposes that centrelines on approaches to level crossings should also be 
reflectorised in all cases.  
 
5.3.3  Limit lines 
As suggested above, the NZAA suggests that transverse limit lines also be marked with rumble 
strips. We support the use of double limit lines to reinforce their purpose. 
 
6.2.2 Passive (control devices) 
As we have stated previously, in addition to road signs as passive controls, the guidelines 
should also permit the use of road markings such as ‘Rail X’, and rumble strips as other options 
for road users, and simple barriers for pedestrians. 
 
7.4  Seal specification 
There may be the opportunity within this specification to include courser chip or coloured seal 
on approaches to level crossings to encourage drivers to slow down. 
 
10.4 PSVs and dangerous goods vehicles at level crossings 
The requirement for buses in particular to stop at level crossings where barriers are not 
installed is known to cause confusion for following traffic, particularly when clear visibility shows 
no trains are approaching. This can lead to dangerous overtaking manoeuvres by the following 
traffic, and therefore we take the opportunity to propose that this requirement should be 
reviewed and consulted upon. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Mike Noon 
General Manager Motoring Affairs  
New Zealand Automobile Association 


