Office of Hon Judith Collins

M fior Papakura
Minmster of Corrections
Minister of Police

279 AUG 2046

Liam Stoneley
Fyi-request-2416-46e2cedf@requets.fyi.org.nz

Dear Mr Stoneley

| am writing further to your request of 18 January 2015 made to the former Minister of Police,
Hon Michael Woodhouse, in which you requested any correspondence to the Minister from
the public stating that the messaging around speed tolerance [over the 2014/15 holiday
period] was confusing. In particular you were interested in any written record that the
Minister received this feedback’ at all and the volume of that feedback.

In response, this office advised you that the Minister had received around 150 items of
correspondence. This correspondence was withheld under section 9(2)a) of the Official
Information Act 1982 to protect the privacy of natural persons.

You subsequently made a complaint to the Ombudsman on 18 May 2015 about the
Minister's response, commenting that personal details could be “blanked-out” to protect
privacy. This present response follows interactions with the Ombudsman'’s office.

| first apologise for the time taken to finalise the matter.

| attach a number of emails that fall within scope of your request. There may have been
other items of correspondence that | have been unable to locate through the various search
terms used but the attached are representative of the correspondence received at that time.

Some names, contact details and details that might identify the writers have been withheld
under section 9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 to protect the privacy of natural
persons. Some parts of the correspondence that are not about speed tolerance have also
been redacted.

You have the right to complain to the Ombudsman about the way | have responded to your
request.

Yours singk

Private Bag 18041, Parliament Buildings, Wellington 6160, New Zealand. Telephone +64 4 817 6806 Facsimile +64 4 817 6506
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From: s92)(a) @parliament.govt nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 9:31 am

To:
Subject: NOTED : Speed tolerance

NOTED min/p/92

Fro s9(2}(a)

Sent: 015 9:31 a.m.
To
Subject: Re: Speed tolerance

s3(2)a)

Dea

['am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who hias asked me {o. a'i'.'kn&-wledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning police policy on speed tolerance!

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for 1aking the tirﬁe to wriledo-the Minister of Police.
Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)
Private Secretary (Police} [ Gffice of the Hon Michae!l Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellingfon
Parliament Buildings1 Peivate Bag 18041 1 Wellington 6160

" .1 .

59

Dear s9(2)(a)

Please pass on my encouragement to Hon Michael Woodhouse for asking for a review of the police policy
on speed tolerance,

As a safe road user, I'm firmly of the view that, depending on favourable road, traffic, weather and other
factors, sensible speed tolerances (eg +10%) should be allowed.

In the light of improving capabilities of road and vehicles (and hopefully driver education - but that is yet to

be proven), speed limits on many highways could be re-assessed. In some cases, they should be lower - in
others, higher.

£l



s9(2)(a)

From

| cannot believe that speedometer calibrations are not being considered with this new policy. | might add that this is
not a part of Warrant's of fithess. e

Regardiess of the statement that police have discretion, | do not believe that it will be used wisely.
| resent the fact that the majority of drivers are being penalised for others actions

Many accidents have occufred because of slow drivers and | have na'doubt thal given your teW-policy Ihat there will
be many more accidents due to frustration of drivers behind those. who are sitling way under the speed limit so as not
to incur fines. ;

| will be very interested to watch the traffic flow during thiz holiday period with mos| people driving down speed wise.

Personally, | will ensure that I drive at least 10K gélluw the given speed Iii‘n%i fegardless of my speedomeler reading -
thinking it could be 1 to 10 percent calibration-, regardless of whether | might driving on my suburban street, or
motorways or major routes. __ '

Your Government gained power partly because of Labours ‘Nanny' Policies and 1 have voted for you each time,
however, | am beginning fe find that many of your introductions smack of being a Police State.

s9(2)(a)




mber 07, 2014 7:20 PM

Cc: 'm.woodhouse@ministers.govt.nz’
Subject: RE: NO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for motorists just over the speed
limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays.

s8(2)(a)

Thank you for your reply however, | find it 1o be dismissive and patronizing.

Understandably, an email address for the Commissioner of Police, Mike Bush is not available or athdrwise | would Have
copied him in on my original email however, | was hoping that my concemns would have been forwatded to him and that the
Minister of Police might have taken my concems on board.

It appears to me, given recent public opinion regarding this issue, that the decision {o havi 4 nio {olerance level that has been
ratified by Mike Bush, is considered to be unjustified and dare | say deemad 1o be amaney making ploy. Understandably so
because it seems that the public are given stalistics 1o suit the decision bul al the same lime @re nbt ghvan statistics for the causes
of other accidents and deaths that occur.

In my opinion, it is unfortunate that the undermanned police foree continues to lose respec! due to this conlinuing focus on driving
issues. In the public perceplion, driving issues seem lo ba far more-important ata'palicing level rather than what usad 1o be
considered, police backup to the public for all other cimind| aciiities. \

Please forward my email to Mike Bush

Yours Sincersly
s9(2)(a)

* IVIARTALS TG S
sG(2Ha)

Subject: Re: NO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for motorists just over the speed
limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays.

Dea JEETEIEY

I am writing on behalf of Han Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 27 November 2014 concerning the Police policy on speed enforcement. Speed enforcement is an operational
decision for the Commissioner of Police and officers will continue to have and use their discretion to enforce the
speed limit.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely
s9(2)(a}

Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MPp | Minister of Police
4.5 Exequtive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bap 18041 | Wellington 6160
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e: NO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for motorists just over the speed

limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays.

sg(2)a)

Dea

| am writing on behaif of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknowledge and thank
you for your email of 4 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances. Please be assured that your comments have been
noted.

| must point out that politicians cannot instruct Police in operational matters. This is a iong standing convention that
was enshrined in law with the passing of the Policing Act 2008. It ensures that law enfarcement 2nd investigation by

the Police remain free of any political influence or interference

Therefore, as the issues you refer to in your correspondence relate to matters that are the tespansibliity of the
Commissioner of Police, | have transferred your email to his office for cansideration.

Yours sincerely

mﬂ’olice) | Office of the Hon Michag Wootlhause MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellingion
Parliament Buildings | Private Bep 18041 | Wellinglen 6160

Cc: M Woodhouse,
Subject: REXNO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for motorists just over the speed
limit ' during thie Christmas-New Year holidays.

To Whom it is concerned.

It appears, seeing the stalistics so far during this holiday period, that regardiess of the 'No tolerance for motorists
just over the speed limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays’, our road toll during this fime is horrendous.

My friends, family and any other person | had spoken to prior to my original email agreed that the 'No tolerance
speed' was driven by revenue. Given the current road toll, we are asking whether not the Commissioner of Police
sees that revenue is more important than addressing other imporiant driving issues.

As voters and citizens we have a right to demand 1o be given the simple statistics as to what caused the accidents
and deaths during this holiday period so far.

Yours Sincerely
s9({2)(a)
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From:

s9(2)(a} .
Dparliament.govt.nz>
Sent:

Monday, 5 January 2015 12:37 p.m.
To:
Subject: -

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/7

-—--Original Message-----
Sent: Monday, 5 January 2015 12:37 p.m.
To: RSO

Subject: Re: Road policing
Importance: High

s9(2Xa)

Dea

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michagl Woodhguse, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 4 January concerning speed tolerantes,

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.
Yours sincerely
s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington Parliament Buildings ! Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

-----0riginal Message~-—
Sent: Sunday, 4 January 2015 5:06 p.m.

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Road policing

Good afternoon,

F was in touch earlier about the stupidity of the 201kph rule and the reply | received from your people was
predictable.

http://www.whaIeo'l.co.nz/2015/01/road-toll—double-last—year—despite-police-crackdown-perfect-weather—
conditions/

I'm sure you've seen whaleoils campaign on this but | attach this link anyway. Explains it pretty well t think.
1






From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: NOTED: Road police zero tolerance “fail”
Importance: High

NOTED min/p/8

s9(2)(a)

onday . 5 January 2015 12:44 p.m.
s9(2)(a)

Subject: FW: Road police zero tolerance “fail”

Importance: High
s3(2)(a}

Dea

I'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister pf Folice, who'Has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 4 January 2015 concerning Police speed Llolerance.

Your correspondence has been noted, Thank you for taking the Hme o write to the Minister of Police.
Yours sincerely
$9{(2)a)

Private Secretary {Police) | Office of the'Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parfiarient Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Privaie Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

s9(2)a)
Fro
Sent: Sunday, 4 January 2015 3:35 p.m.
To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Road police zero tolerance "fail"

MP: Mr M Woodhouse,

| drove my car on the 3rd Jan
required in ensuring that { did O ERrTE -
allention that should have been mainly devoted to:
(1) Road conditions

{2) Other road users

{3) Defensive driving

With no eruise control in our vehicle it really was a distraction that should not be applied to motorisis. The old tolerance was
workable for a driver,

The attention
=1 ONviz was a major dislfaclion from the

While the Police PR machine is frantically claiming that the doubled holiday road toll was caused by: cheap petrol and other non
events. The real cause probably is related lo the points raised by Dave Clifi "Driver fatigue and inattention were factors®
This fatigue is exactly what | felt after the effort required in remaining wilhin the speed tolerance on our complete
journey and the inattention Dave Cliff mentions is a by-product from watching the speedo more than the road.
TR TEL Flivoweagiome o 3 bk Dsee s Mg 140 LA TE B R T E T T 1Y -':.-.!|¢-|.a.-;-.-;--]|- 1
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: NOTED: Speed and Policing
Importance: High

NOTED min/p/11

rrom: [
Sent: Mon aii 5 Januaﬁ 2015 1:17 i.m.

To:
Subject: Re: Speed and Policing
Importance: High

s9(2)(a)

Dea

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Pu;ice, who s asked e to acknowledge your email
of 3 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances,

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the time 1o write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

lnvate .,iecretar",r 'IPuHce} | Office af the'Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wihg | Parfiament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buldings:t Private Bag 18041 | Weliington 6160

QR S S
Sent: Saturday, 3 January 2015 7:52 a.m.

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Speed and Policing

Ron Mark it 100% correct.
The focus on a 4km error allowance has sent the wrong message.

First as motorcycle rider it is unsafe. If a biker rides below the prevailing driving speed the
risk of being driven off the road is considerable. If I let one car pass the car behind it
passes also and the risk of a second or third vehicle increases the danger significantly,
Second as a motorcylist it is more important that T watch the road the other vehicles and
possible road risk ie uneven surface or items on the road, so also having to watch the
speedometer is an unnecessary risk. Speed fluctuates. Up and down according to conditions.
I have had more than one instance of entrapment of motorcyclists by Police officers. Yes
biking is a risk but T would swear it is more dangerous as a result of policing than it would be
otherwise. Stop harassing bikers. It is actually safer for a bike to be a little clear of other

1



traffic because that is the danger area. Let bikers ride at 125 if they need to { to overtake,
because the sooner it is over the safer it is ). Over that take the bike off the rider. Simple.
Accidents will decrease. Speed is not the issue the rider is | I have ridden 200,000 many
countries round the world and NZ is the worse for biker safety. Making bikes ride "locked
in" between cars and trucks is not sensible.

Monitoring “temporary speed zones" when the speed is unrealistically low when there is no
danger and no one is at work, perhaps some loose gravel not requiring a 30km speed
restriction, is just highwayman tactics. "I can fine you so I will". No safety issues just
money. It happens all too often. I see it all the fime and frankly my resentment for that
conduct is unhealthy. It makes for resentment, not co-operation. Temporary speed zones
litter our roads needlessly. Especially when no one is working in them.

As for Policing. Ron Mark is right. Too much time spent speedo gazing fearful of being 1km
over. That is not safe driving. :

|
Frankly harassing motorists is counfer'pr'oduc’rwe; I hope they do nn't expecT driver co-
operation and support when they act like mercenaries. WOITIFEQ at the bottom of inclines or
at the first passing opportunity en- busy roads. Just h:ghwuymen demanding money. Not what
T want our Police to be.
Nor do I want them patriolling private beaches. Like 90 mile beach. Do Maori have access to
private use of the Police force. Sorty b‘ti‘r that is totally unacceptable.

Have a goad year: bu'r what is toking place with the Police on the roads is making it more
dangerous: Back off focus on'safety because nothing will stop a silly driver in a small car
overtaking on a blind-cerner with a yellow line as happened yesterday. I have an opinion that
drivers have travel time expectations and driving under 100km takes longer so they become
mTo!FrunT of any delay. Hence the silly overtaking that is everywhere 1rying to get clear of
daisy chdins.

The Police have the wrong focus. It is behavior and that is not evidenced by driving at 108
km or even 118 km. The policy is killing people, there are too many factors involved, density,
weather, road surfaces, litter on the road, halogen lights that cause momentary blindness,
driving with lights on which interferes with distance judgement. Incidentally the Bikers Club
of America believe accidents went up with compulsory headlights on during daylight.

I reiterate judging distance becomes more difficult therefore overtaking more dangerous.
And we have 1o overtake to break up daisy chain drivers that cause frustration to other
motorists. (More overtaking lanes better policed in fact if police want to do a service on
speeding look at the speed on the inside lane. 90km down the road and as soon as two lanes
start up to 110 and then back down again when overtaking lane ends. That is really stupid
policing !

s9(2)(a)




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/17

Sent: Monga anuary 2015 2:10 p.m.
Subject: Ke: Koad policing

Dei s9(2)(a)

I'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, ivlio has asked me to acknowledge
your email of 5 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the timse t¢ Write 1o the Minister of Police.
Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary (Palice) | Office of the Hon Michael ‘Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wirig | Parliament Buildings | Wallington
Parliament Buildings + Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

Original Message-----
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:05 AM New Zealand Standard Time

To: Hon Michael Woodhouse
Subject: Road policing

Dear Sir,

I have listened with interest to the debate about whether the changes to this year's 'Holiday period speed enforcement policy’ was
beneficial or otherwise.

While I had some initial reservations, based on the fact that both my smaller vehicles have very different speedo results when
checked against my Tom tom’s GPS reading, i1 was only afier going for an extended drive over last weekend that ] felt the full
impact of how not having any ‘speed tolerance' effects many motorists and can see why there is a general feeling that this type of
policy is considered by most law-abiding citizens to be 'revenue gathering’ - pure and simple. It is also unfair, simply because
motorists who own perhaps older cars that do not have digital speedos have 1o rely on the 'no1 oo easy to read accurately' needle

lype speedo.

1 say it is unfair because, based on my Tom-tom's GPS s9(2)a) s reading about 3 kph too slow, while m)m is
about 2 kph on the fast side, This means that if I am drivingﬂﬂl?. believing that 1 am driving within the unil,
could actually be over by several kph and could, potentially, get a ticket for being as law-abiding as best [ could.

Is this the purpose of the law?

If so, then it is clearly ‘revenue-gathering'.

s9(2)(a)

On




I did not watch the 'speedo’ but preferred to work to the Tom-tom's GPS. s9(2)(a)
Whether this is a good policy or not is not something that | can check or verify however,

and I often had the chance to use this, setting the speed on the apen-road at either 97 kph or 98 kph.
Again 1 found that this nil, or very Jow speed tolerance may result in being stopped and possibly ticketed as setting cruise-conirol
does not guarantee that you will be within the law as the car varied between 96 - 101 kph, depending on the undulations of the
road!

Tt was interesting to watch the digital GPS read-out of my speed which was not always apparent when waiching the speedo
necdle.

The third thing that did become apparent to me was the amount of time I was actually watching those speed variations instead of
not worrying bout if because 1 may only be one or 1two kph over!

You may say "Well just drive slower so that you don't go over!”

Since driving over the holiday period, the period when this policy is in force, | can honestly say that 1o drive slower would make
more people speed and do stupid passing moves, simply because you would be slowing-up the flow of traffic.

1 trust that this policy will be scrapped in the interests of safer roads.

does have 'cruise-control’

i
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From: Dparliament.govt.nz>
Sent: .

To:
Subject:

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/19

s9(2){a)

From

Sent: M :10 p.m,
To:
Subject: Re: Zero Tolerance Speed Limit

Importance: High

=
B s9(2)(a)

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Miriister of Bolice, who has asked rie to acknowledge your email
of 5™ January 2014 concerning speed tolerances :

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you fer taking the timie to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parifament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings'l Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

Fro
Sent: g : W0

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Zero Tolerance Speed Limit

Dear Mr Woodhouse,

In relation to the zero tolerance speed limit that has been enforced over the holiday period, T hope the police
realise and accept that it has been a failure.

If it had been a success, | have no doubt that the police would be trumpeting their good decision-making and
success at keeping the road toll down and how we need i ghter road rules all round etc. Since it has
obviously not done this, ] hope that the Police can be honest with the public and admit that in this particular
case, they failed.

I do not condone speeding and in my 20 years of driving have only two very minor speeding tickets. I am
Just concerned at the increasingly draconian and clearly revenue-gathering rules that are imposed on the NZ
public.



} think that we all know that the people that cause accidents are not the ones that go 3 km/h over the limit
(or that have 2 standard drinks then drive). This is common sense and these laws do not work, as we have
seen. If the government took a more common-sense approach to policing (and many other things!) 1 believe
that our society would be a fairer and safer place.

Kind regards,




from:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/20

From: S
Sent: Mon aEl 5 Januai iili 315 p.m.

To:

Subject: FW: Zero Tolerance Speeding
Importance: High

Dea s9(2)(a}

la
to

m writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Ministar of P;ollce, who'has:asked e to acknowledge your email
Wnd CC'ed to this office on 5 Januaty 2015 Concerning speed tolefances.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you far taking the-rime 1o write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

s8(2)(a)

Private Secretary [Police) | Dffice of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings I'Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

From:
Sent: -
To: Office of Mark Mitchell MP

Cc: M Woedhouse

Subject: Zero Tolerance Speeding

s9(2)(a)

I’'m not normally one to write to an MP, but | wanted to voice my displeasure at the current “Zero
Tolerance” policy by the Police when enforcing the speed limit.

I know it’s technically a Police decision, but | would like to think the Minister will tell them to pull their
head in next year.

Looking at the road toll, things are worse than last year.

Evidence seems to suggest what the Police were doing was never going to work. I'm hearing through some
Firemen that | know, in your district, that they have been to more accidents than usual which have been
caused by driver frustration at people driving too slow.

1



It's basically a debacle and has cost the the Police some serious Goodwill, that's not a good thing.
Personally, | haven't had a ticket.. but have spent more time in my car than | should have.,
Hope you had a good holiday with the family and Happy New year.

Cheers

s9(2)(a)
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s9(2)(a)

From: Ppariiament.govt.nz>

Sent: Tuesday. 6 January 2015 1

To:

Subject: NOTED: Stupid Lowered Speed Tolerance Please pass on to M. Woodhouse

NOTED min/p/25

SEEY

AL LSSV B ARG IEN

s9(2)(a)
Subject: Re: Stupid Lowered Speed Tolerance Please pass on to M. Woodhouse

W <0(2)(a)

tam writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, whochas atked me to acknowledge your email
of 5 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking thie time to write-to.the Minister of Police.

I also took the time to watch the You Tube link, | agreée, it was very well puttogether and the narrator put together a
compelling argument. : '

Yours sincerely

rivate Secretary (Police).[-Office ol the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP [ Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing-f Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings{ Privale Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

T

e
Sent: Monaday, 5 January 48 p.m.

S red Speed Tolerance Please pass on to M. Woodhouse

Hi I have been a National Voter sincm This stupidity over the December January
break needs to be dealt with. The low 10 nothing but frustrate drivers. The idiots still kjlled
themselves.

There are two other Political parties that 1 will vote for if this revenue gathering by the police does not end
or gets used again over holiday periods. In the mean time may 1 suggest you watch the video below. It is not
offensive and is actually well put together.

Regards
s9(2)(a)






From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/26

s9(2)(a)

Fro

Sent: Tuesday, 6 January 2015 10:11 a.m.
To:m
Subject: Re: olice anti speeding campaign. & Masterton Police

Importance: High
s8(2})a)

Dea

I'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who hasatked me to acknowledge your email
of 6 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances

Your correspondence has been noted Thankyou for taking the tiie 16 write 10 the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

rivate Secretary{Police) | Qffice of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parlignment Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Rrivate Bag 18041 1 Wellington 6160

Sent: Tuesday, & January 2015 2:05 a.m.

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: NZ Police anti speeding campaign. & Masterton Police

Dear Mr Woodhouse,

I doubt very much that there will be many self congratulations going on at the top of Molesworth street,
given the road tol] over the holiday period.

Quite frankly the initiative for zero tolerance did not work, and ] would be interested to know how many
accidents were caused by over cautious driving, (the ones causing injury, as you can'l ask the dead).

I'm sure you don't do any driving of your own Minister, but | can assure you that looking at a cars’
speedometer continually, whist driving is dangerous.



Unless the state is willing to pay for either a warning sensor, or a HUD display in every registered vehicle
on the road, initiatives like the last effort should be forgotten about, and the Police should be put to better
use catching rea) offenders, and preventing real crime.

Which brings me to the second Eart of my correspondence, I would like to know why with complete

inpropriety, some people i can drive at excessive speed, doing 'wheelies' and 'dropping patches'
in broad daylight over an extended timeframe around three of the main strects%

without Police intervention.

The instances happened on Christmas Day and Boxing Day.
s9{2)a}

Perhaps you could ask the vhat sorl of law enforcement they provide there?

Sincerely

s9{2)(a)




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance; High

NOTED min/p/30

erom SN
Sent: Tu 5 12:48 p.m.
To:
Subject: Re: Police and the holidays
Importance: High

Dea s9(2)(a}

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Poiice, wﬁo.nas asked nie to acknowledge your emall
of 6 January 2015 concerning the Police attitude toward spepding moimiatsl

Your correspondence has been noted. Tiafk you for taking thé time to write to the Minister of Po ice.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary (Palice) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing {\Parliamient Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

Sent: ay, nuary £UL5 W51 a.m.

Jo: s9(2)(a)

Subject: Police and the holidays

Hullo,

My property in Auckland was broken into while we were on holiday. A police report was made but nothing will happen.
On my return journey to investigate this 1 was ticketed at 2 kph over the limit and lectured by Mr Plod.

Asa Waw abiding citizen 1 have voted for your party in every election since | was able,
Change 1his daft attitude towards speeding by the Police or my family votes are lost to National next time round.

Happy New Year

s9(2)(a)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject: NOTED: Zero Tolerance Speed Enforcement

NOTED min/p/32

Sent: Wednesday, / January 2015 9:35 a.m.
o
Subject: FW: Zero Tolerance Speed Enforcement

s9(2)(a)
Dear

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has asked me ta acknowledge your email
of 6 January 2015 concerning zero tolerance speed enforcement.

While enforcement of speed limits is a Police responsibifty without govérnment intervention, the Police have and
will continue to use their discretion while executing their duties; |

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank vou for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary {Pglice] | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Poiice
4.5 Executive Wing [ Parliament Buildings | Wellington Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

-----0riginal Message----

From: Hon Anne Tolley

Sent: Tuesday, 6 January 2015 4:26 p.m.
To
Subject: RE: Zero Tolerance Speed Enforcement

On behalf of the Hon Anne Tolley thank you for your email dated 6 lanuary 2015.

As this issue falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister of Police, | have transferred your email to Hon
Michael Woodhouse for his Consideration and direct response to you.

Thank you for writing



Yours sincerely

sB({2)(a)

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

The information contained in this email is intended for the named recipient only. It may contain privileged material
or information in confidence and if you are not the intended recipient you must not copy, distribute or take any
action in refiance on it. if you have received this email in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return
email.

----- Qriginal Message--—-- o
From: _ ‘ |
Sent: Tuesday, 6 January 2015 1:51 p.m. ' '
To: Hon Anne Tolley

Subject: Zero Tolerance Speed Enforcement b,

The previous Labour Government became deeply. unpopuiar mwérds the end of its third term, due in part to its
nanny state approach to many things, with the abolition(of the incandescent light bulb being touted as the last straw
that finally broke the camsl's badk the public duly vqted them out of office for which we are still thankful.

| fear the same may he happeriing to the still veryﬂopular National Government, not through the humble light bulb,
but through the fibt <0 humble traffic officers criminalising safe and sensible drivers with a very draconian and
extremely un;mpu!ar zero mlerance approach to speeding.

By and large mf:st New Zealanders respect the law, and the officers of the law, but with the latter this is fast
changing. It s hard ta have respect for someone targeting experienced drivers with good safety records and
ticketing themn for doing 105 km/h on a motorway. It is equally hard to have respect for the same persons
clandéstinely working on long straight urban roads catching the evil Mum taking the kids to school doing a reckless
4km aver the limit on a road that’s never had any fatalities on it!

This approach is akin to a teacher dishing out class detentions for the unruly few.

Enforcement only works with a cooperative population, and respect is something that's earned.

Sadly the public (and the traffic officers) have been hypnotised into thinking that the road toll is caused by ordinary
peopie speeding and that a tough zero tolerance approach will magically lower it.

It hasn't. The facts are all there on the Government website.

They don't lie.

2014 has seen the biggest focus on speed enforcement ever in this country, so much so that it's actuaily
embarrassing taking visitors from other countries on our roads who wonder incredulously at the amount of cops,

cameras, and patrols everywhere, and laugh at the bioody-mindedness and stupidity of our approach to road safety.

They probably wonder if they're in New Zealand or a military zone in Afghanistan!

Given time people will make the mental leap as to who is behind this nonsense, and correctly blame the National
Government.



5o what has the Police’s fetish with speed actuaily done this year?

Annual Toll Up 17%

Easter Road Toll Up 66%

Labour Weekend Toll Up 300%

December Toll {Beginning of zero tolerance + lowering of alcohol limits) Up 21%
Holiday Toll - again with zero tolerance + lowered alcohol limits) Up 143%

What can’t be measured is the hostility and antagonism towards those enforcing these ridiculous and unreasonable
laws.

Note that the only thing that's changed between 2013 and 2014 is the lowering of the speed tolerance coupled with
a lowering of the alcohol limit

Cars are improving year after year, as are our roads, so how is it after a zero toleranca approach in December we
saw a 21% increase in road deaths, and over the holiday period we saw 3 staggering 143% increase!

The public aren't stupid, and they are waking up to the reality of what these figures rebresent. .

They know it's the drivers who drive with total disregard to the law, often inexperienced, losing control, texting,
crossing the centreline, blind drunk, no safety belt, no wof, tourists... Yet the traffic officers insist on victimising the
completely wrong people. '

The public also understand and will have witriessed if they've had the courage to venture out this year amongst the
sea of Hyundai speed cameras, fixed cameras, highway patrols, police officers, motorbike cops, that there is a huge
increase in driver frustration due 1o 'the insanely slow speeds of some motorists, and consequently more risky
overtaking manoeuvres urideriaken \

This situation needs arresting before the public become totally disenchanted, and the road toll climbs even higher!

The Government coutld take their cue from our English counterparts perhaps, where a traffic officer wouldn't even
blink if someoné was doing 15-20 km/h over the limit unless that person was deemed driving dangerously.

And their road toll per capita is less than half of oursi

We need a complete change of culture.

We need to train and empower cops who can discern between safe drivers straying over the limit to the ones
blatantly driving dangerously, we need to combine enforcement with common sense, we need to get over our
fixation on speed and replace it with a campaign targeting incompetent and dangerous drivers in the areas where
the fatalities are occurring.

This coupled with an education programme to up-skill our current and potential drivers, to drive courteously, keep
left, and stay focussed will do much more towards road safety than an arbitrary, no tolerance, one size fits all
approach that has insidiously infiltrated our policing culture.

We can and must do better.

Kind Regards







e —— h
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/48

s9(2)a)

Fro

Sent: Fri 18 p.m,
To
Subject: Re: NZ Road Accident Focus
Importance: High

s8(2)(a)

Des

I'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who hias asked me to acknowledge your email
of 9 January 2015 concerning the Police focus.of speed enforcementan out roads.

I'must point out that politicians cannot-irstruct Police in operatichalmatters. Thisis a long standing convention that
was enshrined in law with the passing of the Policing An 2008/ it ensures that law enforcement and investigation by
the Police remain free of any political influence orinterference.

Speed enforcement of the legal limits is an operational decision for the Commissioner of Police. Officers will
continue to have and use their discretion 1o enforce the speed limit.

Your correspondence.aind views have been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police

Yours sincerely”

s9(Z)(a)

Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

s9{2)(a)

Please forward for eyes of the minister.
The below e mail, ] sent to Ron Mark some days ago in appreciation of his expressed view in regard to
police road safety focus.

Today. the "Dominion” carries an opinion piece, also about police road safety focus, the content of which
expresses very well, the opinion of public at large.
The words of Sir Robert Pcele are as relevant to day as when first spoken.

1



The dominion article contains an observation that has crucial ongoing consequence,

{ something 1 had not thought of in any depth when I ¢ mailed to Ron Mark ).

The actions and focus of the police are not only failing the NZ public, they fail the police as well.
Denigration of police image in the eye of the public has far reaching consequences indeed.

Please take this on board.
1 am a National voter, not NZ First, but I Did e mail Ron because he said what needed to be said.

s9(2)(a)

Dez
Thanks for speaking up as youd hava.

For the sake of' M;ums Dads and kids out there getting killed on our roads, someone has to

change the bune head focus the police have directed to speed and alcohol as the primary

cause ofall road deaths.-

Their owrrroad patral ofﬁcers Lnow better, and those of us those of us who each spend many

hours driving high kilometres every year know for sure, STUPIDITY and

INCOMPETENCE have everything to do with road accidents.

You know the saying, " you can't fix stupid ", well actually you can, but it requires a culture

shift, takes time and intelligent direction. Partrer to it improvement in driving competence

and we will be getting some where.
1 vears past I have driven several tens of thousands of Km's in‘m
Md been on the scene of accidents there also, b

experienced such demonstration of stupidly and incompetence as [ see on our roads.
When | hear spokes persons for road safety and the police on the subject of accident
reduction, it is absolutely clear to me the stupidity and incompetence in those departments
has to be changed.

Kind regards

Sent from my iPad



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: NOTED : speed enforcement
Importance: High

NOTED min/p/50

Sent: Monday, anuvary 2015 9:27 a.m.
C__s%2ia) |

To:
Subject: Re: speed enforcement -
Importance: High :

s9(2)(a)

Dear

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Mirister of.Police, who Has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 11 fanuary 2015 concerning the Police zero-tolerance campaign for specdienforcement.

While speed enforcement is an operational matter for Police, they have and continue to use their discretion while
enforcing speed limits.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for 1aking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

j Al B] | Uffice of the Hon Michael Woadhouse MP | Minister of Police
45 Executwe Wlng | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings I Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

To: M Woodhouse;
Subject: Public confidence in NZ Police being eroded

L e —

Sent: \Z anua 136 a.m.

Dear Ministers,

| feel compelled to wrile 1o you regarding the currenlt zero-iolerance campaign for speed limit enforcement.

Have you read the article below, and noted the hundreds of comments it generaled?

Zero tolerance crackdown backdires

Zero tolerance crackdown backfir
es




E' o o Piesiipe Do et e ondy o whio b fostined 3
b pralice Jocluring increasingly patvenising.

$9(2)(a)

v tatl c o nz

| don't think that any reasonable person could possibly object to reasonable enforcement with the intent to make our roads saler,
but | am of the strong opinion that Police have got the balance wrong in this particular case. As you know, the Policing Act
specifically states that effective policing relies on a wide measure of public support and confidence. | am of the opinion that the
zero-tolerance policy, along with the way in which it has been communicated, has been injurious to overall public confidence in our
Police.

Minister Woodhouse was quoted (NZ Herzald) as saying "I'm sure the police will take a sensible approach to eaforcement”. My -
reading on this 'ssue over the last few weeks would lead me 1o respectfully suggest that this is fundamentally not the case:

i urge you to please remain focussed on how imporlant it is Jor the public to have faith in-those who upload our laws, and 1o keep
this in mind when you discuss this issue with Commissioner Bush. '



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

DNR min/p/55

No narne and abusive

From: M Woodhouse

Sent: Monday, 12 January 2015 4:35 p.m.
To: Blair Telford

Subject: FW: D Ciiff - politician?

Sent: Monday, anuary 2% p.m.

To: M Woodhouse

interesting statement from, e cost of initiating fines for minor road
infringements. He claims not revenue gathering, has negative effect on Police budget, negative net revenuel

So if this revenue gathering activity consumes valuable finances and personal, diverted away from core Police
responsibilities eg POLICING, why do in JEEIE s giving the impression of being a Political Spin Doctor, laying on
thick levels of BULLSHIT! That's the Ministers job! Dump the revenue gathering, focus on Police key responsibilities.
if the Minister needs mare monies to meet Budget, take a PAY CUT.
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s8{2)(a}

From: Ppariiament.govt riz>
Sent:
To:

Subject:

NOTED: Zero Tolerance

NOTED min/p/56

-~ -
Sent: Tuesday, anuary 2015 8:26 a.m.
Su + RE. nce

Dear BEEYSIE);

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who'has asked me-10 dchrowledge your email
of 5 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances.

While enforcing speed tolerances in an operational matier for Police, they have; and continue to use discretion
when doing so. The Minister has received considerable public feedback e spieed tolerance messaging was
confusing and has asked Police to review its.messaging in time forarny changes to be made for the Easter holiday
break ;

Your correspondence has begn nated: Thank you for taking the time to write o the Minister of Police

Yours sincerely

y-{Palice).| Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing7| Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

- <02)a)

I am writing on behalf of the Prime Minister and Minister of Tourism, Rt Hon John Key, 1o acknovdedge your email of 05 January 2015 concerning z
ero tolerance policy on speeding. Please be assured your comments have been noted.

As the issue you have raised falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minisler of Police, Hon Michael Woocdhouse, your email has been forwar
ded on to the office for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time to write 1o the Prime Minister

Yours sincerely

S EY




s9(2)a)

From:
Sent: 05 p.im.
To:
Subject: Zero Tolerance

s8(2)(a)

Hellg

I am not sure whether this is the appropriate way to contact you. I am very concérned about the
police zero tolerance policy on speeding. It clearly is a joke and if you lookat the number of comments
in the NZ Herald this morning you will see literally hundreds of peopie against it and maybe a handful
who think it has merit. Please stop this madness before our respect for the police is gone forever. You
will note that our road toll over the holiday period went up and although the police say that speed was
a major contributor, it certainly wasn't caused by people going a couple of kmover the limit.

W YT
1 trust that you will be pragmatic and tell the police to open their eyes. ©

Regards

s9(2)(3a)

B i R e = —




From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/57

HEWYI My Inbox is running hot with this t

most of them as noted, so sorry in advsnce
s9(2)(a)

ype of email. | have about 50 this morning,

Lwilltry to dezl with

Q:53 a.m.

l'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Wocdhouse: (v

inisterof Police,
of 12 January 2015 concerning speed toleranies.

who has asked me to acknowledge your email

Your correspondence hasheer rioted. Thankyay for taking the time Lo write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely
s8{2)a)
Private Secretary {Police) | Office of the Hon Michzel Wood

4.5 Executive Wing'| Parlizment Buildings | Wellington
Partiament Buildings i Private Bag 18041 1 Wellington 6160

house MP | Minister of Police

s0{2)(a)

ubject: Speeding

ear Michael Woodhouse,

’ell done with your statement today re speeding.
5% over the limit is not life-threatening 'speeding’ and not where the road deaths occur. You cannot help
It go over the limit at times - even on cruise contro) - unless you deliberately drive about 3-4 km/hr below
¢ limit and hold everyone else up, and you cannot overtake safely without exceeding the limit

dmentarily. If 51 km's in urban areas or 101 km's in the country is dangerous, then so is 50 km or 100 km
spectively as there is effectively no difference?

id you are correct in highlighting the inconsistency

+
’

between the so-called zero tolerance proclaimed by
- To my knowledge the police have never denied they will
ket drivers doing 1-4 km/hr over the Iimjt (though I suspect, anecdotally they probably haven't)

e police lost the plot and, is endemic with the N7 Police, will never admit they are wirne Tl 1. -



only succeeded in disenfranchising innocent drivers and losing suppont.
Good on you for taking a lead - knock their heads together and make them see sense and get the public on-

side!!

Regards,
s8{2)(a)



s9(2)(a)

s9(2)a)

From: @parliament.govt.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 10:06 a.m.

To:

Subject: NOTED : Speed tolerance 1o be reviewed. Stuff co.nz 12/01/2015
Importance: High

NO1ED min/p/59

From s9(2)(a)

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 10:06 a.m.
To:%

Subject: FW: Speed tolerance to be reviewed. Stuff.co.nz 12/01/201%
Importance: High

lam writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhoutbe, Minlster of Polit#z, whr hasinsked me 1o acknowlcdge your email
of 12 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances.

I'must point cut that politiciang <arnnat instrunt Police in operativnal matters. Thisisa long standing convention that
was enshrined in law with the pzssing of the Palicing Aci 2008. 1t ensures that law enforcement and investigation by
the Police remain free-of any peiitical influence ot ifterference.

Your correspondente hasbeen noted: Thark you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a}

Private Secretary (Police} | Office of the Han Michael Woodhouse MP [ Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings 1 Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

‘rom:
sent: p
fo: M Woodhouse
iubject: Speed tolerance to be reviewed. Stuff.co.nz 12/01/2015

Jear Minister
‘{uff.co.nz in the motoring section

he article referring to the speed tolerance and safety campaign where you have asked the Police to review all the
ublic messages as part of the summer road safety campaign

e "While this is very much an operational matter for police. ] will be taking a close interest in ensuring
the message aboul 10ad safetv is clear and nmamhioaie

= == — ———— — S e ]



Are you serious, the government and yourself as the police minister should be setting policy and overseeing Police

operations not Police bosses randomly sefting policy as they feel.
New Zealand does nol have a road safely campaign, rather narrow focus on speed, alcoho! and placing all the blame

on our road toll on these

It is just taking the easy way out to focus on Speed and Alcohol as the real issues are much harder to target.

One day the Police, Land Transport and the Government of the day will take road safely seriously and not revenue
based

Reiards



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/60

Sent: Tu aEi anuai 2015 10:11 a.m.

To:
Subject: re: Police speeding policy

s9(2)a)

Dear

Fam writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister ofrP'ohc'e__, whithas athed me o gtknowledge your email
of 12 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you far tahing the time fc write L the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

rtvate Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Mithael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4 5 Executive Wing [ Partiament Bulldings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings [Private Bag 18041 1Wellington 6160

From:

Sent: AL aipm,
lo: M Woodhouse

subject: Police speeding policy

Jear Mr Woodhouse,

wouldn't have a clue what the current speed tolerance is. The police have changed it so many times I've
iven up trying to remember it.

cancelled my planned trip south this Christmas because ] didn't want 10 be ticketed. When I do drive on the
pen road, 1 tend to just follow the vehicle in front of me working on the assumption that they'll get ticketed
‘'we are going to fast.

riving around the city is crazy stuff. The speed limits vary from 40 to 50 to 60 to 70 to 80. It reduces to 40
itside schools sometime when. Who knows!

s a dog’s breakfast. Can you ask the Police to pick one of their policies and stick with it for a2 few years
d give me a chance to catch up?

1d regards






92N a) -

From: —@parliament.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 10:16 a.
Subject: : Zero tolerence

NOTED min/p/61

Sent; Tues anuary 2015 10:16 a.m.
To: IO
Subject: Re: Zero tolerence

9(2
A s3(2)(a)
I'am writing on behalf of Hon Michae! Woodhouse, Minister of i‘ml[ce, who has asked mb to stknowledge your ema|
of 12 January 2015 concerning speed tolerances

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the time to wiite 18 the Minister of Police

Yours sincerely
$9(2)(a)

Private Secretary {Potce] | Office of the-Hon Michael Woodhouse MiP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliamern Buildings T Wellington
Parliament Buildings 1 Private Bag 18641 | Wellington 6160

From:

Sent: Monday, 12 January 2015 9:36 p.m.
To: M Woodhouse

Subject: Zero tolerence

Zero tolerence should stay and the limit of 100 K.P.H be just that, the limit.

For people to say that zero tolerence is dangerous are wrong, people driving should be able to have a good
idea of their speed without having to constantly Jook at their speedo,are they doing this at 110 K?

Drivers should know where their speedo is and be able to flick their eyes down for a monentary look, there
is no need for a constant look at the speedo. These people should not be driving if this is how they drive.




From:
Sent:

To:
Subject: NOTED: Speed limits

s9(2)(a) Dparfiament.govt.nz>

NOTED min/p /65

Sent: Tuesday, nuary 2015 10:41 a.m.

To: s9(2)(a) ' - .
Subject: RE: Speed limits _ . \
s9(2){a)

Dea
|

I zm writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister L:f Poiice, wiio has askad me tiracknowledge your email
of 13 Ianuary 2015 concerning speed limits . _

Your correspondence and comments have beed, noted, Thank you foriekmg the time to write to the Minister of

Police.

Yours sincerely

ﬂ:e) | Qffice of the Bon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Execuuve Wn g | Parligment Bujldings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings [ Private Bag 18041 ) Weltington 6160

Sent: Tuesday, anvary 2015 7:44 am,

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Speed limits

Dear Michael

Your interview on 1ZB this morning with Jack Tame left me feeling annoyed and confused. How is it that you can
categorically state that there was still a 4Km/hr tolerance over the holiday period when | know two pepile who

received fines for less than that margin®?

s9(2)(a)

This sort of pedantic over-enforcement is guaranteed to incur the ire of the public while the real, disrespectfut boy
‘acer types don’t really care. | see it all the time in Auckiand. it is further evidenced by the facts when there is some

wrror crash —invariably alcohol and grossly excessive speed involved.



tam not denying there is huge room for improvement on our roads and NZ’ers are some of the worst, most
inconsiderate and badly disciplined drivers { have encountered anywhere in the developed world. But by the same
token, | seethe with anger when | receive a fine for doing about 10Km/hr over the limit to SAFELY pass a farge truck

in a passing bay, having been held up for the previous few km.

Police cars sitting in these obvious spots and fining otherwise pretty law abiding citizens, simply makes no use of
common sense and just gets us citizens angry - Jess likely to co-operate.

I am a firm National/ACT supporter and usually disregard most of what other parties espouse. But | have to say that
Ron Mark rang 178 over the hofidays with a “mini-rant” over the ridiculous “zero tolerance” speed restrictions in
place. What he had to say made absolute sense — he hit the nail fairly and squarely on the head. it would be well
worth cansulting Ron (if you could ring yourself to seek cross party support) because his ideas made absolute sence
Among other things, he advocates more disciplined driver training approaches - similar to the way the aviation
industry trains pilots - slowly graduating them up through the ranks and instilling decent ATTITUDE on the raads.
The result is often young but experienced pilots with disciplined attitudes and any breach.of the codes is séveéraly

dealt with.
out of scope

Regards




o I D

From: par!iamenl.govt.nz >
Sent: Tyesday, 13 January 2015 11:03 am.

Subject: - Zero lolerance speeding policy
Attachments: Letter to police 5.1.15.docx

NOYED min/p/67

Fro s9(2)(a)

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 11:02 a.m. 2 '
To:jﬂﬁh ; . - U

Subject: Re: Zero tolerance speeding policy

s9(2)(a)

Dez

I am writing on behalf of Hen Michael Woodhouse; Minister of Palice, whn has 3=h*-t1 me to acknowledge yvour email
of 13 January 2015 concerning zero tolersnce spekding pohcy

Your correspondence and concerns.have been poted, Thank yqu for tnkmg the time to write to the Minister of
Police. LS -

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary .cnite]" Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing | Parligment Buildings | Wellington
Parhiament-Biild nps { Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160
{

Sent: Tuesday, anuary :l8a.m.

To: M Woedhouse
Subject: Zero tolerance speeding policy

Dear Mr Woodhouse,

I welcome your review of the zero tolerance speeding policy and 1 ask that you widen the scope of
the review to include all aspects of the policy and not just the way the Police have communicated

it.

Attached for your information is a copy of a letter [ have recently sent to Assistant Police
Comunissioner Dave Cliff and Gerry Brownlee, who is my local Member of Parliament, outlining

some of my concerns about the speed policy.

In addition to the concerns raised in the letter ] believe that the Police are misusing their powers



me to be no significant hazards. We noticed examples of this at Riwaka between Christmas and
New Year when a speed camera van was twice active on the main road there in a 50km/h zone
where there was no footpath and, consequently, no pedestrians. There were no retail businesses
or the like near the van. I have also seen speed cameras being used in Harper Avenue, beside
Hagley Park in Christchurch on a Sunday morning in Decermber 2013. The road is wide along
Harper Ave and there are foot and cycle paths inside barriers along the side of the park there.

I'have heard Mr Cliff, on National Radio, state that the goal of the zero-tolerance campaigns is to
get speeds down on open roads in particular. It occurs to me that perhaps these camera initiatives
should be undertaken in 100km/h areas and not in 50km/h areas where minor speed
infringements often do not seem to me to be especially dangerous. I believe that this sort of
enforcement behavior is wrong, it brings the Police into disrepute and, effectively it is only '
revenue gathering from mostly law abiding motorists who are not doing anything very wrong. [f
most speed related injuries and fatalities occur in higher speed limit areas why are the Pblice
making such a big enforcement effort in lower speed limit areas? Perhaps that is just easier for

them,

here and iny the attached letter with a view

I request that your review considers the matters raised
to ending the farce that we have at present.




From: s9(2)(a) @parliament.govi.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 1
Ta:
Subject: : Road rules and spee

NOTED min/p/es

Sent: Tuesgay, anuary 2015 11:15 a.m.

To: "
Sub R eed

s9(2)(a)

De

am writing on behalf of ifon Michzel Woodhouse, Minister ol Poiice iwho har-agkid me 10 acknowledge your email
of 13 january concerning ioad rules and speed !

Your correspondence has been noted. Thapk ybu focteking the flme towrile To the Minister of Palice.

Yours sincerely

coratary \Pafice). | Office-of tak Hon Michael Woodhcuse MP | Minister of Police
45 executive Wing [ Parliament BUiidmgs-4 Wellington
Partiament Buildings | Private Rag 18041 ) Wellington 6160

: s9(2)(a)
From
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 8:05:35 a.m.

To: michael.woodhouse@national.org.nz

Subject: Fwd: Road rules and speed

Good Morning Mr Woodhouse,

| heard your interview this morning with Jack Tame on Newstalk ZB.

As | listened, | was driving to work along the Unsurprisingly,
the government and police are still bleating o 20, not 1he issue.

| located this email (below) from just over a year ago and much of the problem is still the same.

To my horror, this morning as | passed the off ramp fom a car was stopped on
he shoulder, then started moving again and at approximate y walking speed, crossed the off ramp
ind moved into the left lane - at walking speed - then began to speed up. Vehicles in the slow

ane had to swerve or brake heavily to avoid him. Stupid, not related to speed, but indicative of the

ontinued pathetic standard of driving on our roads.



The majority of drivers | see each morning are driving while texting - texting is still the primary
activity, it is very obvious to see even when the handsets aren't visible as drivers' eyes switch
between looking at their lap area to glimpses of the road ahead.

CIFIEY _ ,
Then I exited and drove along sielia highway where a people carrier sped up to run the

red light and turn into the new sot2ie) before traffic going south crossed the junction. Not
speed related, more stupidity.

As 1 indicated to turn off the car in front of me was also
turning - luckily | am ps SN0 QUESSE = d5 Ne dnver elecled not to bother with indicators.
Yet more poor driving skills, unrelated to speed, but concerning - luckily the drivers coming the
other way seemed to also be psychic.

This s the third year in a row | am contacting the minister responsible;-and yet again | ask when
will government and police actually address the issues of unacceptable skill levels among the vast

majority of drivers and stop beating the speed drum? .

Forwarded message —------.-

From
Date: 6 December 2013 at 09:14

Subject: Road rules and speed

I received a reply from you at the end of last year after | contacted Mr. Brownlee with comments
about the government and police attitude to speed, and would like to follow up.

In a year.| see nothing has changed other than additional revenue gathering with the current 4km
buffer on the speed limit. The government's road safety strategy is a joke. The only thing being
targeted is speed. As per my previous email, | reiterate that speed has never injured anyone, the
ability to judge speed has injured and kille : s9(2)a)

(U d Qegdl man e

travel from my home i very day for work and continue to see the
ery worst examples o ) ally basis, that makes me scream. Just this week |}
ave put up with:
o drivers in the right lane on eading north, travelling
at approx 80km/h (well un mming on the brakes about 100m from the

off ramp to bully their way into the middle lane, then the ieft lane, then the off ramp to leave
the motorway

< the same thing amexit, an s9(2)(a) exit

o drivers speeding up from 70-80km/h when | attempt to overtake, resulting in me cancelling
the overtake as | reached 100km/h and they were still increasing speed to prevent me

passing




o drivers hogging the right lane even when the left lane was totally empty, and the middle
lane had only a few vehicles

« drivers not checking mirrors before changing lanes on the motorway

 drivers not indicating when changing lanes or turning

« drivers joining the motorway from on ramps, then forcing their way to the right lane when
both left and centre lanes were empty

« drivers driving while texting (not texting while driving as texting seemed to be the primary
activity with driving definitely the secondary activity)

« drivers applying make up while driving

« drivers using cell phones while driving

« drivers builying into lanes past the point where it was legal and safe to join.- for the
southern motorway lane leaving the sH2)(a) ' .

« one hiace van driver brake tested on ine seid)E) when we were both travetiing
at between 70 and 80 km/h - had | not been paying attention | would have hit hirmi. When )
later passed him, he gestured offensively and | still have ng id2a whal his problem was.

« drivers travelling at 35-40km/h in a 60km/h zone causing-delays to all other vehicles when
there was no reason for the slowness X \ )

» cars parked on pavements blocking pedestrian access e :

« cars with the driver's seat so far reclined ihey could barely se€ over.the steering wheel

The list goes on. Incredibly, these are not just car drivers, but ofién so-cdlled professional drivers -
truck drivers, bus drivers, taxi drivers, couriers, and in a couple of dases driving instructors, and

police cars (without blue lights or sirens on).

2)(a

Speed is notan'igste. The new reduced tolerance is not relevant, because the drivers who were
30-40 km/h over the limit before are still going to be 30-40 km/h over the limit. I've lived in
countries, like Germarly, where the national speed limit is considerably higher than here in NZ,
parts of Germany had no speed limit when | lived there. They have a much lower road toll than we

do. Speed isnot the issue, driving ability is.

If the government decides that it really does want to do something about our roads, I'd love to be
involved. But please stop pretending speed is the main problem. it isn't. Speed does not harm.
‘Speed and ..." harms, speed and alcohol, speed and poor driving skills, speed and drugs, speed
and not paying attention. When the government addresses the actual problem - patheticaily poor
driving skills, then maybe our roads will be safer.

s9(2)(a)

Kind Regards,




s9(2)(a)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/71

From: Blair Telford
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 12:09 p.m.

To:
Subject: Re: Zero Speed tolerance
Dear s92)a)

'am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister ol\follie, who hasadked metd acknowledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning speed tolerance and road salety.

Your correspondence and suggested changas haur beén noted Thank YOz for laking the time to write to the
Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely
s9(2)a) .

Private Secretary.{Police} | Office bf the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Palice

4.5 Executive Wing ! PapligmentBuildings | Weilington
Parliament Buildings1 Privete Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

asiy
To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Zero Speed tolerance

Dear Honourable Michael Woodhouse

The newspaper this morning said that you were gaing to be looking |
tolerance undertaken by the Police this summer. We live i
to put forward some thoughts on the NZ Vs Australian appive

1) Australia had a bigger range of speed limits, a lot more in tune with the type of road that you were
travelling on. From some 40k limits in very built up areas to regular 60k fimits in towns, with 80— 90 kms

open road limits when the road had many bends, thought to 100kms on main roads and 110 kms on
motorways. | felt this was a better system as the speed tolerance better matched the type of road

2} In Australiz there is no speed differential between towing and non-towing light vehicles.

3} in Anctralia there ceamed tn he nn crand diffarnntiol fae se aln



4)

5)

6)

7

They also included a lot more “smali” passing lanes that allowed slower drivers to pull over and allow other
drivers to pass.

In Nelson we are noticing a ot of motorists who are travelling well below the speed limit as they are
worried about getting a ticket. This can be clearly seen creating frustration amongst other drivers and
frustration results in poor decision making. With un suitable passing manoeuvres etc.

There is inconsistency between the types of vehicles used for speed camera use, in Canterbury these are
highly marked bright yellow and can be seen contributing to road safety. In Nelson the one vehicle {grey
van) has been unchanged for many years and is really only being used (by the locations it is parked, ie the
bottom of small hills) for revenue gathering.

The vehicles we all drive have been consistently improving over the years; rasuhmg i faster safer.vehicles
than ever before, while this is good for the occupants, it has created 3 pos;lmn of detachment from the
process of driving to the road. it has become quite noticeable thal on apen clear roads Itis guite possible to
accidently siip over the speed limit with no discernible change in performance of the vehicle. This for us has
resulted in more use of the cruise control to better monitor spesds. \

These are the changes } would like to see to 1he'road safety system . in NZ.

A)

B)

c)

D) /B

E)

Better range of speed limits to suitthe terrain and conditions.

Continuation of the 10 km, tolerance o speed limits, this allows the slower drivers to maintain the slower
speed that they want and'rrore expenenced drivers to travel faster if they desire, without being treated like

a cnmma!

Removal of the speed differential between towing and non-towing vehicles and trucks, this is just creating
confusion and is 3 strange situation where you put vehicles on the same road with no aption for passing and

able to travelat differént speeds.

Better enforcement of the people travelling at extreme speeds ie 20 or 30 kms above the limit.

Increasing the number of “small” lanes to allow drivers the opportunity to pullover and allow others to pass,
NZ roads are currently quite restricted in this area.

I think the changes to make the licensing system tougher have been a good improvement, but perhaps a maove to
“R” type plates on vehicles driven by restricted drivers would improve the uptake of full licenses in a more timely

manner.

Regards




s9(2)(a)
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From: s9(2)(a) P parliament.govt.nz>
poriay . r a 13 alLl
=

Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/73

Sent; Tuesda anuary 2015 12:27 p.m.
To IRV S

Subject: Review of summer speed tolerance

Dear EIAIEY

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has 3sked me 1o acknowledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning road safety - |

Your correspondence has been noted.

Thank you for taiir;gihe\ljmﬁ 16 writg.to the Ministér of Police.

Yours sincerély

s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary (Police} | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Palice
4.5 Executive Winig | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parfiament-Buildings { Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

mmmﬁ—
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 9:34 a.m.

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Review of summer speed tolerance

Dear Sir,

s8(2)(a)
On behalf of congratulate you on calling for a review of the summer speed

tolerance.
s9(Z)(a)

We support the effort of the Police to try and reduce the road toll although we feel they have blinkers on and tend to

overlook the many other aspects of road safety in favour of so called speed control. Perhaps you may not be aware
ht wehirle aneednmetere are nnt 1cnatlv accoarate ennunh ta etand 2 no tnlarancs mosciira Wa haus barkad o fae.



(7}
vehicles and found tha fairly right atthough out by a couple of kilometres per hour, Rzl were
measured to be out by u 0 ki r hour. More modern versions are out by 5 kilometres per
hour, Others tested wer%&we None were accurate with the average error being 5 kilometres per
hour. This testing was down using a Go 600 Tom Tom navigational device. It is not scientific but gives an idea of a
potential problem with zero tolerance,

m-.ave lots and lots of ideas on how to improve Road Safety and would prefer
WOrK with sovernment 1o achie i5. However, to date we have been fobbed off and remain frustrated by the

efforts of so called agencies and government departments who are task with road safety.

The count to date for 2015 is nine road deaths, How many more are needed before you and your colleagues take
road safety seriously. If you continue to do the same thing you will continue to get the same result. Could that be
another 290 road deaths before the end of 2015. It seems likely given the current road safety thinking.

Talking to us will cost you nothing. Inaction will cost lives, it's your choice.

We believe a road is the means to allow all users to move efficiently and safely froni their starting point to their
destination. Currently neither apply in New Zealand. We want to change this for !l road usess.

Kind Regards,




s9(2)(a)

From: s9(2)(a) @parliament.govt.nz>

Sent: L3 £4 AL
To:
Subject: NOTED : Speed Tolerance Review

NOTED min/p/74

Fro 59(2){3) -
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 12:31 p.m. (e - .

To: s9(2)(a)

Subject: Re: Speed Tolerance Review
Dear s9(2)a) (

I am writing on behaif of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of P-::'Hc'e, who has_a':ked' rné_iu acknowiedge your emall
of 13 January 2015 concerning the speed tolerance review > .

Your correspendence and views have beefi g ted, Thafk you far taldog the time Lo write 1o the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)

SYle)ia) Ve \
Private Secretary{Police) | Office 6! the Hon Micheel Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing. 1 Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Partlament Buildings |Rrivate Baa 18041 | Wellington 6160

vichael Woadhouse MP) Speed Tolerance Review
Dear Mr Woodhouse,

I read in the news, that the Police's holiday speed tolerance campaign is going to be reviewed by yourself, in your
capacity as Minister for Police. The news has indicated that the public find the current situation confusing, and that
you would welcome feedback from the public an this issue; so here is my ten cenf's worth'.

For me, there are a few basic facts that need 1o be firmly acknowledged:

1} While in a sense, a speed limit should be a limil; thal fact is that many cars have speedometers that have less
margin for accuracy, than the much publicised '4 kilometres' Ihat now seems o be standard (let alone the holiday
tolerance of zerp). Even the simple act of changing your {yres to a slightly different profile size (which is often
necessary) can affect the workings of a speedometer. There is little sense in doggedly and religiously pushing a
:olerence, that cannoi be accurately measured by by the machines that people drive.

2) Having some of the more insecure drivers on our roads, obsessively staring at their speedometers as they drive, in
error that they may inadvertently creep over the speed limit by a kilometre or two and receive a ticket, is hardly a
scenario that we need to encourage. The majority of drivers will not be so insecure, but there definitely are those who
ire. The speedometer disiraction that such drivers are encouraged by current policy to induige in, must surely be

wnalhr o danmerane ae rolinbrana diatractinn Oy Arivinn dAroanlk I ~rroatees o ediiotinn that ic dannoraie foe



3) The danger in speed comes from those who are significantly in excess of the limit, not those who are one or two
kilomeltres over. Someone who is driving ‘safely’ at 50 kilometres in a 50 kilometre zone, does not suddenly become
‘dangerous’ should their speed creep up fo 51 kilometres, or even 53. it is those who ignore speed limits complelely,
and who zoom around al whatever hugely excessive rate they fee| like, who need to be nabbed. The current policy is

tunnel-visioned, and targets the wrong people.

4) Exessive speed is just one of many factors that make up crashes. Speed does not cause a crash by itself, unless
the speed is exceptionally high. While there are some crashes that are undeniably caused by excessive speed, |
believe such crashes
happens, but cannot accurately be named as being the 'cause’ itsef. Poor behaviour such as general impatience,
dangerous overiaking, dogged tailgating, crossing the centre-line, or failure to give way; are generally the primary
causes of crashes thal are solely attributed to speed. Why is it, that we always hear about speed 'causing' crashes,
but seldom hear about the other poor driving that tends to play the real partin causalion ? The whole picture needs

to be presented, not just twisted bits of it =
Out of scope

ciose, | will say { ) rotfind the current palicy iiself confusing. It is easy enough 1o understand. The
reasoning behind i, however,Is very confusing. it seems to be very tunnel-visioned, and i targets the wrong
people. Just like the receri! loweririg:of the aleohol level, it iritates those who pose no risk, and misses those who do.

The current policy may be well i'ntentié:-ned. but as the old saying goes, good intentions is what the road to Hell is
paved with.

Thank you for reading my comments.

Kind regards,
s8(2})(a)



From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

NOTFD min/p/76

Sent: ay, anuary 2015 12:59 p.m.
To: %
Subject: FW: imits and 4 km/h tolerance.

Dez s9(2)(a)

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michzel Waadhaquse; Minister ol l'-‘a.;-iiﬁt,-glvyho has ssked me to acknowledge
your email of 12 January 2015 concerning 5pe ed tolerantes. It was seferred to this office from the office of

Jjudith Collins.

Your correspondence gnd\views fiave been nated, Thank you for taking the time to write 10 the Minister of
Police \ ;

Yours singeeely

Private Secrefary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Fxecutive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
| Pariiement Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

Fro s9(2)(a)
Sent: Monday, 12 January 2015 9:23 p.m.

To
Ce
Subjeci: 1mits an my T fokerance.

Hello Judith.

I see that One News has posted an article on Facebook about a review of the 4km/h
speed tolerance. Would you forward my comments to Michael Woodhouse
please? (I have had a guess at his email address, but it may be wrong)

I and many people 1 speak to think that this is the 4 km/h tolerance is ridiculous,
especially when some of our speed Jimits are too low. It is just so hard to keep below
that 4 km/h. Some peaple say “Well don’t speed, Keep to the limit”, but on some of



our roads that is extremely difficult as the roads are so good, and 50, 60 80, 100 km/h
limits are too slow.

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a) .
ow many of those fatal accidents were caused salely by

people going 5 km/h over the speed limit? | would hazard a guess and say
none. As a retired policeman who attended dozens of fatal' motor accidents in
my 32 years service. | know that the accidents were ¢aused by drivers
travelling at well in excess of the speed limits, and/or under the influence of
alcohol, and/or fatigue or stupidity or carelessness. 4 km/h tolerance is
ridiculous. If our speed limits were like-overseas, 110 km/h on
km/h on arterial roads (they already are in'some places
IEEEI Putting speed cameras at the bottom 'of hills, e there 1s no
road safety reason to brake, like i P (which was 100
km/h until about three years ago) your speed creeps up unintentionally and
you spend more-time watehing your speedo than watching the road. Now that
is ridiculous

Olorwavs
s9(2)(a

Many thanks




o

From: Mparliamem.gow.nz:
Sent: Tuesday, 13 Janua 15 1:03 p.m.
To: ﬂg_

Subject: NOTED : Speed policies

NOTED min/p/77
s9(2)(a)

From:

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 1:03 p.m.
To: W
Subject: Re: Speed policies

s9(2)(a)

Dear

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister ofPolice, wilaf'rles asked me 10 acknowledge
yous email of 13 January 2015 concerning speed toletanes.

Y our correspondence and views haye heer noted: Thank yaufartaking the time to write to the Mimister of
Police. : (L

N

Y ours sincerely

PTTvaLE oF s (qui_ce] ]‘ {fl\ff:l"l.&‘ 61 the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Palice
4.5 Executive Vipg [ Patliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Bufldingsi Private Bag 18041 | Welington 6160

Sent: Tuesday, anuary : .

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Speed policies

Uniike Ron Mark s9(2)(a) applaud the low tolerance policy.

This year going to and from the Coromandel several times over the holiday period, | found the traffic
travelling at a steady pace, overtaking only on passing lanes, even camper vans pulling over to let us

through and no crazy speeds.

i felt safer this year than | have for years and for once enjoyed the drives without worrying whether | was
going to make it to my destination alive.

if the low tolerance means we are carefully watching our speed and we all slow down a bit as a result,
then my experience this year shows it makes our roads safer and much more pleasant.



Please don’t discourage the police from this policy as it certainly worked this summer to give us better
driving, despite the tragic accidents which | expect will always be part of our holiday periods.

Kind regards
s3(2)(a}
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From: s9(2)(@) pparliament.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 1:.06 p.m.
Subject: : police holiaay roading policies

NOTED min/p/78

s9(2)(a)

MG AR KR T : .m. ,
) ry 2015 1:06 p.m A\ ‘

: Re: police holiday roading policies

W so2)@)

) am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minitter of Panc r, who has, aswd meto acknowledge your emnail
of 13 tanuary 2015 concerning speed tolerances.

Your correspondence and views been notgt Thank you for 1akingA¥e e to write 1o the Ministe! of Police.
' |

| |

1

Yours sincerely

Private Secret V(FG h:e} [ Officeat-the-tian Michael Woodhouse MP ! Minister of Poiice

4.5 Executive ng | Perlizment Euvdmgs I Wellington
Parlizment Buildingsd Pyivaie Beg 18041 | Wellington €160

Sent: . . o

To: M Woodhouse
Subject: police holiday roading policies

Hi Michael!

] am another National party supporter who is pleascd you are reviewing this operational matter as
announced!

It seems to me that whenever I speak to the Police on duty about their policies such as 1% sped tolerance
etc, they just don't want 10 know .......... they have lost us average motorist's confidence and ability to police

in a manner which is effective.

I don™t understand how their "operational matters” are set in concrete, and whether setting a 1% tolerance
requires Government approval, but maybe it does.

Police roading manager Dave Cliff was quoted on "Stuff" last week that their policies were based on "sound

e ] Rismner thant nnviare 2 mavmiad Af cinel Tell e ehimd mahlie ahnut the recerareh & setes nnt



that stupid that we can't understand what they're trying to do and what it's based on. As Prime Minister Key
says .. "show us the research!"

I'm of the firm view that they should not be wasting their time punishing motorists for being 1% over the
spped limit - they would be far better pulling slow motorists off the road and ticketing them .......... they
cause pent up frustration in motoring which daes les ecision making - eg unsafe passing ........... 1

ver the xmas period and we had a queue ]
don’t know how long he up by a slow motorist travelling at 70 - 80kph and they wouldn't move over. And
fi you know the road you'll know there's not many places to pass .. and where there is a long straight, there's
a cop sitting there pinging motorists for doing more than 100kph in getting past!! It doesn't make sense!

So look forward to your bringing them into kine ........ and get them back on ourside ... | don't condone
them pinging the public for bad / inconsiderate driving, but let's be realistic in the enforcement of the law,
I"ve spen more time watching my speedo this summer than I have the road in front of me - now is thal safe

motoring???  don't think so!!

Cheers




“= _ E—— — ——

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/80

- A
Sent: juesda anuary 2015 1:19 p.m. ‘ : '

To:
Subject: Re: Regarding the Speed Campaign

s9{2)(a)

Dea

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woochouse, Minjsterof Police; who hat aiked'me o acknowledge your email
of 33 Jan 15 concerning the Police speed campaign.

| 1

Your correspondence and views have bearnoted. Thank you far 1aking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

3

rivate secre otice] | Offict of the Han Michael Weodhouse WP | iMinister of Palice
4.5 Executive Wing-{ Parliament Buildiogs | Wellington
Parliament Buildings I-frivate Bag 18041 t Wellington 6160

To Michael Woodhouse, MP

Good day,
After reading some of the news articles and opinions on speed enforcement in New Zealand ! feel t must express my

views to you as Minister of Police. It is my belief that the approach to speed enforcement is not altogether ideal. In

summary:
Speed is only a variable which magnifies or diminishes the consequence of poor decisions or lack of

awareness.
Less than adequate driving skills are tao prevalent (poor awareness, anticipation, driving to the conditions,

courtesy).

Conflicted message of 200kmh-focus enforcement versus perceptions of capability {vehicular and personal).
Promote and even routinely test for advanced driving skills.

Common sense management of enforcement (eg overtaking)

Speed, it is claimed, kills. What | believe is that it is poor decision-making and lack of awareness which creates the
situations that result in deaths. Speed itself is a variable factor which can either exacerbate or mitigate the
consequences of a poor decision or lack of awareness. It is far too simplistic an approach to say anyone going over

Amaliaal e ot b st O cmmd e mnd nnn A in s men ma bkl Frr Al



I believe a fundamental flaw in the approach of prioritising and publicising campaigns against speeders is,
fundamentally many Kiwi's feel confident in both their own driving skills and the capabilities of their modern, safe
cars. Simple speed enforcement alone does not address this and may well subconsciously be ignored. The
capabilities of modern vehicles in both acceleration and bra king mean a vehicle is capable of being driven safely at

high speed, in appropriate conditions of course.

Out of scope

There also need to be a greater degree of common sense applied-to speed enfarcement. A prime example | believe
is in the case of overtaking. To pass a vehitle travelling at SOkmh {truck-and car-trailer speed limit), it takes another
vehicle an excessive distance to pass safely without breaking the 100kmh limit. There are very few straight roads
long enough to do this safely, it Is simple maths. The'10kmh speed difference equates to 2.7m per second distance
differential between to two vehicles. Take a truck and trailer unit to be the maximum for NZ roads as 20m, and add
an additional 10m frort and rear for safe clearance, it will take 14.8 seconds to safely pass. In that time the
overtaking vehicle will hdve travelled ovér 411m. In real terms that duration and that distance traveliing on the
wrong side of the road eould in manly.circumstances be unsafe. Many overtaking lanes are not that length. To pass
at a higher speed of 105-110kmh would significantly reduce that time exposed to danger.

What New Zealand needs.is 1o step away from a rather simplistic approach to simple speed enforcement, and to

develop and introduce measures designed to encourage and enforce uptake of advanced driver training, impraoved
decision-miking and greater safe-driving awareness. Safe does not mean slow. Safe means in full, appropriate

control at all times.
Thank you for your time

Regards




IVATEY)
@parliament.govt.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 1:21 p.m.
Subject: NR: Zero tolerance

DNR min/p/81

Sorty, another one.

Subject: Zero tole% , 'ci

1 would like 1o Jet you know Mr woodhous that i and a lot of my friends are very angry over your and the
police behavior over the xmas holidays. Bullying us and tuming goed kiwis into criminals 'we all feel that
you are turning nz into some kind of totalaterion police state . Yours truly pissed of former national voter

s9(2)(a)



From:
Sent:

To:
Subject: NOTED FW: Police Zero Speed Tolerance Campaign

NOTED min/p/90

s9(2)(a)

From:
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2 225 a.m.

To:

Subject: RE: Police Zero Speed Tolerance Campaign
s9(2)z)

Dea

| am writing on behalf of Hen Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, wiit Figs asked me fo- akrowledyd your emat
of 13 January 2015 concerning the Police zero speed lolerance carmpai. | |

Your correspondence ard views have been noled Thankyou {or akirg the mie 1o write 10.1he Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely
s9(21a)

Private Secretary (Pclice) | Offite of the'Hon Michael Wasdhduse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Bulldings | Wellrglyn
Parliament Buildingst Privite Bag 18041 | Wellington 160

o L I
Sent: y, 13 January 119 p.m.

To: M Woodhouse

Dear Minister

I had drafted the email below but before sending it I read this morning of the review you have
requested. I am still sending it to you as the comments and observations 1 have made I believe are
still relevant, I like many others was under the impression that there was no tolerance. The police

message was certainly not clearly communicated.

http://www.nzherald.co.nz/nz/news/article.cfm?c_id=18&objectid=11379594

The article above by Rodney Hide on ™ Little thought in speed law” provoked the most common
Tiscussion subject I experienced over the Christmas holiday period. The sentiments expressed by

Rodney Hide were universally shared.

The road toll in this country has come down significantly in recent years despite a very significant
ncrease in the number of vehicles on the road due to the relative decline in the cost of cars, Improved

42



vehicle safety has been I believe the major contributor to this. Ron Mark commented on this in his
article on the Speed limit.

sR(Zal

I drove during the holiday period fro The traffic
flowed well and 1 did not see any excessive speeding. Drivers distracted by the scenery and not just

overseas visitors was as always an issue

The most dangerous driving 1 saw however refated to passing of slow traffic by drivers, particularly in
the McKenzie Country, as they kept below the 100 km speed limit and would run out of safe road.

Traffic that was driving below the speed iimit and not pulling over saw long lines of traffic and some
dangerous passing resuited. More effort to deal with this issue and other factors other than just speed

would make for safer roads

New Zealand drivers with a few exceptions are responsible and do not drive-a'car with the intention of
killing themselves, The need to be able to complete a passing manoeuvre safely. and quickly both -for
themselves and other motorists is I am sure in every drivers mind wheri.they pass and is more
important than them worrying about exceeding the speed Jimit by. 1 k. 0

My concern is that road safety relies on public support-and.acceptance of the road rules including
speed limits. The current speed zero tolerance policy does engender. public support and is counter
productive. Police officers have exercised discretiosn.in\the past, i my. view responsibility, so what has
changed? Not the quality of our police force I-fiope. ' P

Yours faithfully




. 2000090999000

s9(2)(a) pparliament.govt.nz>

NOTED FW: Observations.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/91

9:28 a.m.

|
I am wiriting on behalf of Hon Michae! Woodhouse, Minister ot Polite) whorhas asked metg acknowledge your email

of 13 January 2015 concerning the Police enforcement of speer

Your correspondence and views have been noted Tha fik you for taking the time1o write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

mw@@ﬂ [\@ffice of the Hon Michzel Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing |\ Parlisment Baildings. | Wellington
Parliament Buildings 1 Private fiag 180414 Wellington 6160

o | e L e o]
Sent: Y anuary 2015 11:04 p.m.
i

Subject: Observations.

Dear Minister, 1 note there's been much discussion regarding the 'Zero- tolerance’ programme by the Police
this holiday scason, most of it not very complimentary,

While agreeing the results from high speed crashes are horrendous and far reachin 2, and ] admire the Police
for doing 'something’, I'd very much like to add something from my own driving experience over the
holiday period.

've been driving for over 40 years, but in many ways this season was the most difficult from my point of
fEW....

ph 13 not a problem for me, but was for following traffic I assumed, 50, on many
ccasions J slowed, and pulled over to let the traffic through when it was safe to do 50, passing lane or none.
‘'he issues arose with the traffic either NOT overtaking, or overtaking SO SLOWLY, (presurnably avoiding
xceeding the 100k limit) that many times it became just plain dangerous with traffic not overtaking
WICKLY and returning to the lefi side ( SAFE SIDE | ) of the road.
/hile many did not exceed the limit, there were times that the FOLLOWING DISTANCES of the more



impatient members of the overtaking traffic was really scary.
Often | ran out of road and had to come to a complete stop to let the traffic clear, sometimes in not the safest

of situations.

By the time we were on the homeward journey I confess 1 was a little less keen on letting the traffic behind
through as often, 1 figured they were safer behind, providing they weren't TOO close, than overtaking badly.
We have done this trip many times in the past, with nothing like the dangerous situations we found

ourselves, and others in, this season.
The only way I can see to help this situation is for the Police to be less strict enforcing limits on overtaking

vehicles so they can pass, clear the overtaking lane and get back to the left side ASAP! ( And perhaps be
more strict on tailgaters, because they're out there in droves and they scare the hell out of me! )

ea ad

s9(2)(a)



———.

(2
From: SHE)E] Oparliament.govt nz>

Sent: 2015 1:36 p.m.
To:

Subject: RE: NOTED: Zero Tolerance Poiicy

s9(2)(a)

-----Original Message---—--
From:
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 1:35 p.m.
To
Subject: RE: NOTED: Zero Tolerance Policy

39(Z}a)
«——Origi —
From: parliament.govt.nz]

|

@police.govt.nz)

Sent:
To:
Subject: NOTED: Zero Tolerance Policy.

NOTED: Min/p/94

Original Message:---

Subject: Re: Zero Tplerance Policy

s8(2)a)
Dea B(2){a)

f am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknowledge your emall
of 13 January 2015 concerning police messaging in relation to speed tolerance and other aspects of road policing.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Palice.

Yours sincerely

Out of scope
Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

-----0riginal Message-----
From:
Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 8:18 p.m.
To: M W
Cci

Subject: Zero Tolerance Policy

The Minister of Police,
Wellington.

9



Dear Sir.

| note your current comment and requirement for your department to clarify their confusing message.

The message needs renewing, not clarifying! For a number of years the message has been the same - 'Speed kills'.
There are many other factors involved, beside speed, which lead to accidents and fatalities eg inferior vehicle tires,
poor roading, il placed utility poles.

In addition, there is also the factor of driver skills, not only in 'reading’ the road, but also able to know their vehicle
and control it.

The message is tired and needs a new approach. The latest fiasco has shown your department lacks the skills for
such matters, and the heavy handed threatening approach has a negative effect with many motorists.

Besides a new approach, | would suggest those persennel involved should be retired and replaced!

Sadly for your department, their public relations image has taken a huge hit with the public. Thay were recovering
ground from the days of mid term the previous Labour Government, when they came across as. bamg arrogant,
endeavouring to defend again, their speed camera stance. '
Right now, their said aim is to save lives. This is very commendable. \
However, their practise of using unsignposted cameras in so called danger spots, means the focus is on.catching and
‘ticketing' offenders, rather than safety. To put this more plainly, it is to'boost statistics and revenue collecting!
Surely if there are danger spots, advice to motorists that a speed camers is operating within for éxample, the next
5 km, would warn motorists of the dangerous conditions ahead, and consequently, have the desired effect of
lowering speed. These signs could be as simple as a 'sandwich-board" design: " ‘

The police need pubtic support. They do themselvesing favigurs When they i‘n_'_tro‘i:luce‘a policy for which the general
public does not appreciate and support, especially having now seen the disastrous failure of the current policy.
Speedometers in cars are not accurate. Persorially, | prefer to (se the'speed recorded ona GPS. The police
statement that a GPS speed is not accurate and wouid nat- he arﬂepted again shows their inability to be progressive
and looking forward., ;

The police should be almingto issue less lnfrmgemems not more, if they are serious about safety. Other than
alcohol related policy, | see ro. effort to deal with ather issues. For example, slow drivers heading a long queue of
vehicles unable to pass is not addressed. | have seen the result of this situation many times with drivers following
becoming f ristrated and taking risks, some huge. This situation is in my opinion, less safe and far more hazardous
than excekding the€peed limit b!.r 8 few kilometres per hour. Thisis an example of but one situation which needs
addressing.

As you are no doubt aware 'otr maximum speed limit is lower than in many countries. If the police policy was to
keep traffic mowng, this would be a positive move. | have noted that when the traffic is flowing at say 100/105
km/hr, driver. behav;our is far more responsible, and thus safer.

I suggest yourapproach to rectifying this absolute disaster we experienced over Christmas/New Year, includes a
‘please explain'. If the problem was speed with a zero talerance policy in place, the resuit just gone has been an
absolute dismal failure on more than one front.

Along with a significant portion of the motoring public, | look forward to renewed policies to assist the public.
Government departments are in existence to assist and protect the country's citizens, and not become dictatorial
and remote due to introducing unreasonable policy.

Heads should roll for this and | look forward to reading of this in the near future. | also look forward to the
introduction of a more innovative and understanding approach to road safety in the future. The current approach is
tired and not working - other than as a revenue stream.

Yours faithfully,
s9(2)a)




WARNING

The information contained in this email message is intended for the addressee only and may contain privileged
information. It may also be subject to the provisions of section 50 of the Policing Act 2008, which creates an offence
to have unlawful possession of Police property. if you are not the intended recipient of this message or have
received this message in error, you must not peruse, use, distribute or copy this message or any of its contents.

Also note, the views expressed in this message may not necessarily reflect those of the New Zealand Police. if you
have received this message in error, please email or telephone the sender immediately
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From: parliament‘govt.nb
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 1:35 p.m.

To:
Subject:

NOTED: Zero Tolerance Policy

NOTED: Min/p/94

—---Original Message--
From

Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 1:34 p.m.

Subject: Re: Zero jolerance Policy

Dea s9(2)a}

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has-asked me10 acknowledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning police messaging in refation 1o speed tolerance and other aspects of road policing.

Your correspondence has been noted. Thank yau for taking the time tg write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary. Pdiic_e) | Office of the Hon Michagl Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive_Wi_ng"i- parlisment Buildings | Wellington Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

-—--Original Méssage---—_ ;

ero lolerance Policy

The Minister of Police,
Wellington.

Dear Sir.

I note your current comment and requirement for your department to clarify their confusing message.

The message needs renewing, not clarifying! For a number of years the message has been the same - ‘Speed kills'.
There are many other factors involved, beside speed, which lead to accidents and fatalities eg inferior vehicle tires,
poor roading, ill placed utility poles.

In addition, there is also the factor of driver skills, not only in ‘reading' the road, but also able to know their vehicle
and control it.

The message is tired and needs a new approach. The latest fiasco has shown your department lacks the skills for
such matters, and the heavy handed threatening approach has a negative effect with many motorists.

Besides a new approach, | would suggest those personnel involved should be retired and replaced!

Sadly for your department, their public relations image has taken a huge hit with the public. They were recovering
ground from the days of mid term the previous Labour Government, when they came across as being arrogant,
endeavouring to defend again, their speed camera stance.

Right now, their said aim is to save lives. This is very commendable.
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However, their practise of using unsignposted cameras in so called danger spots, means the focus is on catching and
'ticketing' offenders, rather than safety. To put this more plainly, it is to boost statistics and revenue collecting!
Surely if there are danger spots, advice to motorists that a speed camera is operating within for example, the next

5 km, would warn motorists of the dangerous conditions ahead, and consequently, have the desired effect of
lowering speed. These signs could be as simple as a 'sandwich board' design.

The police need public support. They do themseives no favours when they introduce a policy for which the general
public does not appreciate and support, especially having now seen the disastrous failure of the current policy.
Speedometers in cars are not accurate. Personally, | prefer to use the speed recorded ona GPS . The police
statement that a2 GPS speed is not accurate and would not be accepted, again shows their inability to be progressive
and looking forward.

The police should be aiming to issue less infringements, not more, if they are serious about safety. Other than
alcohol related policy, | see no effort to deal with other issues. For example, slow drivers heading a long queue of
vehicles unable to pass is not addressed. | have seen the result of this situation many times with drivers following
becoming frustrated and taking risks, some huge. This situation is in my opinion, less safe and far more haza rdous
than exceeding the speed limit by a few kilometres per hour. This is an example of but.one situation which-nesds
addressing.

As you are no doubt aware, our maximum speed limit is lower than in many couniries. If the police policy was to
keep traffic moving, this would be a positive move. | have noted that when the traffic is flowing'al say 100/105
km/hr, driver behaviour is far more respensible, and thus safer.

| suggest your approach to rectifying this absolute disaster we experienced over Christmas/New Year, includes a
'please explain'. If the problem was speed with a zero tolerance.policy in place, the result just gone has been an
absolute dismal failure on more than one front.

Along with a significant portion of the motoring public, | look forward td rernewed policies to assist the public
Government departments are in existence to'assist and protect the ¢ountry's citizens, and not become dictatorial
and remote due to introducing unreasonable policy.

Heads should roll for this and | look forward to reading of this in the near future. | also look forward to the
introduction of a more innovative and understanding approach to road safety in the future. The current approach is
tired and not working - other than as a revenue stream.

Yours faithful}
s&(2)(a)

sY(Z)a




\ \

From: 0 parhament govinz=

Sent:

To: .

Subject: NOTED: NO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for

motorists just over the speed limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays.

NOTED min/p/93

Also see previous direct min/p/0S from same person.

s8(2)a)

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 1:21 p.m.

To

Su : : Police have confirmed that there will be'no tolerance for motorists justuver the speed
fimit dunng the Christmas-New Year holidays. : (0

s9({2)(a)

Dear

On behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minisier of Police, | ackrmwifdg‘é_ydur further email of 13 January 2015
concerning the NZ Police policy on speed tolerance:

Your correspondence has been noteg: Thank you fq?j.air‘ingr'élhe tUime to write 1o the Minister regarding this matter.
Yours sincerely

Me Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing Parraﬁhem Buildings | Wellington
Parlsament Bu:rdrﬁgs \Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

Fro s9(2)(a)

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 10:24 p.m.

To: M Woodhouse

Subject: RE: NO TOLERANCE: Police have confirmed that there will be no tolerance for motorists just over the speed
limit during the Christmas-New Year holidays.

Itis interesting to note that you have finally responded through the media to public concerns regarding this issue.

However, | believe that the excuse you have given {o public reaction is simply a way out of a very bad mistake made
by NZ Potice Commissioner ‘Mike Bush' who signed it off. The Zero tolerance policy was published throughout the
media, and there was no confusion regarding that in so far as the average driver was concerned.

The feedback given regarding this policy from the beginning was totally ignored and it is difficult to understand why,
you did not take 'Confusion’ on board initially if you were concerned and why you did nol make your opinions known
at that time to the Commissioner of Police.

In the meantime, our 'Thin Blue Ling" are losing credibility. They are perceived to be sitling on the side of the road for
traffic violations rather than focusing on Law and Order.

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)
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From: m@parliament.govt.np
Sent: ednesday, 14 January 2015 2:50 p.m.
Subject: : Zero tolerance

NOTED: Min/p/99

s9(2)(a)

From
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 2:49 p.m.,
To: s9(Z)(a)

Subject: Re: Zero tolerance
s9{2){a)

Dear

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Policg, who has ssked meE1g a_cknd'w!edge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning the Police zero speed tolerance campaigh over the Kolitay period.

Your correspondence and views about the campaign have beer noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the
Minister of Police. |

Yours sincerely
s9(2)(a)
Private Secretary (Police) | Office of the Hoh Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing {' Patliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 ) Wellington 6160

Would like to let you know my friends and myself are very upset and annoyed at your and the police
bullying behavior over the Xmas holiday with this zero tolarence .it has not worked this reeks of Helen
Clark and her nanny state maybe I should start vote labor as national have become big headed bullys in
their 3rd tearn 'yous until sincerely former national voter

s9(2)(a)



. 0000

From: @parliament.govt.nz>
Sent: ednesday 14 January 2015 2:41 p.m.

To: s9(Z){a)

Subject: NOTED: Police zero tolerance on speed limit
Attachments: photo 1JPG; ATT00001.txt; photo 2.JPG; ATT00002.txt

NOTED: Min/p/98
s9(2)a)

From

Sent: Wednesday, 14 Janvary 2015 2:39 p.m.
To:
Subject: Re: Police zero tolerance on speed limit

Dear s9(2)(@)

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister af-Police; who has;agi'téd me-to acknowledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning the Police zero speed tolerance campaign. | -

Your correspondence and views have been noted: Thank you for {aking thetime to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a) :

Private Secretary [Police] | ©fice of the Hon”ﬁﬁi&hﬂel Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Bulldings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings{ Private Bag 180411 Wellington 6160

2015 11:41:07 p.m.

To: michael.woodhouse@national.org.nz
Subject: Police zero tolerance on speed limit

Michael

This policy is just ridiculous and a waste of police time and resource. We've had a van lurking around in our Glendowie
neighbourhood over recent weeks,

P've ended up with two fines for minimal variances to the limit. See attached. I wouldn't be surprised if the majority m
drivers were hit over the Xmas period... And | also wouldn't be at all surprised if 1 get more letters with more fines. I wonder 1

I'l get pinged for being 1km over.



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: NOTED: Traffic control
importance: High

NOTED: Min/p/102

(015 4:26 p.m.

dnesda 4 Jan
s9(2)(a)

Subject: re: Traffic control
Importance: High

Dear JEEIENEY

I am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 14 January 2015 concerning NZ Police’s 2ero tolerance speed campaign over the holiday period

Your correspondence and views have béeen noted. Thank you fos 1aking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely,

s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary{Police) | Gificgn*l the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive'Wing | Parfiament Builtfings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 | Wellington 6160

From:
Sent: W& dY,
To: M Woodhouse
Subject: Traffic contro!

PEley o,

Dear Minister,

I’'m emailing you as a law abiding citizen, working for a crust, and having & healthy respect for the ‘people
in blue’, Out of scope

I do think that the emphasis on speed monitoring is out of proportion. There is way too much focus on
controlling the minor speed stuff, which involves mainly working class people. As a typical example |
provide the speed camera set up before 7am on the Northern motorway between Silverdale and Oteha
Valley off-ramp on Tuesday 13 January.

1 ive in IR wice a day, which is also a ‘happy hunting

bnd this drive thm
ground’, despite the fact it is pertectly save to travel at 120 kms per hour. To keep this email in

perspective: | have not received a speeding ticket since 1993, despite traveling 30000 kms per year.

I believe that this approach erodes the support people have for the NZ Police.
25



With respect, | ask you not to give a standard reply that speed kills. I'm aware of the more in-depth
explanations behind our continuing high road toll. Issues, which can’t be resolved by speeding cameras set
up at times of the day when people travel to and from work.

s9(2)(a)

I, ¥ WL, ISR W NS o, S W N, ) WS
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From: s9(2)(a) parliament.govt.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 15 January 2015 12:24 p.m.
To:

Subject: : speed imil/road to
Attachments: s8(2)(a)

Importance: High

NOTED min/p/111

hiireda Aran

. s9(2)(a)

Subject: RE: Speed limit/road toll
Importance: High

{ am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who hes.asked me to acknowledge your email
of 14 January 2015 concerning the Police polity onzero tolerance.

Your correspondence, views and idess fiave been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of
Poice. T ;

Yours sincerely

rivate Secretary {Police) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing |- Racliarment Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Bulldings | Private Bag 18041 ) Wellington 6160

From L
Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 12:57 p.m.

To: michael.woodhouse@national.org.nz
Subject: Speed limit/road toll

Hello Michael.

I wish to voice my opinion regarding the Police zero tolerance. Personally | am totally against it. | actually wonder
whether the government is using it as a form of tax. And to top it off, only this AM | was passed on the left, (2 lane
road) by a Police patrol car, who was not using lights and siren, when | was sitting on the speed limit for fear of a
ticket. Talk about rules for “them” and “us”i

Out of scope




QOut of scope

Cut of scope




Just a few thoughts, and trust you can bring about a solution that will lower the road toll.

Kind regards

s9(2)(a)
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s9(2)(a)

From: @parliament.govi.nz >
Sent: Thursday, 15 January 2015 12:20 p.m.

To:

Subject: NOTED : Police speeding tolerance policy
Importance: High

NOTED min/p/110

-~—-0riginal Message-----

From s3(2)(2)

Sent: Thursday, 15 January 2015 12:19 p.m.

To: s9(2)a)

Subject: RE: Police speeding tolerance policy _ :
Importance: High A Al

Dear s9(2)a) . !

I am writing on behaif of Hon Michael Wostlhouss, Minister of Ph-lit;e,'.whol‘has asked me to acknowledge your email
of 13 January 2015 concerning Police policy on speed tolerantes.

Your correspondence and views have beén noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary-(Palice) | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 ExecutiveWing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington Parliament Buildings | Private Bag 18041 t Wellington 6160

From: s8(2)a)

Sent: Tuesday, 13 January 2015 9:47 a.m.
To: Hon Michael Woodhouse

Subject: Police speeding tolerance policy

If the road deaths statistics had shown a decrease over the recent holiday period the police would have claimed the
credit because of their zero tolerance speed enforcement policy. The facts show that there was a considerable
increase in road deaths compared with recent years. What everyone with any common sense knows now and
probably knew before, is that the causes of road deaths have absolutely nothing to do with the police strict
enfarcement of speeding rules.

The police have a difficult enough job already in building and maintaining public support for their important place in
society. Their well publicised efforts to strictly enforce the speeding laws did nothing to reduce the road toll and did
everything to antagonise law abiding road users. The policy not only needs reviewing but those responsible for
failing to understand the implications of the policy should be demoted to a less damaging role in the police.

1



s9(2)a)

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: NOTED FW: mixed messages regarding speeding
importance: High

NOTED min/p/117

> January 2
: s9(2)(a}
Subject: Re: mixed messages regarding speeding
Importance: High

s9{2)(a)

Dea

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who hag asked me to acknow edge your email
of 14 January concerning mixed messages regarding spesding.

Your correspondence and views have been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

s9(2)(a)

Private Secretary{Police} | Office.of the-Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive' Wing | Pathament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildipgs.| rivate Bag 18041 i Wellington 6160

From: s9(2)a)

Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 9:59 p.m.
To: Hon Michael Woodhouse
Subject: mixed messages regarding speeding

Dear Minister

I am writing about the new mixed messages related to the speed limit and speeding. These are
messages of your own creation. | am also writing about scaremongering regarding international
drivers,

i listened to Radio National the other morning, and believe | heard you say that the Police speed
campaign resulted in people being unclear about what the speed limit was. | have also just read
a quote from the New Zealand Herald that reports you as saying:

He "firmly" supported a zero-speed tolerance for “poor driving behaviour that could tead to death
and injury”. (http://www.nzherald.co.nz/nz/news/article.cim?c id=1&objectid=11385448)

It is my understanding that the speed limit is that which is written on the road signs, on the road - It
is not the tolerance limit or the point at which someone's driving becomes poor.
15



The law is the law, and the speed limit is clearly identified on road signs. Surely communications
on this matter should focus on the taw, noting that it sets the limit people drive to or otherwise run
the risk of having accidents or being fined.

| personally cannot see any value on spending tax payer money on a review about "confusion™
that you are contributing to. What about spending that money on fixed speed cameras or red light
cameras? Or on training more traffic police? Or on real research about the causes of accidents
and injuries? Or on initiatives that have been proven to reduce accidents and injuries?

Out of scope
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———— 00209090900

parliament.govt.nz>

Sent; ursday, 15 Janua 2:45 p.m.

To:
Subject: NOTED FW: Speed Limits on open roads.
Importance: High

NOTED / min /120

s9(2)a)

Fro

Seng: :45 p.m.
To
Su : KE: Speed Limits on open roads,

Importance: High
s9{Z)(a)

Dea

' am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister o Palice, who has ssked me 1o acknowledge your email
of 15 January 2015 concerning speed limits on open roads. )

Your correspondence and feedback has'bueen_ noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.

Yours sincerely

rivate Secretary {Police) | Offick of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buiidings| Riivate Bag 18041 | Wellinglon 6160

To the NZ Police Commissioner
Police Nationa! HQ
Wellington.

Dear Police Commissioner,

I watched the news the other day (TV 1) when you were on saying that Police got it wrong about the zero tolerance for speeding
over the 100 k limit, well sir you did not get it wrong, | was not confused at all, in fact | congratulate Police on this issue, for far to
long people have ignered the speed limits all over the country. The fact of the matter the way | see it is very simple- the maximum
speed limit on the open road is 100k’s, what part of that do people not understand, if you go over this you should get an
infringement notice as you would for exceeding any other speed limil in cities and towns, school areas, and a like. if people want to
speed and make the roads more dangerous then the Police should ticket this offense, no tolerance at all, zero, all the time and all
over the couniry the same. People saying that they were confused does not wash it with me, what is so confusing about the speed
limit being 100k's, nothing at all, just silly people who don'l like 1o comply with the road laws. | would ask you to reconsider this and
bring it in, zero, no excuse, full stop. | you go over the limit what ever and where ever it is you will pay for your actions. So sir you
did ot get it wrong at all, | was not confused at all, it was very simple really, people who are confused about the speed limit should

13



not drive and get off the road to make it saver for the ones like me that do not speed and can tell the difference between 100k's
and 104 k's. Thats it in a nut shell. You are all doing a great job.

Riardsi



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NOTED min/p/138

From: Blair Telford

Sent: Tue :55 a.m,
To

Subject: RE: Road Toll and Policing

W s92)(a)

| am writing on behalf of Hon Michael Woodhouse, Minister of Police, who'has asked meto acknowledge your email
of 17 January 2015 concerning road toll and policing. Your correspondence and views have heen noted.

Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Police.
Yours sincerely
s9(2)(a}
Private Secretary (Police) | Dfﬁq‘é of the Hoh Michae! Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police

4.5 Executive Wing { Patiiarent Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Frivate Bag 18041 { Weilington 6160

s9(Z)(a]

ate, and the zero tolerance is a total waste of time when stupidity outways

logic.
On the coast road,it needs to be heavily policed for slow drivers,campervans,tourists who drive on the
incorrect side of the roadway and pass when trucks are trying to enter the tunnels.

No wonder there are fatalities,not only in our region.

These things happen on a regular basis,and need to be addressed in a proper manner.

BUT to get respect from the general public using our roads,the Patrol Officers need to sharpen up their

le for road safety.

game and tactics also, to set an examg
Out of scope

The blessings for having dash cams,gps monitoring and cruise control.

Any thoughts will be appreciated. s9(2)(a)
Cheer







I 2000009090900

From; s3(2)(a} @parliament.govt nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 21 January 2015 3:30 p.

To:

Subject: NOTED FW: Speed Limits on open roads.
Importance: High

NOTED min/p/152

s8(2)a)

Fro
Sent: Wednesday, 21 Janu 15 11:30 a.m.
To:
Subject: FW: Speed Limits on open roads.
Importance: High

Dea JEEEIVAIE]]

Please find attached the response | sent to you from the Minister of Police on the 15 January 2015.
Kind regards

s9{2)(a)

Private Secretary {Police) | Office of the Hon Michzel Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing [ Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Build]r_g;l Private Bag 18041 | wellington 6160

Authorised 5?--Michae| Woodhouse MP, 333 Princes Street, Dunedin

To: Hon Michael Woodhouse

Cc: s8(2)(a)
Subject: no human reply from the NZ Police Commissioner

Hi Sir,

I sent you an email on 15/01/2015 about speed on the open road, 100k’s, and to date | have had NO human reply
from you or your office, | find this to be rather rude, if sormeone takes the time to write to you the least you can do
is reply, some how your non reply does not surprise me, a lot of Govt. are rather hopeless with communicating with
the public- are you one of those to. Below a copy of what | send you-

To the NZ Police Commissioner
Police National HQ
Wellington.

Dear Police Commissioner,
I watched the news the other day (TV 1) when you were on saying that Police got it wrong about the zero tolerance
for speeding over the



100 k fimit, well sir you did not get it wrong, | was not confused at all, in fact | congratulate Police on this issue, for
far to long people have ignored the speed limits all over the country. The fact of the matter the way | see it s very
simple- the maximum speed limit on the open road is 100k's, what part of that do people not understand, if you go
over this you should get an infringement notice as you would for exceeding any other speed limit in cities and
towns, school areas, and a like. If people want to speed and make the roads more dangerous then the Police should
ticket this offense, no tolerance at all, zero, all the time and all over the country the same. People saying that they
were confused does nat wash it with me, what is so confusing about the speed limit being 100k’s, nothing at ali, just
sifly people who don't Iike to comply with the road laws. | would ask you to reconsider this and bring it in, zero, no
excuse, full stop. | you go over the limit what ever and where ever it is you will pay for your actions. So sir you did
not get it wrong at all, | was not confused at all, it was very simple really, people who are confused about the speed
limit should not drive and get off the road to make it saver for the ones like me that do not speed and can tell the
difference between 100k's and 104 k's. Thats it in a nut shell,

You are all doing a great job.

Reia rds,

From s9(2})(a)

Sent: Thursday, 15 January 2015 2:45 p.m.
To:
Sub)!: !! E%ml Ion open roads.,

Importance: High
s9(2)a)

Dez ; -

| am writing on behalf of Hoh Michsel Woodhause, Minister of Police, who has asked me to acknow/edge your email
of 15 January 2015.concetning speed fimits.an open roads.

Your correj;por_rﬁe_r}ce—?ahd feedback has been noted. Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister of Palice.

Yours sincerely

Private Secretary [Police} | Office of the Hon Michael Woodhouse MP | Minister of Police
4.5 Executive Wing | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Parliament Buildings | Privete Bag 18041 1 Wellington 6160

Sent: Thursaay, anuary 3 a.m.

To: Hon Michael Woodhouse

- I
Subject: imits on open s.

To the NZ Police Commissioner
Police National HQ
Wellinglon.

Dear Police Commissioner,

1 walched the news the other day {TV 1) when you were on saying that Police got it wrong about the zero tolerance for speeding

over the 100 k limit, well sir you did not get it wrong, | was not confused at all, in fact | congratulate Police on this issue, for far to

long people have ignored the speed limits all over the country. The fact of the matter the way | see it Is very simple- the maximum

speed limit on the open road is 100k's, what part of that do people not understand, if you go over this you should get an

infringement notice as you would for exceeding any other speed limit in cities and towns, school areas, and a like. i people wanl 1o
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speed and make the roads more dangerous then the Police should ticket this offense, no tolerance at &ll, zero, all the time and all
over the country the same. People saying that they were confused does not wash it with me, whal is so confusing about the speed
limit being 100k's, nothing at all, just silly people who don't like 1o comply with the road laws. | would ask you to reconsider this and
bring it in, zero, no excuse, full stop. 1 you go over the fimit what ever and where ever it is you will pay for your actions. So sir you
did not get it wrong at all, | was not confused at all, it was very simple really, people who are confused about the speed limit should
not drive and get off the road to make it saver for the ones like me that do not speed and can tell the difference between 100k's

and 104 k's. Thais it in a nut shell. You are all doing a great job.







