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2 STAR - Typically undivided roads with major deficiencies in road features 5 STAR - The safest of roads. Five star roads must be divided, have

such as poor roadside conditions and/or many minor deficiencies such as grade separated intersections, good alignment, wide road shoulders, safe
insufficient overtaking provision, narrow lanes, and/or poorly designed roadsides and excellent delineation. Roads with any at-grade intersections,
intersections at regular intervals. Any divided 2-Star road would have major or those that are undivided, cannot achieve a 5-Star rating.

deficiencies such as poor alignment, poor roadside conditions and poorly

designed intersections at regular intervals.
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\ KiwiRAP is a road safety partnership between the Automobile Association and New Zealand’s main
Waiouru - ™ transport agencies: New Zealand Transport Agency, Ministry of Transport, ACC and New Zealand Police.
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Star Rating New Zealand’s State Highways



BY STATE HIGHWAY

The following tables show the proportion of the Waikato and Bay of Plenty state highway network in each

Star Rating.

Waikato

Length (km)

SH1B

SHIN

SH2

SH3

SH4

SH5

SH21

SH23

SH24

SH25

SH25A

SH26

SH27

SH28

SH29

SH30

SH31

SH32

SH37

SH39

SH41

SH46

SH47

Total

39
288
89
130
35

109

39
11
191
28
74
82
21
29
107
56

92

50
35
19
21

1,560

Proportion in each Star Rating

Bay of Plenty

1-star 2-stars 3-stars 4-stars

S-stars

85% 15% 0% 0%
26% 59% 16% 0%
39% 61% 0% 0%
26% 74% 0% 0%
29% 71% 0% 0%
5% 95% 0% 0%
0% 100% 0% 0%
87% 13% 0% 0%
100% 0% 0% 0%
73% 27% 0% 0%
18% 82% 0% 0%
64% 36% 0% 0%
32% 68% 0% 0%
50% 50% 0% 0%
14% 86% 0% 0%
23% 77% 0% 0%
82% 18% 0% 0%
0% 100% 0% 0%
44% 56% 0% 0%
100% 0% 0% 0%
15% 85% 0% 0%
0% 100% 0% 0%
27% 73% 0% 0%
39% 58% 3% 0%

SH2

SH2A

SH5

SH29

SH30

SH33

SH34

SH35

SH36

SH38

Total

Length (km) Proportion in each Star Rating
3-stars 4-stars

S5-stars

235 0% 41% 55% 5% 0%
2 0% 0% 0% 100% 0%

61 0% 26% 74% 0% 0%
25 0% 64% 36% 0% 0%
92 0% 32% 68% 0% 0%
25 0% 20% 80% 0% 0%
22 0% 32% 68% 0% 0%
121 0% 63% 37% 0% 0%
43 0% 63% 37% 0% 0%
37 0% 14% 86% 0% 0%
663 0% 42% 56% 2% 0%

KEY SAFETY FEATURES

The following tables provide a snapshot of the key safety features of the Waikato and Bay of Plenty

state highways.
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The following table shows the proportion of the Waikato and Bay of Plenty state highway network in each
Star Rating based on the annual vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT). Sixteen per cent of New Zealand's
annual vehicle kilometres travelled occurs on Waikato state highways, while 7% occurs on Bay of Plenty

highways.
VKT Proportion in each Star Rating
Region (x10? VKT/year) 3-stars 4-stars S-stars
Waikato 25.19 0% 38% 55% 7% 0%
Bay of Plenty 10.91 0% 51% 45% 5% 0%
New Zealand 154.76 0% 33% 40% 28% 0%

Waikato Length Median Good Safe Wide LGood sealed Good/ | Intersections
(km) divided horizontal roadside lanes houlder width| excellent
alignment (>3.4-m) |(1.2m or more) | delineation

SH1B 41 0.0% 82.6% 17.6% 100.0% 19.1% 99.8% | 1 every 2-km
SH1N 293 20.6% 81.4% 31.0% 100.0% 46.5% 99.1% | 1 every 2-km
SH2 90 1.4% 74.2% 19.5% 100.0% 39.3% 99.6% | 1 every 1-km
SH3 132 0.0% 62.8% 15.6% 83.3% 29.7% 97.7% | 1 every 2-km
SH4 35 0.0% 49.5% 9.1% 94.3% 0.0% 98.6% | 1 every 3-km
SH5 109 0.0% 79.7% 37.2% 100.0% 7.5% 94.0% | 1 every 4-km
SH21 7 0.0% 81.0% 28.9% 100.0% 23.2% 98.4% | 1 every 1-km
SH23 40 0.0% 54.3% 10.2% 100.0% 6.8% 100.0% | 1 every 1-km
SH24 11 0.0% 74.2% 5.1% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% | 1 every 1-km
SH25 203 0.0% 45.3% 12.5% 100.0% 3.8% 98.8% | 1 every 2-km
SH25A 28 0.0% 45.4% 2.2% 100.0% 1.4% 93.6% |1 every 14-km
SH26 77 0.0% 81.5% 17.4% 100.0% 31.3% 100.0% | 1 every 1-km
SH27 82 0.0% 86.8% 19.6% 100.0% 8.8% 99.4% | 1 every 2-km
SH28 21 0.0% 57.2% 17.9% 100.0% 9.3% 100.0% | 1 every 4-km
SH29 29 0.0% 75.6% 18.3% 100.0% 38.4% 99.7% | 1 every 2-km
SH30 107 0.0% 65.1% 17.9% 91.2% 1.6% 95.2% | 1 every 3-km
SH31 56 0.0% 39.8% 5.9% 24.3% 3.6% 95.7% | 1 every 3-km
SH32 92 0.0% 71.1% 16.1% 100.0% 2.2% 100.0% | 1 every 4-km
SH37 7 0.0% 48.6% 18.1% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% | 1 every 7-km
SH39 51 0.0% 60.7% 13.5% 100.0% 2.6% 99.6% | 1 every 1-km
SH41 35 0.0% 66.1% 17.0% 100.0% 1.4% 99.7% | 1 every 3-km
SH46 19 0.0% 93.2% 20.1% 100.0% 2.1% 100.0% | 1 every 5-km
SH47 21 0.0% 68.1% 23.4% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% | 1 every 3-km
Total 1,585 2.6% 57.3% 15.5% 80.5% 14.1% 83.7% |1 every 2-km

Total percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.




