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DISTRICT COUNCIL

Signs Bylaw
Statement of Proposal (2025-2026 Review)

1. Introduction

The Kaikoura District Council (KDC / the Council) is proposing amendments to the Signs
Bylaw, originally adopted in 2002 and significantly revised in 2023. While the 2023 version
was developed with input from a public working group, several implementation issues have
since emerged. These include confusion over jurisdiction between KDC and NZTA,
unintended consequences of the amnesty clause, limitations on signage for large subdivisions
and sponsorships, and misalignment with the KDC District Plan.

This Statement of Proposal outlines the proposed changes to the Signs Bylaw and invites
public feedback through a formal consultation process.

2. Purpose of this Statement of Proposal

Under section 156 of the Local Government Act 2002, the Council must consult the
community when making or amending a bylaw. This Statement of Proposal is intended to
represent the key matters under consideration and has been approved by Council for public
consultation.

3. Problem Definition
Since the 2023 revision of the Signs Bylaw, the following issues have been identified:

o Jurisdictional confusion: There is a lack of clarity between what is governed by the
NZTA (Signs on Highways) Bylaw, the Council’s Signs Bylaw, and the District Plan.

e Amnesty clause: The current clause allows non-compliant signs erected before the
bylaw to remain but prohibits their renewal or modification. This has created a
perverse incentive to retain derelict signage.

e Maximum signage levels: It prohibits the erection of signs large enough to effectively
advertise lots in large subdivisions and engage in sponsorship campaigns.

4. Proposal
The Council is proposing the following amendments to the Signs Bylaw:

e Clarification of jurisdiction: A new section will clearly define the boundaries between
the NZTA Bylaw, the Council’s Signs Bylaw, and the District Plan.



o Aesthetic merit exemption: Expansion of the exemption for signs on buildings to
include those deemed by Council to have aesthetic merit and which complement
Kaikoura’s character. This is to replace the current exemption that is only provided for
building murals or wall-less cover over a petrol station.

o Subdivision signage provision: Introduction of a provision allowing signs up to 6 m?
to advertise subdivided lots (defined as six or more lots) up to the point where 80
percent of the lots are sold.

e Increase in the maximum signs for sponsorship signs from 1 m? to 3 m?.

e Various other drafting changes to align the draft Signs Bylaw with the recent version
of the District Plan, and to improve the ability of the public to understand the
document and KDC’s ability to enforce it.

5. Report under Section 155 of the Local Government Act 2002

Section 155 of the Local Government Act 2002 requires Council to determine:
e Whether a bylaw is the most appropriate way to address the perceived problem.
o Whether the proposed bylaw is the most appropriate form.

e Whether the bylaw gives rise to any implications under the New Zealand Bill of
Rights Act 1990.

The proposed amendments are considered the most appropriate way to address the identified
issues. They provide greater clarity around the scope of the bylaw and allow for types of
signs that have under the previous version of the bylaw been prevented even though they do
not violate the purpose of the bylaw.

A review of other jurisdictions shows that allowing signs up to 6 m? is relatively common,
supporting our proposed approach for subdivision signs. In addition, comparisons with other
districts suggest that our current 1 m? limit for sponsorship signs is quite restrictive. However,
a direct comparison is challenging, as many councils regulate signage through their District
Plans, which vary by zone. KDC’s bylaw also includes a wider range of sign types, while
other councils tend to group signs into broader categories with fewer subtypes.

Our proposed amendment to the building sign exemption seeks to balance heritage value with
fairness and community improvement. The existing amnesty clause has discouraged
investment and encouraged the retention of outdated or derelict signage; however, a blanket
extension of the amnesty would undermine fairness for businesses that have already complied
and may provide for undesirable signs to stay up permanently. Instead, we propose narrow
changes that allow for the renewal or modification only for building signs that demonstrate
distinctive cultural, historical, or design value, and a targeted increase to the signs allowed for
sponsorship and development. This targeted approach supports local character while
promoting equitable economic development.



In summary, the proposed changes to the draft Signs Bylaw will make it easier for local
businesses, developers, and community groups to communicate effectively while preserving
Kaikoura’s unique character. By allowing larger subdivision and sponsorship signs, the
amendments support economic growth and community events, helping attract investment and
promote local initiatives. At the same time, clearer rules and aesthetic exemptions ensure
signage enhances rather than detracts from the district’s visual appeal. These improvements
create a fairer, more practical framework that balances flexibility with environmental and
cultural values, benefiting residents, visitors, and the wider community.

They are consistent with the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act and do not impose unreasonable
or discriminatory restrictions.

6. Costs

There are no financial implications or risks associated with the proposed changes. The
amendments are administrative and policy-based, and implementation will be managed
within existing budgets.

7. Consultation Schedule
The Council will undertake a public consultation process as follows:
e 4 December 2025 — Consultation opens
e 30 January 2026 — Consultation closes
e 25 February 2026 — Hearing and deliberations at an Extraordinary Council Meeting
e 1 March 2026 — Revised Signs Bylaw comes into effect

Consultation materials, including the draft bylaw and submission forms, will be available on
the Council website. Public notices will be issued via local newspapers and social media.



Appendix A: Maximum Sign Size Comparison Table

Council Size allowed Comment
(Max Sign
Size (m?))

Invercargill City Council 14.0 Free-standing signage — Business 1 Zone.
In other zones limits differ (e.g., Business 2
zone max area 8§ m?).

Thames District Council 8.0 Max size in the industrial and commercial
areas. 6 m? in rural areas.

Whitby (Porirua City) 6.0 For community signs.

Tauranga City 6.0 Temporary signs on private property.

South Wairarapa District 6.0 Permanent signs in the Commercial Zone —
vehicle-oriented activities.
For general signs in that zone (non-vehicle-
oriented) the limit is 5 m?.

New Plymouth District 5.0 Election signs — Commercial/Industrial Zone.

Council In “all other zones” the max is 3 m?.

Ashburton District Council 5.0 Temporary signs for community, educational,
election campaigns, recreational events and
during building construction.
Signs advertising that a property is for sale
can be 2 m? max in area.

Westland District Council 3.0 Commercial/Industrial zones.

Whangarei District 3.0 Real estate and community event signs.

Council

Upper Hutt City Council 3.0 Special Activity Zone — Temporary signs.

South Waikato District 3.0 Residential and Rural zones max. In other

Council zones much larger limits (e.g., up to 20 m?)
apply.

Manawati District Council 3.0 Town Centre, Mixed Use & General
Industrial Zones.

Kaipara District Council 3.0 Free-standing advertising signs (via their
bylaw).

Central Hawke’s Bay 3.0 Temporary/community/event signs (Rule

District Council SIGN-R3).

Buller District Council 3.0 Rural zone via the District Plan.




