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Cantributien ID: 97
Member Dz
Date Submitted; Feb 12, 2024, 10:27 AM

g1 Doyou agree with these abjectives as goals for the future of land transport in our region?

kdultl Chaalce Wi

Q2 Why?

Shiort Tt Wie need mare cycling Infrastructure. Please keap bullding the new Waadville Highveay with a cpcle track and make
the ald SHA Garge Road oycle friendly evenbeslly connected Woadville to Palmerston North safiehy,

03 Have we missed anything you think is important?

Short Taut 1 wieh thers was more love for public ranspart in Tarsns, Hawve freguent public bustes and train fram Tararoa b
F'ih"l'ﬂ_f. W are trapped withaut a car currenthy and cars are bad Tor D arad ronmsend, e

4 Rank the investment pricrities
Hanking  Connectivity and access

Betier travel opticns
Safety

Q5 Why have you ranked the pricrities this way?

Sheort Tt I think all 3 options are needed. Connectivity to Tararua i lacking so we need Better Travel options, Safety for
cylists too

Q& Do you agroe with the overarching priorioy?

kil Choice Yes

Qr  Why?

Shart Texl We aihy have one plansd so |&1's S8ve thie ane we'ré an, Thers's no planet B

Q8 Mck your top 5 priority projects
Ranking  (Waka Kodahi) 343 revecation of old Gorge Road
{Waka Kotahi) SH3 Ashharst Cycleway
{FHCC) Shared pathwaygs network

(Waka Kotahi) Te Ahu a Tiranga Higlhreaay
{Tararua DC) Huarahl Tohano (Howte 52)

g%  Why have you chosen these prajects in this arder?
Short Teat  We noed tomake cycling safe and accessible to alll [ wang to bike 1o work from Woodvlle to Palmy mast days. We

should be proud of cyding. 1t's good exercise, good for the ervironment e we live in a beautiful region that
people don't see while driving

Q10 Do yau have any other feedback on the draft Horlzons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 midd-term
review]?
Shart Text
More cpcling options. Mare public transpost by train and bus. Let's get out of cars, save the planet and connect the
region together
Q11 Upload any supporiing decumaents here
File Lipdaad
012 Mame

Shart Text Richard Marks

R kg TP 2004 Subinkakin o §3 socialpinpoint
Page 3



013 Ernail address

014 ‘Where are you based?

Shart Text Wwoodalls

015 Organisation (if applicable)

Chort Text

16 E-signatire

short Text Richard Marks

qi7 Do you wish to speak to your submission?

Bduiltl Choloe Wi

Q18 Preferred submission hearing date

Bultl Cholce Thiursdany 4 April 2024 (10am - 4pm)

18 Phone
meiegnne [

Q2o Wil you be attending the submission hearing in person or online?

Ml Chioe Eni parson

Page 55 af & RiL TP 2024 Siibmdssion Form !i sSOC iﬂ||'.".l iﬂpﬂiﬂt
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o1
Multi Cholce

Q2

Short Text

03

Shart Toxd

0
Randgng

Shoert Text

O

Multl Choloe

a7
Shinet Toxt

0&

Hanking

Q9

Sheoem Tt

q10

Sho Test

g
e Upload

Qiz

Shinet Text

Qi3

Ermiail
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“Sdarascion LY

Contribution ID: 987
Member [D: 2T
Dave Submitted: Feb 19, 20@4, 0631 AM

Do you agree with these objectives as goals for the future of langd transpart In our region?

Vs

Why?
Hawe wi mdssed anything you think Is impartant?

Rank the invesiment priorities
Canneciivity and AcCess

Batter travel aptions
Safety

Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Do you agree with the overarching priority?
Mo

why?

Restlience and 002 reductian are key outoomes of better cannasctivity and access and better transpost options.
Listed separately it encouradged siky policies thal ane nal indegrated or holstic.

Pick your top 5 priovity prajects

(Waka Eotshd) SH3 Whangarui to Bulls [Tranche 2)
Liowrer Marth 1sland Rad (LapCan Im'ﬂrﬂ'dﬂ:l

[Waka Eotahd] SH1 Levin to Faxton (Tranche 2

[EhwiRail) Regianal Frefght Huls
[Ruapehis DC) Mountains bo Sea Cycleway extension

Wiy have you chosen these projects in this order?

strugaling to find any pricritkes i your doowsment for the Whanganul balf of ManawatuiWhanganul THH

Do you have any ather feedback on the draft Horlzons Regional Land Transport Plan 3021 {2024 mid-term
review?

¥es 1 would like ta speak to my submission with a PosssrPoint presentation

Upload any supporting docurments here

Mame

James Barran

Emuail addrass

[ = . =
RLTP 2024 Submission Farm !I socialpinpont
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14 ‘Where are you basod?

Shart Text Wianganis

Q15 Organdsation (i applicable)

Shart Texd

6 E-skgnature

Shart Toxt famas Barran

Q17 Do you wish to speak to your submission?

Bulti Chaiee Wog

Q18 Proferrod submissian hearing date

Multi Chaice

Q19 Phone
Telephane [

L i Will yeu be attending the submiszion hearing in persen or online?

Multi Chalce  En person

. # ¥ .
Puge 53 of 55 RLTP 2024 Submission Form !. socialpinpoint
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S5\ BAINESSE & DISTRIETS

W72\ Community Development Trust

| We support Horizon's focus on increasing active travel oplions within the region by 2030, |

We agree further opportunities exist to improve connections to, from, and within the region using
active transport. Dewveloping the Manawatu as a cenftral hub for interconnecting cycling corridors
for tourists travel North to South or East to West, Airports, bus, trains [commuters or long haul],
and cycleways assisling travellers to move around the North Island. Enjoying all there is on offer
because of the proposed efficient and reliable transport system.

We submit that the completion of the planned Longburn to Foxton / Himatangi rail trail would
achieve the following positive outcomes within Horizons LTP.

The Longburn — Foxton Rail trail, Manawatu.

Key benefits included.

1. Providing safe inclusive transport options for people - school children, commuters, and
tourists. [Better Travel choices objective]

2. Economic opportunities through tourism and wider economic flow on effects.

Closing the gap that exist in the inter-regional cycle network. [Morth — South, West to East]

4. Positive environmental impact through the lowering of emissions because people have
mare transport choices.

L

Providing safe inclusive transport options for people - school children, commuters, and
tourists. [Better Travel choices]

The Rail trail sits within two of the 5 Horizon's objectives and 2 investment priarities.

« Objectives: [1] Travel Cholce & [2] Conneclivity and efficiency.
« |nvestiment priority: [1] connectivity and access & [2] active transport.

The Rail Trail, a historical railway line, sits a safe distance from the edge of SH56, 5H1 and
Rangiotu Road from Longburn to Foxton. The 31.7 Kilometres railway line is wide allowing space
for walkers, cyclists, scooters, roller blades, horses, mobility aided users, etc.. The inclusive
nature of the rail trail means ....

» Children and their families could safely walk or bike to Bainesse school, PN or Foxton
Schools.
« Locals would be able to walk or cycle to their local Marae.

e  Adulls could commute to work — Foxton and PN.
Page 7



« In the future people will be able to commute betwean Foxton, Himatangi, Sanson and Bulls.
« Recreational walking of parts of the Rail Trail with family & friends, exercising small children
and dogs.

Social benefits like Book sharing boxes.

Safe travel to and from community activities. [Bainesse, Rangiotu, Marae's]

Historical awareness via information boards.

Health and environmental benefits. [Hauora]

Walking or biking to the Foxton golf course, Mt. Bike frack, or other businesses along the
Rail Trial.

The Rail Trail would increase rural people's options away from private vehicles as they can move
safely with little or no emissions.

This is an opportunity for Horizons and NZSTA to incorporate a movement corridor both between
Longburn - Foxton and Levin = Sanson. Thus, supporting future economic growth and the
national objective to increase travel by walking / cycling. [Active transport]

Building the Rail Trail will avail commuters, tourists, and recreation people the choice of using
altemnative transport which they presently don't have. It also means people with limited or no
access to a car have a way of being actively invalved in their local area.

NB: locals presently use parts of the rail line on a dally basis: farmers, the Postal service, horses.

[Emnumlc opportunities = Tourism, active transport, small business.

There are extensive economic reasons for building the Rail Trail alongside the health [Hauora],
amission, and resilience considerations.

The economic opportunities of the Rail Trail include.

« Tourism — an important opportunity for the region's future development
o Accommaodalion
= Campground.
= [arm stays
= B&B
= Glamping and other more high-end options.
o Bicycle businesses — buying, hiring, repairing, clothing, equipment.
o Touring packages
= Transporiation of cyclists between drop off and pick up points.
o Food — cafes, restaurants, coffee carls
« Increased visitors to specific businesses, e.g. Foxton's Dutch windmill, Zeagold Foods, The
eqg project, The wines, The lodge — Himatangi Country Estate.
+ [Farm tours.

Page 8



« Small business opportunities include:
o Craft based industry, e.q. spinning and weaving.
o Museum e.g. primary industry — Forestry, flax, agriculture
o Manawatu River — boat tours
o Fishing charters
o  Wind surfing
Mt. bike parks — Foxton [in development] and Arapuke [developed]
Marae visits, accommaodation, cultural events.
s Foxton / Himatangi business development because of the consistent flow of people needing
their services. E.g.: accommaodation, food, bicycle services, shopping.

With the increase in tourism [both internal and international], businesses will have the confidence
to provide a wider range of products and services. Stimulating further growth and economic flow
on. In addition to this are the economic benefits to the wider Manawatu because of the increased
flow of people moving along the interconnecting cycling networks from North = South or East -
West.

(ﬁlﬁsing the gap that exist in the inter-regional cycle network. [North — South, West to
East] \

Horizons recognise the need to improve connections to, from, and within the region, in the form of
alternative transport options by connecling cycle networks. They recognise the nead and benefits
of an “inter-regional cycle network”. There is an opportunity within THIS Long Term Plan to
increase active transporl and cycle tourism by providing a complete, safe, and well serviced
netwaork.”

[pg 67-68 — 14.3 Transport invest priority 2 better travel options]

The inter-regional cycle network would be complete with the development of this Rail Trail. The
rail trail would link the West — East corridor [Napier to Foxton] - just like the Manawatu River.
While connecting in with the North — South corridor [Wign, Levin, Sanson, Bulls] at the Himatangi
comer of SH 1. By also having a pathway out to Himatangi, active travellers have a circuit that
includes a trip along the beach. Just like the original settlers.

MZTA being responsible for SH1 [Levin — Bulls] and SH56 [Tiakitahuna — Longbum] and NZ
railway would need to add pedestrian access when replacing the Longburn over bridge.

It is practical to include safe walking and cycling options along side SH1 as this would be a
continuation of the design model already used from MacKey's crossing to Otaki. And the Foxton
to Sanson leg already has the groundwork and wide verges because of the previous rallway &
tram lines.

MB: CEDA wrote a business case study in 2023 for the Trust. MDC have a copy of this.

Page 9



' Positive environment impact through the lowering of emissions.

This Rail Trail will also assist Horizons and NZ with its environmental objectives of lowering carbon
emissions and reducing the impact of transport on the environment. More and more people are
embracing e-bikes and bikes with child carrying capacity. Making it easier for them to commute or
travel, This will only increase with the development of safa interlinking regional cycle networks.

Thank you for your time.

The opportunity to speak to our submission would be appreciated.
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Aulel Choice

g2

Shart Text

03

Thort Text

05

Short Text

{36

kdulti Chaice

or

Shart Text

08
Ranking

!

Shart Text

oo

Shart Teat

qQn
Filee Upoad

i

Shart Tesl

Page 48 of §5

Contribution ID: 1020
rember [0: 421
Dave Subrmitted: Feb 29, 2034, 0247 P

Do you agree with these objecthves as goals for the future of land transport in sur region?

Yies

Why™
We support aciive ranspor chalces for cormmiters, tourism and reoreations ysers. We support travel chalce,

mnm{!lu-lr,r thraugh efficient imter linking corrbdars that provide for safe trevel far cpchises, walkers, scoater and
patentially borse riders.

Hawe wi missed anything you think is important?

Rank the investment priorities

Eetter troved aptions
'l:ﬂ'rlrrEl'.'I.Hl!,r and soiegs

Safety

‘Why hawe wou ranked the priorities this way?

Do you agree with the overarching priority?

s

Why?

Active transport prosddes wider choice, moving praple ssasy from private vehides. This enhances. health, wellbeing
and resilience. While reducing climate emissions thus meeting both Horieon's and the Countries gaals.

Pick your top 5 priority projects

(Wiaka Batahly Q2L - SH1SHST northern section
(Waka Katahil 5H3 Ashihurst Cycleway

[PHEC) Shared pathways network

{ Raeapehar OC) Mountains to Sea Cpclevway extension
{Walka Katahi) Te Ahu a Tdranga Highway

Why havo wou chosen these projects in this order?

We supporl sclive transpor aptions within the lendg term plan lor Horzons, These optlans support cur objectives of
inger Bnking actiee transport corridors north, south, east & west

Do wou have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mdd-perm
reviev]?

We believe that all newly constricted magor and significant strial roads need o nclede active transport sptions, This
should be siandard practice going farward. Thus mesting Horlzons 5 key objectrees and two investment priorities.

Uplead any supporting decuments here
hetpsithaveyaursay ordzons govt nefdoenioad_fileS 147

Alice Williamson

RLTP 2024 Suibmission Farm !i snr.:inlpinpninl:
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Q13

Ermasil

Q14

Shait Text

o015

Sheort Text

qie

Sheart Text

Q7

llulti Chodoe

Qi

Wt Chioice

qQie

Telephone

Q20

Wt Chodee

Poge 40 of 15

Ermall address

Where are you based?

Tiakitahuna § Balnesse

Organisation [if applicable)

Bainesse and District Community Trust.

E-signature

Alice Wilkamson

Cko you wish to spealk to your submission?

Y

Preforred submission hearing date

Thursday 4 Agril 2024 {10am - 4pm]

Plwane

Will wou be attending the submission hearing in person ar online?

In person

BLTP 2009 Sabmisshan harm

§5 socialpinpoint
Page 12


LShirley
Rectangle

LShirley
Rectangle


a1

Mulii Chodce

02

Short Text

Q3

Shiort Text

04

Ranking

Q%

Shenrt T

QB

ulti Chodce

ar

Sheorn Test

Q8

Rarikinsg

0%

Cheart Tewt

gio

Shanrt Tewxt

311
File Upload

iz

Shiort Text

Qi3

Ernadl

Poge 45 of 55

b SSion 29

Contribution ID; 102&
member 1D;
Date Submitted: Mar 05, 2024, 02:36 PM

Dy agree with theso aljectives as goals for the future of land transport In our reglon?
Yei

Wiiy?

They seem Lo be very sensilbde...

Have we missed anything yau think is important?

] | ean't sunggedt anything slse todny,

Rank the investment priorities
Connecthity and access

Safely
Better travse| opticns

‘Why have you ranked the priorities this way?®

Safety hins to be balanced with riske. and costs.

Do you agree with the owerarching priority?

fes
Wiy®
Eanthquakes and adverse weather ovents avar the past 15 years show the why.

Pick your top § priority projects

Waka Kotahi) SHY Utiku Slip improssments
[Waka Kotahl & PHCC) PHITI package works
{Waka Kotahi) SHA Ashhurst Cydeway
Loy Worth Islandd Rail [CapCon upgrades)
{PRECC) Shared pathways netwark

Why hawe you chasen these prejects in this order?

| havwe only rankoed urfunded prajects. Funded projects mmust also be finishead prompily.

Do ywou have amy other feedback an the draft Herizans Regional Land Transpart Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
reinwiT

Y4, & the persans] presentation,

Uplaad amy supporting dacuments hera

Marme

Bruce Wilson

Ermail address

[ . . .
RLTP 2024 Swhmission Farm !l SUCIH|PII1F'DIH|,'
Page 13
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gid  Where are you based?

Lhort Text Palmerston Morth

Q15  Organisation [if appcalie)

Chart Tt

Q16 Esignature

Chart Tewt Bruce Wiltan

G1T Do you wish to speak ta your submission?

tudtti Chiosce Vs

G188 Preferred submissian hearing date

ALitih Chipdce Thisrsday 4 Apeil 2004 [10am - dpm)

gi1%  Phone
retephone [

G20 Will you be attending the submissian hearing In persen or online?

Mulii Chioice [ parsan

. # - -
Page 47 of 55 RLTP 2024 Subimission Form !l socialpinpoint
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RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

& March 2024

transport@horizons.govt.nz

SUBMISSION TO HORIZONS' REGIONAL LAND TRANSPORT PLAN 2021-2031

Submission by Rangitikei District Council
Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the Draft Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP).

The Rangitikei District Council looks to congratulate the regional members for the way in
which they work collaboratively for the common good of the region. The way in which all
Councils and contributing members combined to forward the business cases for O2NL {Otaki
to Morth of Levin) and the Te Ahu a Tdranga replacement to the Manawatu Gorge has been
exceptional and that attitude must be maintained.

Our submission will follow the format of the submission form but we wish to make a series of
project points.

We agree with the direction of the National Land Transport Plan but wish to highlight parts of '

the plan that we consider to be highly relevant =

Objective 3: That the land transport network is safe for users. S J
Objective 4: Climate Change and resilience: that the transport system is resilient.

Objective 5: The transport network is well maintained and fit for purp-mE*’

A S oo

Headline Target: headline targets the network condition on 90% of thE region's roads | |
i= ahove the nationally set threshold for ride quality.

We make these points because we are clearly failing nationally especially within the rural
roading networks. Even the National paper talks of “sub-optimal malntenance” and the [
Regional Land Transport Plan refers to the need to “reverse network degradanun This is the/ ,
reality and while not a specific project, these issues of resilience often caused by climate f

change should be considered as a package and for the Rangitikel should take preference.

Hakly. flefs pface o

06 327 0099 info@rangitikei.govtnz www.rangilikei govinz 46 High Street, Private Bag W02, Marton 4741
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There are a number of projects that we wish to comment on as follows —

X

The Utiku slump site is correctly categorised as Priority 1 within the plan at a
significant cost of $108.7m. This work has business cases and immediate mitigation
proceeding at speed, there is an imminent risk r,if a failureflong term closure of State
Highway 1 in the North Island with no practical detour arrangement possible. If the
land movement accurs it is alsa highly likely to/take out the main trunk rail line, The
financial effects of this would be catastrophic. It is ranked by Waka Kotahi as their
highest risk and our RLTP should support that position.

The mg!ntenam:e of rural roads — this we hﬂve covered in commenting on the nati:Lal

- nhjecﬂuex ‘For the Rangitike’ rﬁamﬂgistnhsistemlﬁ oor biggest budget; we now have -

some roads that are really only suitable for four wheel drive vehicles due to a
combination of climate change and forestry: We understand absolutely for a focus on
safepy.didegve as a district also belieyg fhaksafety s being mmpmmisW&
detérioration of the network. Our district alsd questions whether the budget 'of ave
%110m on wire road separation of State Highway 3 between Bulls and ‘l.ﬂ.n’hangarlul
could be better spent on maintenance.

Qur Council is disappointed that several projects receive no mention despite being
raised on many occasions —

il Waka Kotahi have recognised the “pinch-point” in the network at Bulls at the
junction of State Highway 1 and State Highway 3. Because of the size of heavy
transport units and the tightness and delay at that intersection, mast heavy
transport elects to bypass by using our local streets or by using a restricted bus
lane at Te Matapihi. We do however appreciate the work that is being done at

i 'mﬂm; EiEI'I-B"Ed- as.a nead.in tEa SR TITE o e i

i) “The Gentle Annie” road linking Talhape and Napler is regarded by users as a State
Mwﬁ It serves as a r:nrnmemal link between Hawkes Bay and the
RafgTkel Whanganui  regions. "’Li?ﬂn'll:l also point out that \ﬁﬁéh"“the
Mapier/Taupo Road was such from Cyclone Gabrielle the Gentle Annie was open
much sooner and was the alternative route, It is disappointing that it is not
mentioned in Section 17 regarding Inter-regional Activities, The road serves as an
alternate State Highway and is also used extensively for tourism and links our
forestry with destination ports. We ask that it receives at least a significant road
status as a special purpose road.

i} We note the significance in the RLTP to rail hub projects and associated road
conneéctions in Palmerston Morth. They are significant, however the rail hub at
Marton is also highly significant. Consenting requirements have now largely been
L".E’LERE"'“E the door to a ﬁmeframs_PEEEﬁall'.r within the first years “mi?..EE“-
“THe "RLTP covers Both Toading and railahd 1t s disappolating that it s hot
mentioned by the Chair and receives little comment.

RARGITEHER
IR PR CIRACE STy, EINMIER TSIl
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BETHEr O T [SE 1k R =

4, We continue to lobby for better transport connections by both bus and rail. Marton is
the principal junction for rail in the North Island, East, West, South, North and while
that point has been made and recognised for freight we need to extend that thinking
to rail. We would like to see the expansion of the capital connection further into the
Rangitikei and Whanganui Regions.

We conclude our submission by again making the pleﬁlth at there continues to be a significant
issue between the release of the GPS (Government Palicy Statement) which translocatesto a
Waka Kotahi funding position that comes into effect in September, well after we as a Council

have adopted pur, LTPs (Long Term Plans). O PO A
We thank you for the time and opportunity to submit.
RANGITIRET RAHOTTIHED
EHATKEE DTLMC T ] L | e, BIVEHL T S DRML L
a4 ldhe,”
Andy Watson Kevin Ross
Mayor Chief Executive
i S et . B < ot - R
ITIHEL EI
PEETEES] DA, e | o iy EATIEEET Coasem
RAHSETIGH = b i g
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SUBMISSION FORM

Te puka tapaetanga HAVE

YOUR SAY

Submissions close Spm 11 March 2024

YOUR DETAILS:

Hame: Kewvin Ross Phone: _

Tewniity 46 High Street Marton

¥ Tick hare If you would like to Propossd hearing dabes ane: Wil you be athending:
speak to your submission and 7
select your preferred date, 4 Aprid 2024 5 April 20:24 In persan Ombine {Loom)

T achleve the long-tirm vision and our desined obgectives for lend transpor, & |5 important that we invest sisely in areas that will
yiekl the greates] regional benefit. P objoctives were klentfied which aim at helping us achieve our vision wilh &8 priority foous.

The five abjectives mre:
Travel chajce | Connectivity and efficlency | Safety | Climate change and regiflence | Netwark quality and integration

ia. Do wou agres with these abjectives as goals for the future of land transport in owr region’? YES v HO
It 'Why or why not?

iC, Rank the objectives by importance: 1= Most important, 5= Least important

Hehwork quality Connecthity Climale change
Trarrel chalce and Integration Safety and efficency aryd resiliron
5 2 3 2 1

Wihn want bo know how pou rank the investment priarithes, which ane Ested within the pamphlet
Za Rank the investment priorities 1= Mot mpostant, 5= Least emportant

Connectivily and aooess Better traved oplions Safely

b Why have you ranked the priorities this way? Because of the degradation of the network

Ic Do you agres with the overarching priosity? 'I'F'E"'"r ]
d  Why ar why not?

¥, Pigk your bop 5 priority projects
Reafarring to tha Bst of prajects in the pamiphilet, choote S from this list and renk them in order of shal you think are the mast
impartant for the fubure of the roglan's kend transport network.

Project 1. Utiku Slip 2., Maintenance of networks
3. Marton Rail Hub 4. Palmerston North Rail Hub
* Ranking 3 & 4 dependent on completion of consents and purchase.

Wity i o : ot
choose this Mational significance

project?

iy
i
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Contribution ID: 1066
Member ID: 3285
Date Submicted: Mar 18, 2024, 10:28 PM
G1 Do you agree with thess ohjectives as goals far the future of land transport In our region?

Wil Chodce Yin
g2 Why?
Short Text

Q3 Have we missed anything you think is impartant?

Shart Texd

Q4 Rank the investment priorities
Ranking  Connecthdty and acoess

Hetter transs] options
Salely

Q5 Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Cheort Text because of the degradation of the network

Q6 Do yew agroe with the overarching priority?

teluhi Chodee Yau

Q7 Wyt

Sheort Text

08 Pick your top 5 priority projects

Ranking

0%  Why have you chaden these projects In this erder?

Cheort Taxt

Q18 Do you have any ather feedback on the draft Horipons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 {2024 mid-term
rowiew]?

Shoet Taxt

Qi1 Upload any supporting documents here

File Upload  hittpesffheveyoursay horipons gevtnztdownload_file/ 2032
hittps:frhaeeyoursay. horizans.gondnzddownload_flle/203

Q12 Hame
Shart Toxt Er=vin Ross
13 Email address

email (N

Q14 Where are you hased?

Shart Text Maricn

B H - .
Page 20 of 55 RLTP 2024 Subimicsion Foom !l Eﬂﬂ‘lﬂ'Flﬂ FIDII'II:
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Q15  Organisation (if applicatie)

Sheort Text Rangitiked District Council

Qi6  E-signature

Short Text leana

o7 Do wou wish 0o speak to your submission?

Multi Chodee Yes

Qig Preferred submissian hearing dato

Mlultl Chiokce Thosrsday 4 Apeill 2004 (10am = dpm)

019 Phone

vaeprone N

G20 Will you be attending the submission hearing in person or online?

Wil Chodee In person

[ - . -
Page 21 of 55 RLTP 2024 Submistion Form !l 5UCIH|FII1PUIHt
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CEDA

¥ March 2024

Rachel Keedwall

Chairperson

Regicnal Transport Committes
Horlzons Regional Council

Kia Ora Rachel
Re: Regional Land Transport Plan Mid-term review 2024 (Draft)

The Caniral Economic Development Agency suppors in principle the refresh of Horizons Regonal
Council's Regional Land Transporl Plan (RLTP) and believe the five identified objectives are the right
ones. As the Regional Economic Development Agency for Manawatdl, we would like o provide feedback
from an economic development perspective an the pricritisation of projects to meat these five cutcomes;
specifically, the ranking of prajecis for the region referred to on Page 86 of the updated draft plan.

In the 2021-31 RLTP several other significant infrastructura projects ware identified across the reglon,
one with immediate priority status included progressing and developing the Regional Freight Ring Road
as part of the Palmerston North Integrated Transpor Initiative. It appears this project has been
deprigritisad in the recent refresh of the RLTP, despite the significant economic benefit it would bring to
the region through Te Utanganui the Caniral Mew Zealand Distribution hub.

The purpose for this submission is lo encourage the Horizons Regional Council to recongider the
prioritisation of these projects, particularly ensuring the utmost priority for the Palmarston North Integrated
Transpart Improvenents project, incorporating the regional freight fing road,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit and we ook farward to the oulcomes of the review feadback,

Yours sinceraly

Jerry Shearman
CEO

CEDA.nz
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An Overview of the Palmerston Morth Integrated Transport Initiative (PNITI)

From Its location in central New Zealand, Palmerston Morth and the wider ManawatD-Whanganui region
has become a leading freight distribufion hub — supporting economic development in the wider region and
improving the national transport and freéght netwaork.

Tao unbock the full potential of this positioning, and enhance the Kestyle the region is known for,
Palmarston Morth's transporl network neads changing and upgrading.

The Palmerston Morth Integrated Transport Initiative is a package of projects designed to support growth
of freight distribution in the region while also improving transpor saffety and cholce for residents and
vigitors of Palmerston North, It aims to support economic development, reduce the number of freight
vehicles on inner cily streats, encourage activa madas aof lranspert (like walking, biking or caiching the
bus), reduce congestion and journay times, and reduce deaths and serious injuries on our roads.

PHITI Alignment tot the RLTP Investment Priorities

[l =i lald [ ghting |0 1ol =l part: 9 51 T
Rosfience and climate change (overarching iCongastion on roads and Tuel Ineflectiveness
priority) created from the stop-star routes currently used
through towns and communities will be improved.
Additionally, with the rise In natural disasiers, we
hawve keenly felt the importance of & robust
distribution and transporl nebwork o ensure goods
and services can always access central Mew

- Zealand and beyond,

Conneclvily and access (50 percant) Palmarston Marth is home o the third node of
distribustion and logistics in Aotearsa and is one of
only three places across the national netwaork that
is consenied for 247 air freight, which means we
have a significant amount of distribution coming
and going. Tha current lack of direct roufes s
reducing efficiency in one of our largest sectors
and creates congestion for our communities.
Batter travel oplions {30 percent) To suppart users in lhe region using mulli-madal
tranaport, and create an overall reduction in light
vohicle kilomelres, i's cruckal that we diver our
heayy vehicles away from our communities and
key local routes and onlo a designated ring road
- allernative,

Safely (20 percent) Ramoving haavy fmaight from our roads will
improve safaty throughout our communities,
particularly for those traveling via bike, walking

| and other slower paced methods of transport,
Naote: CEDA has specific data relating (o PNIT] and the Regional Fraight Ring Road following our
commissioned research report. We are not privy to the same laval of data for the two priofitised RLTP

projects,
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Key Discussion

It is heartening 1o see thal the Vision of the BLTP remains steadiast, however we would ke to see thal
some of the catalyst projects originally identified in achieving this vision elevaled in Section 16.1.
Prioritised regionally significant activities - Nga tino timahi tdmua o te rohe (see further
commentary balow].

With the rise In natural disasiers, we have keanly fell the impordance of a robust distritsution and transport
network to ensure goods and sanvices can consistently access central New Zealand and beyond. This is
why it is important not to take our eye off the long-term ball when it comes to achieving the vision of “A
regioe thal connests cantral New Zealand and suppants sale, accessibie and sustainable ranspor

apffans,”

As slabed in the RLTP 2021-31, on page 20, "safe and efficienf movement of people and fraight will be
key fo the region’s recovery from COVID-19 and ifs ongoing economic development over the ife of this
pian.” As also ldentified in the RLTP, the success of propased rall freight hubs will be heavily raliant on
sirang roead conneclions as they support the movemeant of freight 1o and from the hub, as wall as safely
maving olber road users around the site,

The relationship between rall and road cannot be understated when it comes to achieving this vision and
wa must ensure projocts thal will drive development forward in these areas are prioritised. Tha PNITI
praject most directly contributes to the region achieving this freight vision and should be adequately
prioritised to do 5o,

The PNITI project, incorporating the regional freight ring road, will provide secure, safa and efficiant
connections from the key frelght nodes such as the airport and Palmerston Morth City to the Ta Utanganui
and across the lower Morth Island. Without these connections, Treight to and from the hubs, along with
general commuter traffic, will be compromised. Progression of thesa hubs and the roading infrastruclure
that supports them will be key to unlocking the region's rail freight potential, making the PNITI projoct
instrumental to the success of tha region’s recovery from COVID-19.

As identifiad in the RLTFP, the impacts of good (and bad) ransport are widespread, ranging from tha safe
and efficiant movament of pecple and freight, to enabling land use and population growth, shaping
community liveability, and influgncing the health and welibeing of the population. Transport also directly
impacis cimate change and the environment, primarily through the release of carbon emissions, PRITI
aligns with the RLTP belief that these cosridors are key economic and social ifelines, enabling the
movement of people and goods betwean key centres of production, consumer markets and distribution
ks,

The consiruction of Te Ahu a Tiranga, Manawali-Tararua highway, the KiwiRail Regional Freight Hub
and the Otaki to north of Levin highway cannol be seen in isolation. These projects form a core part of
enabling Te WManganui, the Cantral New Zeakand Distribution Hub proposition which includes and relies
on the Palmerston Norlh Integrated Transport Inliative,
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Figura 1: The nina companants of Ta Lianganui showing PNIT] and the regional Freight Ring Road as a
key Catlalyst for Ihe project,
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Figure 2: Te Utanganui 's central north lsland positioning showing the significant connactor function it
plays geographically as an “economic pillar® project.
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SUMMARY

CEDA supports the Regional Land Transport Plan Mid-1erm review 2024 (Draft), with an adjustment to
the current proposad rankings.

CEDA supparts ranking the Palmerston MNorth Integrated Transport Initiative (PNITI) project as tha
number one prionty as;

PMITI, more than the other bwo projects, delivers across the specirum of the five objectives for
achieving the vision (Iravel choices, connectivity & efficiency, safely, climate change and
resibence, network quality and integration) and the overarching transport investment priorities
{connectivity & access, beller iravel oplions, and safely),

We believe the aconomic impact the of PMITI project would exceed both projects ranked above it
in the cwrrent draft. CEDA commissionad a report prepared by Infometrics in June 2023
*Modalling the economic impact of Te Ulanganwd fredghl hub projects on the Manawsafd-
Whanganui economy” thal looked ai the contribution and growth in GDP through the project
lifecycle and out to 2055, Further work was compleled by Palmersion North City Council on that
data, exirapolating over different project lifecycle scenarios and looking at the impact of bringing
the date of project operations commencaement forward, Assuming operations commenced in
2035, by 2055 it iz eslimated thal Te Utanganui would contribute a cumulative value added lo
GDP of $3.4b io the Manawali-Whanganui region, and $4.2b 1o the national economy, However,
if that date was brought forward 1o a 2027 operalional dale, the projecied curmulathve value added
to GOP by Te Utanganui would increase 1o $4.4b (o the region, and $5.4b nationally by 2055, In
other waords, an acceleratad PMITI, especially the Palmerston North Fralght Ring Road by 2027
has the potential {0 increase value add to GDP of up o 31 billion o the Manawall-Whanganui
ragion, of $1.2 billlon nationally by 2055,

PHITI is a Mew Zealand Inc. solution o distribution and logistics and as such s posilioned Inside
key governmant documaenis and sirategies. The Palmersion Morth Freight Ring Road was
inchuded in the new govermnments 2023 pre-alection document "Transport for the Future® as ong of
10 projects identified where the govemmsent “will task NZTA and KiwiRail to work with local
coundils 1o begin or progress investigations.., as part of a long-term plan to deliver a modeam
transport netwark that will reduce congastion, drive economic growih and lift incomes.” Based an
this, we will be pushing for the Palmersion North Freight Ring Road 1o be elevated in tha
Governmen Policy Statement on Transport, and we believe this will be the only one al the (Freds
projects that will be referred 1o in that document.

Wae balisve the Palmarsion North Freight Ring Road, within PNITI, being elevated back to the
number one ranking will drive investor confidence as we expand the foolprint of Te Ulanganui lo
circa 600 heclares over the next 30 years, Bringing some form of public-private funding to
projects will meet the new government's expeciation thal projects should be at least par funded
by those who derive benefit from these assels. There are already parties in early-slagoe
conversations aboul that possibility, and it is highby like thal would not be the case for the two
projects curmently ranked above PMITIL

Accelerale?s Tmnspnrt Iruhal:m'aa nama PHITI in ils plan a5 one of sevaral kay enablers for tha
ayparie i BXDa Scef do2ada T bdbacl5To29Mbd2b
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PROPOSAL

CEDA would support the Reglonal Land Transport Plan Mid-term review 2024 (Draft) project rankings as
follows:

1. Palmerstan Morih Integrated Transporl Initlative (PNITI) package
2. 8H1 Utiku Slip Resilience mprovements
4. Manawstu River Bridga, Ashhurst (5H3)
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Contribution ID: 1030
Member [D:
Date Submitted: Mar 0F, 2024, 0241 P

Do you agree with these objectives as goals for the future of land transport in aur reglon?

i

Why?

Have we missed anything you think is important®

Rank the investment priorities
Connectivity and access

Safety
Better trowe] oplions

Why have you ranked the priorithes this way?

connected communities and butinesses drve Econamic deselopment

Do you agree with the everarching priority?

Yos

Why?

W b aur priority and Wew from an ED bens bath Resilience (of supplyd and climate change {made shift) are front
and cendre

Pick wour tep 5 priority projects

Waka Eotahi & PRCC) PNITI package works
[EhwiRail) Regional Freght Hub

[PMCC) Te Utangarms Business Case

[Waka Kotahd) SH3 reeocaticn af old Gorge Rossd
MWaka Kotahd) SH3 Ashhurst Cycleway

Why have you chosen these projects in this erder?

Thiry Bk o tee loey ED projects [Te Ltanganui Strategqy & the Destination Management Plan)

Do you have any other feedback on the draft Horirons Reglonal Land Transpert Plan 3031 (2024 mid-term
resiew]?

Upload any supparting decuments hore

hitpsfihaveyoursay hoarizons. gout. nn'download_filed1 71

Mame

Jermy Shearman

Eminil address
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Where are you hased?

Palmerstan Marth

Organisation (if applicalle)

CEDA

E-signatire

Jerry Shearrman

Do you wish to speak te your submission?

en

Preferred submisgion hearing date

Thursday 4 Apeil 2024 (104m - dpm)

Phame

Wil you be attending the submission hearing in person or online?

In persan

RLTP 2024 Sarbrmditing Farm

85 socialpinpoint
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SUormnission 23

3. ) PALMERSTON NORTH Torvinl Bk, ipeat b
AIRPORT LIMITED PO Box 4384

HH&FEHI!H Paimarston North 4442
B NEW ZEALAND
P +64 6351 4415

F +64 6355 2262
E help@pnairpo. cone

&" March 2024 PRAIRPORT.COE | FELCOM/FLYPALNY

Attenfion: Transport
Horizons Regional Council
Private Bag 11025
PALMERSTON NORTH

REGIOMAL LAND TRAMNSPORT PLAN — MID TERM REVIEW 2024
Thank you for tha opporiunity to submil on the revised land transport plan,

As the operator of Palmerston Morth Airport Limited (PMAL) we have a vested interest in ensuring that our regional
land transpori plan is complementary to and enables our own development initiatives. As you may be aware freight
and logistics is a key strategic growth pillar for our region’s airporL. In this regard we are within the Te Utanganui
Ceniral New Zealand Distribution hub campus and are working tirelessly to atfract air freight and logistics related
businesses for our region's benefit. We recognise the comparative advaniages that our region and airport have avar
athers from a geographical parspective, 24-7 operational capability, and access to bath passenger and freight aircraft
afficiantly connecting our region tof from Mew Zealand's major business cenlres.

While aifinks are a critical anabler of the alrport's current and future success, equally Te Utanganul will rely on
afficiant road and rail connectivity, Your own objectives include connectivity and efficiency, safety, climate change
and network quality and integration. These are all objectives which can be met through the development of a regional
fraight ring road unlocking the potential of Te Utanganui, and further enabled by rail and low/ zero emission transport
oplions,

Ta read this drafl plan which references investing wisaly in areas that will yield the greatest regional banefit and then
note that the slip on State Highway 1 at Utiku and the Te Ahu a Turanga footbridge are prioritised ahead of the
regional fraight ring road is disappointing. These surely must be considered as business as usual projects which,
while we agree must be undertaken, are nol visionary in nature nor lack the ability to progress our regicnal econamy
to the extent that the reglonal freight ring road will,

Te Utanganui provides our City and region with an intergenerational opporiunity, one which relies heavily on the
regional freight ring road to unlock its potential for us all. | therefore respectfully urge you to consider the oplics
assoclated with the present ranking of regional projects and elevate the regional freight ring road fo ils fghtful place
as the most critical infrastructure project our region should embrace.

Yours sinceraly

David Lanham
Chief Executive Officer
Palmerston North Alrport Limited
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Cantribution 1D; 1033
Member 1D 435
Date Submitted: Mar 08, 2024, 04:36 PM

Do you agree with these abjectives as goals far the future of land transport in our reglan?

Yes

Wihy?
Have we missed anything you think is important?

Rank the investment priorities
Connecthity and access

Safety
Better trassel ofptions

Wiy have you ranked the priorities this way?

Connectivity ol our city and region is ritical, The lack of a freight ring read § bypass Is prosently a significant safety
IssLe,

Do ywou agree with the overarching priority?
o5

Winy?

fesilenoe i critical in our Infrastructurne.

Pick your top 5 priority projects

Waka Katahl & PRCC) PNIT] package warks
{PROC) Te Litanganul Business Case

{Kterifail] Regional Freight Hisb

Waka Katahi) OEHL - SH1SHET northern sectian
(\Waka Katahl) Te fhu & Tiranga Highnwayg

Why have you chasen those projocts in this arder?

The importance of Te Utangani bo our ssnpart and regicnal econodmy's fufure sweicess and therelore infrastruomre
projects which direcly enable sucoess have been sefected.. Refer to my attached better,

Do wou have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
review]?

Upload any supparting docurments here

hitpsihaveyoursachorizons.gosvt.ne/dowmload_file173

Dkl Lanharm

Email address

RLTP 2024 Submistion Farm !i snciulpinpuht
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Where are you based?

Palemerstan Horih

Organisaticn {if applicable)

Chied Executies Officer, Palmerston Marth Alrpore Lud

E-signature

Daveted | Lamharm

Do you wish to speak to your submission?

Yies

Preferred submission hearing date

Thursday 4 April J024 (1 0am - Spm)

Phons

Wil wou be attending the submission hearing in persan or anline?

In person

RLTP 2024 submisslan Form
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Contribution 1ID: 1034
Member ID: 74
Date Submitted: Mar 08, 2024, 07:42 PM

Do you agres with these oblectives as goals for the future of land transport In cur reglon?

s

Why?

Cholce = transport aptions

Hawve we missed ampthing you think s important?

Accessibllity for people with disabllities, | guess that is covered?

Rank the investment priorities
Better traneel options

Connecthity and access
Safety

Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

‘Wie can't all drive, 20owe need options to reach our destinations.

o you agree with the overarching priority?

Yes

Why?

If yau mean eco-alternatives, rather than raasd vehicles.

Pick your top 5 priority projects

(Rangitlikel DC) barton Fail Hols

Loverer Rorth [skand Rail iCapCon upgrades)
(KiveiFtail) Reglonal Freight Hulb

(PRCCH Main St Bus Hub Redevelapment

{Ruagehu D) Mountaing (0 588 Cpcleanay axlension

Why have you chesen these prajects in this erder?

Becarte they're rail-focused, and bus and Cyclingfwalking.

Do yau have any ather feedback an the draft Horlzons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term

reEview]?
Uplaad any supparting documents hare
Warme

Anpela Stratton

Emall address

RLTP 2024 Sutamssion form
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Q14 Where are you based?

Shart Texi Wangams

Q15  Crganisation (if applicable)

Short Teat

Q16 Ezignature

Short Text Angela Stratton

17 Do wou wish to speak to your submission?

$Aulii Choice Mo

gis Preferred submission hearing date

BbAulti Choice

Q19 Phone

Telephons

Q20 Wil you be attending the submission hearing in persan or onling?

Bl Chebdon

] . " -
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PO, Box 1271
; /1 145 Cuba Strest
Palmerstan Marth 4410
v Ay P: D6 355 0126
v Erveirnmmuand Metwerk Manasal E: acdminenm.oong

ENM.org.n

— e —

Submission: Regional Land Transport Plan Midterm Review

To; Horizons Regional Council

Contact Details:

Organisation: Environment Metwork Manawatd [ENM)

Contact Person: Helen King
Address for service: 145 Cuba 5t, Palmerston Morth 4410

Phane:
Email:

Overview:
A submission on behalf of the Environment Network Manawati regarding all aspects of the given
proposal.

Background:

ENNM exists to connect and inspire communities for environmental action. We are the environment
hul for the Manawatd region providing sector leadership, building capacity and capability, and
creating community.

Understanding that all life is part of a thriving, self-sustaining ecosystem our vision is that the
ecological and human communities in the Manawatd River catchment are living in harmony.

We work strategically to demanstrate best-practice as a member-led environmental organisation.
We promote environmental activities and advocate for positive environmental outcomes, We
connect volunteers, support organisational sustainability, provide educational opportunities and
seek to increase the stream of funding ta the sector. We support and enable our membership
through meeting needs, holding space and creating opportunities for increased connections, We
celebrate the diverse passions of our 654 member groups, that include biodiversity regeneration,
freshwater quality, food resilience, waste reduction, sustainable living, altefnative energies, climate
change and active transport. The network is organised into two collectives: Manawatd Food Action
Metwark and Manawatd River Source to 5ea

Submission:

ENM supports the draft midterm review, in particular any decisions linked to the reduction of carbon
emissions, and the assurance that resilience and climate change improvements are factored into all
projects put forward for funding under the plan,
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EMM and our member groups are increasing thelr presence and voice in the dimate change space as
we understand how this not 5o slow-moving emergency necessitates radical action, We are of the
comviction that awareness of this needs to be factored into every palicy, plan and decision that is
made in the understanding of the impacts dimate change will have on on our people and our rohe.

We are particularly suppartive of:

& The movement to a 100% electric bus fleet,
+  Reducing the impact of transport on the environment through the reduction in emissions.
* The promotion of methods of active transport alongside, or ideally as a substitute to car use.

Environment Network Manawati Submission for RLTP March 2024 Page |2
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Contribution ID: 1041
Mermber 1D:
Date Submitted: Mar 11, 20024, 09:43 Al

(414 Yol agrae with these ﬁb]ﬂ[l'.l’li a% ﬂﬂa:ll For the Tuture of langd R TR L B in agr regiony
L=

Wiy

Please see attached sumission.

Have we missed anything you think is important?

Please see attached submiszion.

Rank the investment priorities

Better travel options
Connectivity and aocess

Sadety

Why hawve you ranked the priorities this way?

Do you agree with the averarching priority?

Yes

Whyt

Please sep altached submission

Pick your top 5 pricrity profects

{PHCC) Shared pathidys network

Waka Katahl} 5H3 revocation of old Gonge Road
(Waka Hatahil 5H3 Ashhurst Cyclewy

(PMCC) Maiin 52 Bus Hub Redevlopmant
{Wirkca Katahi} Te thu a Tdranga Higheerny

Why hawe you chosen these projects in this order?

ba you have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Begienal Land Transpaert Plan 20217 {3024 mid-term
review]?

Mease deregand the choices for priority projeos: we have not distussed these a5 we Were R #are Wihisn wiiting

our sulimission that we would need to rank these, | have chosen the ones that link most dosely to owr kaupaps
{béodheersity, active transpost

Upload any supparting decuments here

hittps:fihaveyowrsay horlzons.govi.nefdossnload_filed ] 74

Mame

Helden King

Email address

Poge 30 of 121
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Where are you based?

Falmerstan Marth,

Organizaticn {if applicable)

Ermdronment Mebsork Manaaabi

E-zignature

Helen King

Do you wish to speak to your submission?

M

Preferred submission hearing date

Fhone

Will yeu e attending the submisslon hearing In persen or online?

RLTE 2024 Spbmisiian Rarm
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DISTRICT EOUNCIL

15 March 2024

Cr Rachel KEeedwell, Chair

Harizans Regional Transport Committes
Private Bag 11025

Manawatid Mail Centre

Palmerstan Marth 4442

Submitted via: Regional Land Transport Plan 2024 | Hawe Your Say (horizons.govt,nz]

Dear Members of the Committes

Submission from the Manawati District Council to Horizons draft Reglonal Land Transport
Plan 2024 mid-term review

The Manawatl District Council {MDC) thanks Horizons Regional Council for the opportunity to
provide feedback on the draft Regional Land Transport Plan (RTLP) 2021-2031 (2024 mid-term
review). MDC has representation on the Regional Transport Committee and endorses the
work of the Committee to develop a regional land transport plan that is fit for purpose and

will achieve the transport goals for the region.

The purpose of this submission |5 to support specific aspects of the draft RLTP and to raise a
few matters far the Committea's consideration.

Support for Infrastructure Projects

MDC supports the following significant Infrastructure projects committed to or proposed
within ocur regicn:

Construction of the Te Ahu a Thranga, Manawatl-Tararua highway;
The KiwiRail Regional Freight Hub;
Otaki to north of Levin (02ML) highway;

Regiomal Freight Ring Road (as part of the Palmerston North Integrated Tramsport
Initiative};

Upgrades to the Capital Connection passenger rail service, including a new modern
flect of trains and increased service frequency; and

Progression of Te Utanganui which will see freight distribution unlocked in the central
lower north island.

MDC is concerned that some of the issues ralsed with the Committee have not been addressed
in the draft RLTP. For example, MDC raised concerns that priority listing of projects in the RLTP
did not include “committed and future significant activities” already being funded through the
Mational Land Transport Fund. MDC is concerned that if these activities are not afforded a high
priority this may affect their ability to obtain funding from the NLTP for works still underway.

Manawatu Distriet Council | 135 Manchester Street | Private Bag 10001 | Feilding 4743
T (06} 3230000 | Epublic@mdegoving | wawmdepgovt.ng
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MDC has also previously recommended that new capital projects be prioritised within the
RLTP separately from maintenance works. As the purpose of the BLTP is to set out the strategic
direction for land transport across the Horizons region, MDC considers that the key priority
should be the Central North Island Distribution Hub and those projects that align with this,
regardless of who owns or funds them.

Itis also worth noting that MDC has previously recommended that the Palmerston North City
Council rename the "Palmerston Morth Integrated Transport Initiative.” The current name
does not, in MDC's opinion, reflect the importance of this initiative to the regional vision.

In addition to those priority projects listed above, MDC also supports those projects within
our District, or that hawve direct benefits for our District including:

- safety improvements for SH54 Feilding to 5H3 and on SH3 Sanson to Palmerston North;
and

- shared pathways network improvements, Including the Palmerston North to Fellding
connection,

While MDC supports the proposed safety improvements for SH3, Sanson to Palmerston Marth,
we do not consider that these upgrades will address a key concern for the Sanson Community,
being the main intersection of SH1, S5H3 and Cemetery Road. The Sanson Community
Committee has advised MDC that traffic delays at this intersection are resulting in some
vehicles, including heavy vehicles, using local roads to avald this intersection, These local
roads are narrow and unsuitable for heavy vehicles. Sanson School has seen a steady drop in
the rollin past years which some are attributing to the walk to school being unsafe and parents
instead choosing to drive their children to schools in other towns, closer to where the parents
wark.

State Highway 54 passes through the urban area of Feilding. There are several intersections
of SH54 with local roads where traffic management improvements are needed. MDC reguests
that Harizons consider including in the following intersections as safety improvement projects
im the RLTP:

- SH54 (Waughs Road) and Camerons Line (Aorangi intersection)

- 5H54 {Waughs Road) and Campbell Road (opposite the Feilding Golf Club)
- 5H54 [Waughs Road) and Turners Road

- 5SH54 [Kimbolton Road) and Lyttan Street

- 5H54 [Kimbolton Road) and Pharazyn Street/Morth Street.

As outlined in Council’s draft Infrastructure Strategy 2024-54, significant investment in the
Manawatil is expected to drive significant growth in distribution and logistics, as well as
providing economic, social, and emvironmental benefits for the region and the country.
Expected growth in freight movements as a result of Te Utanganui, in particular, will place
increased pressure on the local Manawatl roading network, Councll requests that Horizons
work closely with MDC, ather neighbouring councils, and central government agencies to
ensure that potential impacts on the roading network are addressed,
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Alignment of the draft RLTP and the draft GPS

MDC considers it unfortunate timing that the draft RLTP was published for consultation just
prior to the Government releasing the Draft Government Policy Statement on land transport
2024-34 (draft GPS) for consultation.

Qwr initial reading of the draft GP5, published on 4 March 2024, suggests that there are some
areas of misalignment with the draft RLTP. MDC is concerned that these differences will be
difficult to resolve during the hearings process, MDC seeks further clarification from Horizons
as to how it will ensure the RLTP aligns with the draft GPS.

We find that there is broad thematic alignment between some of the key objectives of the
RLTP and some of the key strategic priorities of the GPS, notably alignment in relation to safety
for all users and resilience of state highways, local and rural roads. We also find that alignment
between safety and resifience for the purpose of supporting economic growth augurs well for
the economic development aspirations of MDC and the wider region. We furthermore find
that the GPS and the RLTP's emphasis on maintepance and network quality respectively,
coalesce around shared priorities such as ensuring durable connectivity in times of increased
severity and frequency of extreme weather events. Wi recognise that the implicit focus of the
GPS on improving efficiency, which signifies a key objective of the BLTP, is consistent with
what the RLTP is aiming to achieve. As such, the GPS appears to align particularly well with
Inwestment Priority 1 and 3 of the RLTP.

However, we feel there is a lack of alipnment of some national priorities and regional
chjectives that might have to be addressed and adjusted, For example, the GPS explicitlhy
states that funding for active transport such as walking and eyding is articulated around
significant conditions to qualify for public investment such as:

Clear benefit for increasing economic growth, or
Clear benefit for Increasing safety, and
That demonstrated volumes of pedestrians and cyclists already exist.

These conditionalities amount to what is a de facto reduction in funding that will have to be
attenuated or an adjustment of priorities considered.

Rail: While the GPS does state an intention to contribute funding to Lower Morth Island rall
improvements project, including new passenger rolling stock for the Manawati line, there is
reason for concern around how Future Opportunities (page 24) outlined in the RLTP (i.e.
extending services to Feilding) align with priorities stipulated in the GPS, in particular what the
reference to “rail infrastructure will no longer be cross-subsidised from revenue generated
from road users” might mean for the wiability of future rail projects amd transport
sustainability in the region. Therefore, more detail and clarity around the propaortion of "track
user charges™ and what "increased public transport fare-box recovery will be expected from
local gevernment” might mean for Council.

Public Transport: Similarly to proposals in relation to funding rall infrastructure, the GPS
stipulates that “increased public transport fare-box recovery and third-party revenue will be
expected from local government” {p. 21, para 4). More clarity is needed as to whether there
will be fare-box recovery targets and how specific fare-box recovery contributions are arrived
at to better understand the direct and indirect implications for local councils, There will also
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be implications for the targets set by the RLTP and specific RLTP policles such as Policy 3.2;
Increase access to safer travel modes {e.g. public transport...).

There is also reason to consider how BELTPs objective of ensuring that "Transpart users in the
region hawve access to affordable transport choices that are attractive, viable and encourage
rulti-rived al travel and a reduction in ight vebicle, kilometres travelled aligns” with the GPS,

Vision

MDC supports the vision of the draft RTLP being “a region that connects central New Zealand
and provides resifient, safe, accessible and sustainable fransport aptions.”

Investment Priority 1 — Connectivity and access

MDC supports Transport investment priority 1 — being to “WMainloln ond Improve the
transport netwark to provide better connectivity and access, efficient mavement of people and
Sfreight, reverse network degrodation, and create o resilient transpart system,”

MOC agrees with the problem definition, Incleding ageing infrastructure, sub-optimal
maintenance and renewals, network inefficiencies and land use conflicts leading to a degraded
transport network with less effective transport routes, Many of these problems are also
identified as key ssues or challenges in MDC's draft Infrastructure strategy for the roading
network, as follows:

The legacy network = maintaining pavement performance in the face of ongoing
forestry harvest, increasing traffic volumes as a result of population growth and
prowing freight moverments [including projected growth due to transport and
infrastructure investment such as Te Utanganui).

Metwork resilience — investing in maintenance and renewal activities to improve
retwork resilience and reduce the risk and duration of road closures due to landslides
or storm events.

- Safety = investing in safety-related activities to improve the safety of the network,
minimise the risk and consequence of crashes, as well as enabling growth.

MDC supports the focus In section 14.2.2 to address connectivity, network efficiency and
maode-shift [ssues through improved road, air, and rail linkages, as well as netwaork
optimisation and improved multi-modal integration. As a District with a large and diverse
agricultural sector, MDC recognises the importance of getting fresh produce, forestry and
livestock to supply chain destinations efficiently and effectively on the State Highway network.
MDC agrees with Horizons prioritising investment in areas such as the Palmerston North
integrated Transport Initiative, the KiwiRail Regional Freight Hub and Te Utanganui, MDC
considers that such projects will help to improve connectivity and provide for more efficdient
movement of freight.

MDC is expecting to attract new industrial development in the Kawakawa Road Industrial
Precinct as a result of the planned completion of the Turners Road Extension. Stages 2 and 3
of the Turners Road Extension are planned in years 2 and 3 of MDC's draft Long-term Plan
2024-34, the completion of which will facilitate the development of 24 hectares of high-quality

industrial zomed land.

section 7.2.1 of the draft RLTP acknowledges the alignment between investment in the
Kawakawa Industrial Precinct in Fellding and Te Utanganul, The prodimity of the Kawakawa
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Industrial Precinct to the KiwiRail Freight Hub and the North-East Industrial Zone in
Palmerston Morth is particularly advantageous. MDC considers that the Bunnythorpe Western
Bypass (shown on the "Longer Term” map, Figure 19] is critical to maximising connectivity
between the Industrial Zones and KiwiRail Freight Hub, while minimising potential Impacts on
other road users, particularly commiters travelling between Feilding and Palmerstan Morth,
MDC requests that increased priority be placed on the Bunnythorpe Western Bypass, such as
moving the indicative timing of this from a "long term” to “medium term,” and ensuring that
the timing of its construction is aligned with the development of the KiwiRail Freight Hub,

Investment Priority 2 — Better Travel Options

MDC supports Transport Investment priority 2 — better travel options {Section 14.3). This
section notes that the rural nature of the region with relatively small urban areas with very
few transport options between them limits people’s transport choices and makes shared and
active travel modes less attractive or feasible than travel by private car.

MDC is particularly concerned about those transport disadvantaged living in rural and rural
village areas of the Manawat( District that do not have access to public transport. In response
to such concerns, MDC supported the establishment of the Manawatd Rural Transport
Initiative Steering Committee and provided funding to the Committee to prepare a business
case on establishing a regular public transport service for rural communities within the
Manawatd District. The Manawatd Rural Transport Initiative Steering Committee, led by
Neighbourhood Support Manawatu, presented their "Manawatl rural community transport
service proposal” to Horizons as part of their consultation on the Regional Public Transport
Plan in May 2022. MDC submitted in support of the proposal and advocated to Horizons to
increase the priority placed on the provision of rural transpart senices,

Thraugh its 2023/24 Annual Plan, MDC approved a request from Meighbourhood Suppart
Manawatu for seed funding towards the rural community transport establishment. We
understand that due to delays in obtaining a suitable vehicle, this service is yet to get up and
running. Given the contribution that the rural community transport project will make towards
the achievement of investment priority 2 of the RLTP, MDC encourages Horizons to commit
to providing ongoing operational funding for this rural community transport services through
Horizans Long-term Plan 2024-34.

The establishment and operation of the rural community transport service would help to
reduce inequity in public service provision between urban and rural communities, However,
we understand that the fares to the public would be unsubsidised, so therefore full fee paying.
MDC would like to see Horizons advocate with Central Government to remave the financial
inequity that exists in relation to public transport fares for those living rurally compared ta
living in urban areas.

Investment Priority 3 — Safety

MDC supports the priority given to improving the safety of the regional transport system, MDC
recognises the social and economic cost of fatal and serious crashes to the district, region, and
country. MDC also shares Horizons concerns that without increased investment in road safety,
forecast growth in population, visitors and freight movements will likely contribute to an
increase in deaths and serious injuries on the netwark,

Through our Long-term Plan 2024-34, Council is also committed to increased investment in
road safety and has targets around improving the safety of the network,
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Objectives and Policies in the draft RLTP

MOC generally supports the five objectives identified In the draft RLTP but notes that there
may now be some misalignment between these objectives and the objectives contained in the
draft GP5.

in addition to ensuring alignment between the objectives/priorities of the draft GPS and the
draft RLTP, MDC recommends the following amendments to the Objectives and Policies in the
RLTP:

Objective 2 is about connectivity as well as efficiency, reliability, and resilience of the
regional transport network. MDC considers that the policies relating to objective 2 are
focussed on encouraging multi-modal trips supporting freight and connecting key
destinations, MDC requests that greater consideration be given to increasing
connectivity of remote communities and providing options for the transport
disadvantaged,

The lack of charging infrastructure for electrical wehicles at present could make
Objective 4 [climate change and resilience) and policies 4.5 and 4.6 difficult to achieve,
However, we note that the draft GPS makes a commitment by Government to deliver
10,000 public EV chargers by 2030, subject to cost benefit analysis. MDC recommends
that Horizons advocate for our region to ensure we get a fair share of these public EV
chargers. Without significant investment, the lack of EV charging infrastructure could
limit the uptake of zero emissions vehicles. MDC would also support investment [n
hydrogen fuel as a way to further reduce wehicle emissions.

- Dhbjective 5 (network quality and integration) is generally supported. Howewver, we
suggest that the reference to "regional growth planning” in policy 5.2 is now redundant
given that the Regional Spatial Planning Act 2023 and the Natural and Built
Environment Act 2023 have been revoked.

Fellding Passenger Transport Services

MDC s working closely with Horizons through the newly established “Manawatu Transpart
Services Governance Group.” This Governance Group has overall responsibility to set the
vision and goals for the delivery of public transport in the Manawati area and to ensure
alignment with regional vision for public transport as set out in the Regional Public Transpart
Plan.

The public transport section of the draft BLTP states that the key public transport investments
im 2024-2027 period will include implementation of the Palmerston North bus services,
investigation into services for the Horowhenua and Whanganul districts, investigations into
better regional connections, and progression of the MNational Ticketing System. Mo provision
has been made in the RLTP for the establishment or operation of the rural community
transport service in the Manawatd District, or any improvements to Manawatl Public
Transport Services which might come out of the Regional Services Review, Should any new
public transport services, or improvements to existing public transport services be
recommended through the Regional Services Review, MDC would be advocating for these to
be funded by Horizons through future Annual Plans or Long-term Plans.

The Transport and Infrastructure Committee in their report on the findings on the Inguiry into
the Future of Inter-regional Passenger Rall for New Zealand recommended scoping studies be
progressed for an extension of the Capital Connection service to Feilding. The RLTP notes that
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no funding has been allocated by any agency to progress this study. MDC encourages Horizons
to consider funding this study as part of the next review of the Regional Public Transport Plan.

Farecast Population Grawth

MDOC notes that the draft RLTP uses the Infometrics medium projections to estimate regional
population growth, and population growth by District out to 2054, MDC has adopted the
Infemetrics “high projections” for its draft Long-term Plan 2024-34 and draft Infrastructure
Strategy 2024-54.

MDC is concerned that by adopting the "medium™ Infometrics population projections,
Horizons will underestimate population growth for the Region, and for the Manawatd District
in particular. This could have implications for the timing of reading investment to suppaort
population growth. MDC recommends that Horizons consider using a hybrid maodel for
population growth that s made up of the population growth forecasts adopted by each
council within the region in their draft Long-term Plans, rather than relying on the Infometrics
medium population projections.

It is also worth noting that MDC is forecasting a significant increase in the proportion of
residents aged 654 and aged 0 — 19 vears over the life of the Long-term Plan {2034-34) [Figure
1). It is these age groups that are most transport disadvantaged, relying more heavily on public
transpart, taxis and family members for transport, It is also critical that route planning for
public transport take into account the location of retirement homes and other aged care
facilities.

Flgure 1: Projected geowith in the Mancwatd District In the younger ond alder age gradps
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Shared pathways network improvements

We note that the draft RLTP lists the development of the shared pathway network, including
the Palmerston North to Feilding Connection, to support increased active travel. MDC has
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completed its share of the Palmerston North to Feilding shared pathway and would like to see
greater pressure applied by Horizons to the Palmarston North City Council to complete their
share, 5o the benefits of this shared pathway can be realised.

The Manawat( District Council requests an opportunity to speak to this submission,

Yours sincerely

’ "-1|r_‘--:'.1:~:.'r~-. =

C

Helen Waorboys, 1P
Mayar

Pape Bof 8

Page 45



Caonitribution 10: 1074
Biember T0: 305
Date Submitted: Mar 19, 7024, 03:4% PR

Q1 D yau agres with those objectives as goals for the future of land transport in our region?

Bulti Chaice

Qr  Why?

Short Text

03 Have we missed anything you think is important?

Short Text

i Rank the investment priaritios

ftaniding

5 Whiy have you ranked the priorities this wayT

Skt Toxt

f  Doyou agree with the averarching priority?

Ml Chodoa
Q7 Why?
Skt Tat

08  Plok wour tap 5 pricrity projects

Ramking

Q4a Whiy have you chosen these projects in this arder?

Skt Text

Q10 D yau have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-tarm

rewview]?
Skt Tt

Q11 Upload any supparting decuments here

File Upload  hitps:dihaveyoursay harizons.govi.nefdownlosd filef214

Q12 Hame

Shart Tt Heten Worboys

13 Email address

14 Where are you based?

Short Test  Feilding

15 Organisatian (if applicable)

skart Tt Manawatu Destrict Cownil

® : " .
Page 12 of §5 RLTP 2024 Subsmission Form !l Eﬂﬂlﬂlplnpﬂlﬂt
Page 46


LShirley
Rectangle


16 E-signature

Short Text Leana

Q17 Da you wish to speak to your submissionT

Bulti Chalce Won

18 Preferred subimiasion hearing date

Bultl Chalce Thursday 4 April 2024 {10am - 4pm)

919 Phaone

Qar Wil you be attending the submission hoaring in persan ar anline?

Ml Chenloe In person

» g ‘
Page 13 of 55 RLTP 2024 Submission Form !I socialpinpoint
Page 47


LShirley
Rectangle


Sdomission UF

10 March 2024

Review of Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-2031

Comments on the Regienal Freight Ring Road (Palmerston North Integrated Transport
Initiative).

Submitter: Dave Gﬂynm-almem’mn I'-.Inrt_

| recommend that Horizons give the Regional Freight Ring Road (a key component of Te
Utanganui) a priority one funding status for a safer, more efficient, resilient, and sustainable,
freight network with long-term strategic benefits.

In 2002, | was part of a team including PNCC, and Vision Manawatu which recommended
the development of a distribution cenire at Railway Read. This recognized the unigue
comparative and competitive advantage in logistics that this combined road, rail, and air co-
location represented. Logistically PN/Manawatu is perfectly located in the centre of NZ and
the central Morth Island for a significant well-connected freight network. Itis on the
Morth/South and East\West, road, and rail arterial routes and the airport is one of only 3 able
to operate 24/7 for air courier services. Railway Road as a freight network distribution centre
is unigue,

The 2002 recommendation followed by CEDA’s Te Utanganui Masterplan, commercial
roning of land, and the active promaotion by Councils, gave logistics businesses the
confidence to invest to create the rapidly growing Railway Road distribution complex. The
2002 strategy emphasized the need to develop the road, rail, and air infrastructure to
encourage and support further investment in logistics and associated transport businesses.
This is happening. KiwiRail's Regional Freight Hub is about to be built alongside Railway
Road, the PN Airport Terminal is being replaced and the Te Ahu a Turanga (Manawatu
Tararua Highway) is fortuitously being built by NZTA (Waka Kotahi), substantially enhancing
the EastiWest arterial route. The Te Utanganui - Central NZ Distribution Hub outlines the
axciting strategic view for extending the freight centre.

However, the roads linking the arterial routes to Railway Road have not changed in 22 years
and have not been fit for purpose for years. They are incapable of handling the current and
future high volume of heavy, large freight trucks transiting to Railway Road, The link roads
are narrow country lanes with many dangerous and inefficient Stop/Give Way controlled
crossroads including three of the 10 most dangerous intersections in NZ (as recognized by
NZTA (Waka Kotahi)). The link roads run through residential housing, past schools, and
shops. Serious accidents on these roads are happening now and will increase. Urgent
action is needed.

Safety is a critical priority for the Regional Land Transpornt Plan and the Regional Freight
Ring Read is a key initiative to improve this.

The link roads are not designed 1o take the length, width, weight, and low manoeuvrability of
long, very heavy trucks. Already the main link road, Tremaine Avenue, is overwhelmed and
clogged with traffic and not able to cope. Trucks operate most efficiently when running
smoothly along. When they stop and start, they are the least efficient, wasting fuel,
increasing emissions, and slowing overall traffic flow. The heavy weights pummel and break
up road surfaces not designed to take them, thus degrading the road netwerk and reducing
its resilience.
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Supmission SO

Manawatu Industrial Businesses
18 El Prado Drive

PO Box 12075

Palmerston Morth 4444

Monday 11" March 2024

Submission to Horizons Regional Council (HRC) on their Draft Regional Transport

Plan

Manawatu Industrial Businesses (MIB) welcomes the opportunity to submit to Horizons
on their draft Regional Transport Plan (Plan).

MIB is a collection of private businesses in the Horizons region, namely Frances
Holdings Ltd; PMB Landco Ltd; Carrus Turbo Holdings Ltd; Brian Green Properties Lid;
and azsociates from Downer; Fulton Hogan; DESH; Woolworths; PTS Group and others.

MIB has invested significant capital into the Manawatu Region.

MIB would like to see a higher prioritisation on roading and infrastructure projects
benefiting freight and coordination efficiency across the Manawatu Region.

Local, Regional and Central Government authorities informed MIB that a regional freight
by-pass route around Palmerston Morth; previously known as PINITI; was a key priority
for the region and a key growth initiative to suppart freight movement and efficiency. To
complement this, a multimodal freight hub (Te Utanganui) integrating road/rail and air
wias also a priority.

MIB would like to see both projects are the top priority in the HRC Regional Transport
Flan.

Regards
Grant Higgins

MIB - Manawatu Industrial Businesses
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Do yoau agred with these abjectives as goals for the future of land transport in eur regionT

s

Wihy?

All thewe things sre irmgpartant far the futere.

Have we missed anything you think is important?

M

Rank the investment priorities
Safety

Bethar iravel aplions
Connecthity and acoess

Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Do you agree with the overarching priorizy?

Yes

Why?

Chirnate change wall be the maost dangerous (and expensive] thing that affects sseryisady,

Pick your tap 5 pricrity projects

(All} Maintenance, speration and renswals

{Waka Katahl) $H3 Ashhurst Cycleway

{Fuap=hu D] Mountaing to Sea Opclewsy extension
(PHCC) Shared pathvays network

(PNCC) Main 52 Bus Hub Bedeveloprment

Whiy have you chioden these profects in this arder?

Otald 1o Lewin has & bridges without even a shoulder for cyclists. Dangeroas! [ put the bike imtop gear, pedal, and

pray.

D& you have any othar fesdback on the draft Horizons Reglenal Land Transpert Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term

rewlew]?

Please urgenthy put sease form of bridge for opclists on the eststing bridges from Otaki to Lesin, Pranging shouldn't

cut it as unofficial policy,

Upload any supparting documents here

Marme

Margaret Craigie

Email address
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Where are you kased?

Lpper Hist

Organisation (if applicable)

nfa

E-signature

M Craigie

Da you wish to speak to your submission?

Wis

Preferred submission hearing date

Tharsday & April 2024 {10am - 4pm)

Phane

Wil yau be attending the submission hearing in person ar onfine?

Online [via faomj
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SUBMISSION FORM Submission 62

Te puka tapaetanga
FJ 2 ; Submissions close Spm 11 March 2024 YOUR SAY

YOUR DETAILS:
e DS FLEPLL\KSE rrone

Town/City LI‘J H F"'l '?\L {‘{ F’I.FJM I|I

Tick hene i yodl wiodkd like o Proposed hearing dates are: Will you be attending:

speak to your subrmission and ;
select your preferred date, 4 Aprit 2024 S April 2024 In person Online (Zoom)

1 To achieve the long-term vision and our desired objectives for land transport, it is important that we invest wisely in areas that will
yield the greatest regional benefit. Five objectives were identified which aim at helping us achieve our vision with a priority focus.

The five objectives are:

Travel choice | Connectivity and efficiency | Safety | Climate change and resilience | Network quality and integration
1a. Do you agree with these objectlves as goals for the future of land tri-Qsport in our region? YES v NO
......... Tives. Ona\anges.are. = (bwl 0g... ‘

\ ﬁo 0. LRSS muneu /o\r eg /-Cqﬂ A0 ipelealing .
e o
k\’ .................. /an%’g\%m/)\) Lol3 L ﬂ ALy Lu(t%}j

20T wz lcs \esrmwr o
1C. Rank the objectives by lmportance 1%'Most important, 5= Least 1mportant r@au C\(\fj (C / &M \ ¢S : OV\ §
. : Metwork quality o Connectiity Climate change
Trarvel choioe an irlegration !:..1I'..I:||' anckd edNCiency el el

O@ @ @

We want to know how you rank the investment priorities, which are listed within the pamphlet.
2 2a. Rank the investment priorities 1= Most important, 5= LLeast important

‘Connecthvity and access Better travel options Salety

@ @ @

2b. Why have you rankeg the priorities this way?
L IR E VI g WCQWL\Qth ....... 2 ndarch[usz’o(
L LACRUEA Q...

Irava, s LU\Q(S“ Bate ort et
D %'.4( \00«56 C\/\\\étﬁﬁ C .(\0 d”!% wa(l&z(l’f

:'D

uxsfw NN LR WAV V. attal)
. e 0, ) oldac Mae
2c. Do you agree with the overarching priority? YES NO CGVLS lCLQ UA C(AC ICQ

2d. Why or why not?

e dende ngods witr e podeS dftavel . Less

Cot@ d \nait cled s MMM%wﬂf gt&fcw\{wc]\d(f?j
Lo\l 8+ (eS\wnce are p rf% .

3. Pick your top 5 priorit9 projects 67 \,g(
Referring to the lst of projects in the pamphlet choose 5 from tHi st an ran them in er of what you thinK are\the most’

important for the future of the region’s land transport network.
Project _.:-"_'1 29 EF'-?? I|:|E . 'F'='.—~ 'l;i?-?.r M 157 7
Rank &%&TﬁTM} Lh?‘{;l %— ‘mﬁg ]rgﬂ E:ri::é‘{ﬂiﬂ(ﬁ
Wiy el yois | m’
choosa this II . &2 Ll
I:il'l.'liulcl.:'lhI fj‘m 14.11!5? g Yy £ Tﬁf{? I'""I,E'..:.jﬁf-’_‘f el Hl’ﬂhi
%ﬂ.h "* LN
Yall tfhdr "2
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BAulti Chedice

gz

Short Text

Q3

St Text

Q4

Ranking

Q5

St Text

Q6
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o7

snort Text

Qs

Rankding
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Shart Text
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Sharl Text
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File Updoad
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Short Text
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Email
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Contribution ID: 1063

Member ID; 385
Diate Submitted: Mar 18, 2024, 02:51 PM

D you agree with these objectives as goals for the futurs of land transport In gur reglon?

Yes

Why?

Gaod abjectives. Challenges are = growing papulatian in Central Reglon, Less money far eery rapldly increxsing
costs for improsing the transport network. A motorway bullding orentated government and therelforne less
irvesoent on redacing carbon emissions

Have we missed amything you think |5 important?

Rank the investment priorities

Beater travef optlons
Connectivity and access
Salety

Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Upl,inni far traved in the Central Region favour car cwners and truck drivers, we need mone iransport oplions (o
enCourage users onto tradns, electric buses, Children, students, workers {commuters) and the elderly nesd more
conslderate choboe,

Do you agree with the overarching priority?

Y5

Why?

Climale change needs s to chandge madeés of travel Less cars and heavy trucks. Maore trains, buses and better
connectivity, refinbility and resifence are most impartant in such a geographically dherse reglon

Pick your tap § priority projects

Why have you chosen these prajects in this order?

Dha youl have any other feedback an the draft Horlzons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
résiew]l

Upload any supporting decuments hera

htpssihaveyoursay.horzensgovt.nefdosmload_filed 1469

Mame

Deb Frederikse

Emall address

RLTP 2024 Sulenigsion Form
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Shiart Teat
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Short Text

Q16

Short Text

Q17

Bultii Chnéce

}E

Multh Cheaice

Q19

Telephane

Q20

Multl Cholce

Poge 3 of 3

Where are you based?

Whanganul

Organlsation (if applicabie)

E-signature

leana

Do yrau wish to speak to your submission?

]

Preferred submission hearing date

Fhone

Will you be attending the submlission hearing In person or online?

HLTP 2024 Submidsian Farm
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New Zealand Automobile Association Inc

15 March 2024

Chair Rachal Keadwall

Horizons Regional Council

Private Bag 11025

Manawatu Mail Centre

Palmerston MNorth 4442

Rachel Keadwall@horizons.govt.nz

Dear Rachel

DRAFT RLTP {2024 review) 2021-31

Purpose

Our submission s made from the standpoint of our interpretation of the Government's draft
GPS which reintroduces a focus on increasing economic growth and productivity as a priority
for land transport expenditure.

It is not the purpose of this submission to specify any project by project in priority order, but
rather to seek a revarsion or reintroduction (to use the words in the GPS) of a business as
usual modal for the Mew Zealand Transport Agency, in the way it is mandated to operata the
state highway network as a road controlling authority,

Our comments therefora are directed primarily at the critical inter-regional state highways.

The GPS has Included economic growth and productivity as a strategic priority to help ensure
New Zealand can reach its full potential as a nation. We agree with the rationale that the
moving of people and freight as efficlently, quickly, and safely as possible is critical to
achieving these priorities, The success of which will provide inducement for investment in
regional centres as places within easier reach of major production and business centres.

Regional programmeas for state highways involving small to medium projects are unfettered by
politics largely. These were part of and should still be business as usual for the Agency. The
process of identifying economically viable projects that historically came into the programme
as of right due to economic viability, were duly completed thus improving the network
incrementally over time. This seems to be forgotten or not understood. The network we see
today looking out the window as we drive around the region is the product of that tradition,
with much unfinished business yet to be programmaed.

This work needs to continue to satisfy the principal objectives of the new GPS.

Road Networks as Key Assels

Road networks are a key element for the econamic growth of every country. It is essential to
project a strategic and sustained expansion and an adequate maintenance of these networks

to guarantee quality connections between the different parts of a gecgraphical territony.

They enable the supply of goods and services around the world and connect people to
workplaces, schools, hospltals, etc. Road infrastructure Improves the effectiveness and
efficiency of countries and Increases the standard living of people, making their lives easier.

AA Whanganui District Coungil Taofd
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Countries with a good infrastructure system ara in a better position to obtain banafits from the
rade domastically and internationally, improving their aconomic conditions as well. (Tarig
Muneer and Irene lllescas Garcia, 2017)

Hence the road network of a developed country is a valuable assel thal underping its economy,
freight transport, and people’s standard of living. It is further acknowledged however that
investment in that infrastructure on itz own, will not necessarily result in economic growth, but
may cartainly lure much needed invastors to establish themselves, where thay are sarved by
good land transport  connections.

26.1 Strategic road networks (RLTF Draft)

We balieve this section needs strengthening to reflect the principal objectives of the GPS. The
use of words such as "Adequate road connactions are therafore critical....” ara simply not
strong enough and are somewhat watered down from the current edition of the BLTP which
states “These corridors are key economic and soclal ifelines, enabling the movement of people
and goods between key cantras of production, consumer markets and disfribution hubs®, (p17,
RLTP 2021-20:31). Whareas the GPS “... providing quality transport connections, which enable
goods and peaple fo reach their destinations efficiently. Optimising the use of existing networks
and services fo deliver an appropriate level of service for users will be critical”.,

We encourage words in the RLTP to embrace this endeavour in ralation to axisting networks
which will always be our primary land transport assets. It is incumbent on the Agency to return
to its business as usual, also to honour the mandate of S84 LTMA, 2003.

Policy 2.2; “Support the provision of effective connections to and from the region’s principal
aeconomic growth and productivity areas...” We would encourage the use of stronger language
that indicates 'striving 1o provide effective inter-regional links' within the text.

Policy 5.4; We are very supportive of the references to level of service in this policy (if they
mean what we understand levels of service to be) and suggest some of these themes could be
brought out into section 6 because this is at the nub of the issues regarding inter-regional links
and protection of these routes. We are not convinced however that the one network framework
{OMNF) is able to deliver the expactation,

In framing these policies, it is important that the ‘activities' clearly match the endeavours to
reflect the balance now required. On this very matter of balance, we would comment that the

ﬁng[ﬂ_ﬂumpﬂmtm: of the previous road to zero policy no lenger has ils place centre stage
in the activity schedules, with excesses of $100M.

Instead, and to reflect cur intentions to see improvement aclivities, the schedules could have a
package of work as 'warious' under Work category WC 324, that could be further fleshed out for
investigations. Maost of which are to be found in earlier highway strategy studies presumably
archived..

Supporting Overview

Whilst we are seeing major expressway projects being implemented (connecting to and from
high population centres or bypassing) there is very lillle to no regional (vel significant) road
improvements’ on existing undivided two-lane networks. These roads will continue to have
problems due to abemrant and out of context featuras, unbefitting to their present and future
function. A vision for the key inter-regional routes is that of a two-lane highway engineerad to
100 km/h safety standards, with regular passing opporlunities at 5km spacing to provide the
necessary levels of service to keep land transport on the move efficienthy.

Summarising, there needs to be more of a correlation between the primary objectives of the
RLTF and the work programmes that reflect the desire to guarantee quality connections
between the different parts of the lower north island’s geographical temitory. The road network
of a developed country is a valuable assel that underpins its economy, freight transport, and
people's standard of living which we should in the long term be desirous of.

Ad Whanganud District Council 203
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Whilst AA Whanganui District’s advocacy does nol exlend lo the whole region we are
nonetheless heavily influenced by neighbouring territorial authorities. Our comments as a
theme therefora reach points of interest across the region.

We already see that some of the work being undertaken in the region is not particularly
complementary to the vision that we have outlined above, detalls of which we would be more
than happy to share with you. We see the actions of some policies as undermining what would
otherwise be progress with the development of the land transport system in the region. As
demand increases so must the levels of service slowly improve for all users.

Activities | Priorities | Schedules

We note that once again there is a paucity of SH improvement works to progressively eliminate
aberrant sections of State highway which continue to create safely problems. There are many
candidale siles in historic lists such as, SH3 Whangaehu to Ratana, SH3 Concord ling
realignment, Kai lwi rall overbridge, SH57 Millricks to Kendall realignment, Manawatu Hill SH2
in Tararua, as a few of the many examples where designs in some cases are already completed
and investment loglc can be defended. The list is comprehensive, which includes the
completion of passing lane strategies, shoulder widening and curve easing for a consistent and
safe driving experlence. The common goal for a highway system is for consistent standards
applying to each section of highway depending on function, traffic volume and terain,

SH1, Utiku Slip resflience Improvements: investigation and implementation of a permanent
solution with a projected allocation of =$100M requires further clarification. Al the time the
investigations and geotech was Introduced as a ‘varation' through the Regional Transport
Committee, a commitment was given by the Agency that this would not displace other priorities
in the RLTP. We believe il odd thal a project intended as a preventive measure should sit
among and be prioritised against other improvement work. It is further understood that the re-
evaluation of the risk profile for this particular site is not sufficiently progressed to validate its
presence in the RLTP bayond invastigation.

We need not only new road developments to cater for future fraffic growth and the demands of
commerce, but also an ongoing programme of intent to upgrade the reading network to be safe
and adeguate to deal with a design life over the foreseeable futura.

We thank you again for this opportunity.

Yours slncerely

AM Farmer
District Manager

Ad Whanganul District Council 3ofd
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Cantribution 10: 1070
blembar ID; 385
Date Submitted: Mar 19, 2024, 0308 PM

[} Do you agree with these objectives as goals for the future of land transport in our reglon®

Walis Choion

Q2  Why?

Al Text

Q3 Have we missed amything you think ks impartant?

Sy T

Q4 Rank the investment priorities

Rankirg

Q5  Why have you ranked the pricrities this way?

Short Texl

06 Do wou agres with the averarching priority?

Bulti Choige

Q7 Why?

Short Text

OB Pick your tap 5 prievity prajects

Ranking

00 Why have you chosen these prajects in this arder?

Short Text

10 Do you have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (3024 mid-term

Pl e ?
Short Text

Qi1 Upload any supporting documents hore

File Liglaad hitipsaneeyaursay. horizans.gont. neidownload_lile/209

iz  Mama

Shoarl Taxt Anme-flarie Faremar

i3 Email address

Qi4 Where are you based?

Shriwrt Tent Whangarnui

Q15 Organisation (If applicalsle)

Shom Text &S Whanganui

L] . # "
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16 E-slgnature

Short Ted Leama

17 Do you wish to speak to your submisslion?

Bulci Chaioe &5

Q18 Preferred submission hearing date

Mult Chaloe

Q19 Phione
Teteghone [N

Q20 Wil you be attending the submission hearing In person or onlinae?

Multi Chalce [0 peersan

W ® s .
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SUBMISSION FORM RECEIVED 2

Te puka tapaetanga 0:h MAR 2024 YOURSAY

Horlzons Reglonl Cot

YOUR DETAILS:

one Dorcon Cnesihom rone S

Organisation: "Té Eﬂ?ﬁi "EC@— Ernail:

Address:
Signatufé: | e, NS Date: ‘3. 2, . 2624,

Proposed hearing dates n@g&fprll 2021,

Tick here if you would like to speak bo your submission

and Indicate your preferred date above,
Submissions close 5pm 17 March 2021

SUBMISSION DETAILS:

B Do you agree with our strategic vision for land transport aver the next 30 yearsy

YES MO FLEASE EXPLAIN YOLIE ANSWER:

: . N e G .
R e g e e,

e e F . SEa. o8 op auahe,
i, \noee ondrey Vo B ol waeieun @.—;ﬂ, \o=ilic
}H%@csgh mﬁmm E“"h' £ W ﬂt‘..:u‘-.m% '
it Is importaht that we Inﬁgsﬁym areas that

'I"'..
To achieve Ht»r:l"ln:-rrg tkrm vision and our desired objectives for land transpor

will yleld the greatest regional benafit. We've identified five transport investment pricrities for funding to hﬂ‘c]_j. us achieve aur
vision and objectives. k}'ﬁ(‘\ :E\D :

Do you think the transport investment priorities reflect where the region should be investing in land transpart and how would
you rank them in order of importance (1 = most important 5 = least impartant)?

THANSFORT PRIORITY YES o] SUGGESTED RAMNK (-5 REARDMN FOR ANSWER

1, COMMECTIVITY AND ACCESS Mo - S S5 y
® 2 pesTimoesih ellie,
e o B e

D Seme of ve> Seombomede

3, RETTER TRAMEL OPFTIONS

4, ENVIRCHNMENT

@
5 RESHIENCE ® )

a Which profects are most important o pou?
Of the significant projects outlined in the summary dacument (listed 1-15), which three would you give the highest priority?
Please write the number of the project in the boxes provided bebow,

. My highest priority 1 Why did you choose this project? ( ’ Mg}lﬂ‘%&i é’ﬁ I*@EE‘E:. ]

b. My second highest priorty |1
. My third highest pricrity |

a Do you have any ether feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Flan 20217
oo the PSSO & Sedder glan Pooc aeas hace
‘Oeen Yemened ‘becoose 03‘; acoddihe | 'a_-hhmE.

i, S Page 65
oo TN
Flease send your completed form to transport@horizons.govt nz =N & e orizon
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Cantribution ID: 1071
Btember 1D 385
Date Submitted: Mar 19, 2024, 03112 P

1 Do you agree with these abjectives a% goals for the future of land transport in our region?

Multl Choice

Q2 Why?

Shoet Text

g3 Have we missed anything you think is important?

Shoet Text

G4  Rank the investment priorities

Ranking

Q5  Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

St Tt

(] Do o agras wilth the averarching priority?

el Chigice

Qr  Why?

Shart Text

0B Pick your top 5 priority projocts

Randking

08 Why have you chasen these projects in this arder?

Shart Text

Q10 Da Wi hane any other feedback on the draft Horizens ﬂﬂﬂhl‘lﬂl Land TI"!I"IiP’IJI'I Plan 2021 (2024 mid-Lerm
review]?
Shart Text

11 Upload any supparting dotuments here

File Lipaad mEpsihayeyairsay horizansgovenefoesnlaad_fdef 200

012 Name

Shart Text Duinian Chestham

Q13 Emall addross

Q14 Where are you based?

Ehart Text Pabm

15 Organisatian (If applicakile)

Shart Text
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Qs E-slgnature

Short Text Leana

qQi7 Do o wish fo speak to your submission?

Multi Chsice g

Qig Preferred submission hearing date

Ml ulti Chodes Thursday 4 Apell 2024 (10am - Apm)

Q19 Phone
reiepbone |

Q2o Will you be attending the submission hearing in person or anline?

Ml Chodee In person

‘ - - -
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12 March 2024 CITY

itz g ra
Rachel KEeedwel

H T M o B

Chairperson T Sttt
Regional Transport Committes Pl
Hovizons Regional Counci My St
Dear Rochel

Palmerston North Clty Council Submission on Draft Regional Land Transport Plan

Falmerston Morth City Council [PNCC) thanks Horizons Regional Council [HRC) for
the opporiunily fo submit on the draft Begional Land Transport Plan [ELTP).

Reglonal significant activities - top three activities

PHNCC disogrees with the proposed prigrdtisalion lfor regional significant aclivities
within the draft ELTP.

PHCC submils that the Palmerston North Integrated Transport Inifiative (PHITI, which
included the regional freight ring road, is ronked fisst in Bhe list of regional significant
aclivities.

PHCC acknowledged and oppreciates the unsuccessiul proposal friom HRC to shifi
PHIT to first equal whean the dralt BLTP was considerad by the Regional Transport
Commitiee,

According to NITA Waka Kotahi, RLTPs describe the region's lang-term vision and
identify its short- to medium-term investment priorifies to move towards this vision,
They also include a regional programme of fronsport activities proposed for funding
over the next three fo six yaars.

RELTPs are Ihe primary vehicle for discussing and ogreesing a clear set of regionol
outcomes, priorties and improvemeant projects in the land ransport space. They
describe the gap between where we are and where we nead fo get 1o, along with
the programmea af activities needed fo bridge that gap. Therefore, RLTPs lello
povwerful story obout o region ond its ospirations?,

The current priarilisalion of regionally significant aclivities fais fo ook foreord and
address where we want to be as a region,

Furthar detail on the various prorily projects relative 1o the PHCC position on the
regional significant aclivities s provided below.

! hitps:/fwwwnata, govi.nzplanning-and-investment Mmational-land-transport-programme S 20242 7-nitp-
development/developing-regional-land-transpart-plans/
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Palmerston Morth Integrated Transport Initiative (PNITI)

PNCCs principal concern relales to PHITI being moved down in its regional prioiby
to a share second position with the Manawoll bridge cycleway.

PNCC opposes the draft RLTP in its current lomm. PHITI held the highest priorty in the
pre-resview BLTP, a position that is now held by Te Utiku slip.

The cument ranking of regional significant aclivities confuses the primary purpose of
an RLTP. PNCC submit that ELTP should be an aspirationol plan that looks torward
with its investments with prarify given to projects that will enhance the performance
of fransport network relafive to the new Govemment Policy Statement on Land
Transport [GPS) and the identified investrment pricrities.

PNITI i 0 long-term project with o considerable number of partners and supporfing
projects that require conlinuity of support over the course of its implementation., For
this reason, PHCC submits that PHITI hold the number one priorly in the cumant RLTP
and in future RLTPs.

To further support this view, the new GFS far Transpart has outlined economic growth
and productivity as the Govemment's top prority for investment, The GPS indicates
that efficient investment in cur kand frangport systemn connects people aond freight
quickly and safely, supporting economic growth and crealing social and economic
opportunities including access fo land for housing and growth. PNIT will further
improve PHNCC's ability to maintain its local roads, as the regional freight ring rood
will diract heavy vehicles away from residential streets that are under shrain
supporting these vehicle movernents, For example, repair domaoge to a bridge on
Amberty Ave that has falled due to increased use by heavy vehicles on a rood that
wids not designed for them.

PNCC submits thal the PN program., specifically the proposed regional freight dng
road, has a very strong alignment with the new GPS,

If the region B to be successful in gaining Government suppon far the accelaration
of PHITI and the regional freight ring road, it will be important that PRIT is seen by tha
Government as tha number one prorily for the region.

Polmerston Morth and the Manawatl has three of the top ten most dangerous
Intersections in the country. Two of these infersections 4t on Ealranga-Bunmythorpe
Rd, which has been identified as the proposad route for the regional freight ring
road. The third is the intersection of Flygers Line and State Highway 3 [Rangitikei
Line]. . Progressing the regional freight ring road will improve the safety of o three
infersections. While Flygers Line ond State Highway 3 is not located on the proposed
regional freight ring road, it is anficipated that construction of the regional freight
fing road will reduce the number of inter-regional movements through this
interseciion and therefore potentially enoble the speed fo be addrassed,

PNCC has previoushy provided support to other councik on reglonal projects such as
Olaki lo Marlh of Levin, which is now a commiited project,
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PHCC submils thal PNITL which includes the regional freight ring road, is ronked first
in the st of regionally significant activities.

PHNCC also understands the NITA Woka Kotahi will be releasing an updoted State
Highway Investment Proposal 2024-34 (SHIP) that responds to the new GPS. PNCC
seeks regional support vio the Regional Transpor Committee for the specific
inchesion and acceleration of the regional freight ring read within the updated SHIP.

Te Ufiku Slip

while the works 1o address the Te Utiku slip arg significant, they ore o maintenance
activity and should be reflected as such in the RLTP. With the emergency works
already underway, PNCC supporls NZTA Waka Kotahi in seeking o long-term solution
to the resiience of this connection. Howewver, it is PNCCs view that this work is still
considered 1o be a maintenance activity, regardiess of the solution,

Given that the GPS links maintenance and resilience into a single priority, PNCC
would like to see the nature of this activity reflected as such in the RLTP. It i PNCC's
view that this B reflected in either a lower priosly in the investment priorifies, or that
the activity is located to another section of the ELTP that better reflects the regions
mainfenance needs,

Manawati River Bridge Cycle Way

PHCC strongly supports the Manowaotl rver bridge cycleway project as it was an
outcome driven by the community aond supporfed by the evidence and the
decision on the Te Ahu a Turanga designalion process.

PHCC submits thal this project should be included as part of the overall Te Ahu a
Turanga project in the RLTP as it is a condition of the designofion for the project.

while PNCC recognises that a decision was made to seporate the cycleway
funding, PNCC submit that this be corected with the cycleway inciuded in the
overall Te Ahu a Turanga project, as required by the condilion on the designation.

The Manowall river bridge cycleway project should be ranked in a separate toble
s it s o committed project.

OTHER ACTIVITIES

These submission points are more adminisirative in nature and reflect advice that
PHCC has recaived from MITAWaka Eotahi and changes to its LTP programmes.,

Shared Pathways
PHNCC has received advice from NITA Waka Kotahi thal it should alter one of its
activities in the RLTP. The Shared Pathways Network octivities, consists of two shared

pathway programmes: the Monawall River shared pathway and the Feilding to
Falmeston Morth shared pathway.
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The advice receivad i thal NITA Waka Eotahi would ke 1o be oble to assass the
merils of these shared pathways saparately. PNCC request thal the bwo activities be
separaled out in the ELTP.

PNCC submits that the Feilding to Palmerston Narth shared pattwway sit higher than
the Manawatl River pathway due to its connection to PNITIL s well as the
ogreement betwaen PNCC, NITA Waka Kotahi and Manawatl District Council to
complete this project.

PHCC remains commilfed to the Manawald River shared palhway as it forms an
important connection between the City, Ashhurst, Te Apiti and the propasad
kanoawatl iver bridge cycleway project.

Coak 5t Roundabouts

During the development of its "low cost low risk” program, Cook 5t/ Fargusson 5
roundaboul was idenfified as being o high-risk location, nitial review of frealmeant
options indicated that this project will nat meet the ‘low cost low risk” funding
threshold. Based on this, MITA/Waka Kotahi have advised we need to procead with
the wiorks as new improvement oclivity with o supporting business case, PMNCC has
put this new activity into Transport Investmen! Online and ask that HRC add the
actvilty fo the improvemeant activities,

Fioneer Highway Safety Improvements

PHCC waould like lo advise HRC thatl PNCC is no longer proceeding with the safely
improvements for this activity ond would ask that it be removed from the RLTP
regional priarities lish.

Yours sincerely

e

Grant Smith Wald Crocket
MAYOR CHIEF EXECUTIVE
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Contribution ID: 1075
Member I0: 385
Date Subrmitted: Mar 19, 2024, 0403 PM

[} Do wou agree with these ohjectives as goals for the futwre of land trangpart in aur regionT

il Choice

0z  Why?

Shetrrt Teemd

Q3 Have we missed anything you think ks impartant?

Sheort Teml

Qi Rank the investment priorigies

Ranking

05 Wy have you ranked the prieritles this way?

Sheort Text

Qi Oha o agree with the averarching priarity®

Mighi Chodce

a7 Whyt

Sheart Text

GF  Pick your top 5 priority projects

Ranking

g%  Why have you chosen these proajects in this order?
Shenit Tomt
gio Do wou have any other feedback an the dralt Heripans Regional Land Transpart Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term

review]?
Sheor Test

Q11 Upload sy supparting documants here

File Uipload hepsihaveyoursay. hosizons. ot nafd owndoad _Tiles215

Q2 Mame

Shioet Text Gramt Smith

Qi3 Email address

vt |

Q14 Where are you based?

Short Text Palmerstan Marth

1%  Organisation (if applicable)

Short Text Palmesrstan Rorth City Council

- - - -
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Q16 E-signature

Short Text Leans

Q17 Do you wish to speak to your submisslon?

Builtl Chalce Wik

Q18 Preferred submiision hearing date

Bduiltl Chaloe Thursdany 4 April 2024 (1 0am - 2]

0149 Phane

QX0 Will you be attending the submission hoaring in person or anline?

Blailcl Chalor In persan
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3f26/24, 10:12 AM Maurice _Mildenball JPG (1226x548)

S\.'rb-"vl 155 1O

Whanganni

14 March 2024

to

Altn Transpon

Horizous Regional Council
Frivale Bag 11025
Manawaty Mail Centre
Prlmerston Morth 4442

RLTP 2024 Submission - Walking and Cycling

Dear Sir,

I have explored your submission form and have found it vnworkable.

{ have a serious inlerest in the walking and eyeling component of your dacuiment.
Tltere are minor errors in your presenlation:

Pages 27 and 28 are very light in detail, this [ accepted.

Page 29 has errors

The Horopito 1o National Park and the off roed Turoa Ski Fietd to Glikone links, bath extensions of te Mountain Lo the Sew, are nol identified yel nre included on page 86 of th
The Tangimeana Cycle Treil isincorrectly located.

You have missed the Ken Everlt Cycle Traltor SHI Whirckine, Manawatu River,
Yours fithfully

Mavrice Mildeahail
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Contrikution ID: 1079
Response No: Member 1D: 385
Date Submitted: Mar 19, 2024, 04:40 PM

5

Loy Do you agree with these objectives as goals for the future of iand transpert in our region?

Multi Choice
Q2  Why?
Short 1ext

Q3 Have we missed anything you think is important?

Short Text

Q4 Rank the investment priorities

Ranking

Q5  Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Shaort Text

Qs Do you agree with the overarching priority?

Multi Chaice
Q7 Why?
Short Text

Q8 Pick your top 5 priority projects

Ranking

Q%  Why have you chosen these projects in this order?

Short Text

Q1i¢ Do you have any other feedhack on the draft Horizons Regicnal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
review)?
Short Text

Qn Upload any supperting documents here

File Upload https://haveyoursay.horizons.govt.nz/downinad _file/219

Q12 Name

Short iext Maurice Mildernhall
Q13 Email address
Qi4  Where are you hased?

Short Text Whanganui

Q15  Organisation {if applicable}

Short Text

® . . .
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Submission to Horlzons Regional Council

DRAFT REGIOMAL LAND TRANSPORT PLAMN 2024

Submission from: Simon Loudon

Dated: 15 barch 2024

JE2ET | BER0AD3E

b
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Background

My name s Simon John Lowdon and | have bean a resident of Marton, Rangitikel, for 19 yvears. |
am a refired Physiotherapist and TCM Acupuncturist. | am a Councillor at the Rangitikei District
Council. | am a mambear of the Interested Residents of Marton and Rangitiked Incorporated {IRD-
MAR). | submit on behalf of mysalf; | wish to presant al the hearings.

Context

2

Harizons are obligated to monitor and actively ensure acceptable air quality standards far its
residents. The resulls of the HAPINZ 3.0 report are significan! markers on how air quality impacts
our health and wellbaing. The social costs are immense. The implications of MO2 on air quality
are increasing, contributing more and more to peaple's poor health cutcomes. The use of diesel
fualled vehicles, and especially heavy and light trucks Is on the rise in our region, The truck and
trailer units are gatling bigger and heavier; the loads heavier, raguiring maore powarful diesal
engines to drive them,

With evidence drawn from the study "Health and air pollution in Mew Zealand 2016 (HAPINZ 3.0)
(Kuschel at al,, 2022a)’, Stats NZ states in "Human health impacts of PM2.5 and NO2' dated 23
February 2023 that:

“Phd2. 5 and NOZ2 from human-made air podlution was associaied with
an astimated 3,317 premature deaths and 13,155 hospilafisations in
Aolearoa New Zealand,”

The HAPINZ 3.0 report also states that PM2.5 and NO2 from anthropogenic sources in New
Zealand in 2016 confributed lo:

over 13,200 cazes of childhood asthma,

approximately 1.745 milion restricted acthvly days (days on which people cowld not do the
things they might otherwise have done i air poliufion had nat been presaent).

soctal cosls resulting from these anthropogenic health impacis tolalled $15.6 bitlion with NO2
axposure accounting for just over 60% of the lofal costs,

The population-weighted annual average NO2 concentration from anthropogenic SOLCes
worsened by just over 13% between 2006 and 2018, resulting in an increase in soclal costs of
mare than 28%. This is nol surprizing given the number of diesel vehicles, which are the main
sowree of NOZ, have increased sighificantly since 2006, Light diesal vehiclas have increased
by 44% and heavy diesels by 12% (MoT 2027).

«  Overall, combining PM2.5 and NO2, the air poliulion health burden due fo anthropogenic

sources increased by 10.2% between 2006 and 2016. All of this increase is due 10 expasure
o NO2, but the full impact of worsening NO2 has baen lassenad by the improvemends in
PA2.5 concaniralions.

Haorizans Regional Council are obligated to monitor and regulate air guality.
The draft Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP), page 20, figure 10, dearly damonstrates

significant upward trends in heavy trucks and buses, light duty trecks and diesel-powered
vehicles in the Harnzans ragicn.
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The RLTP sats out five objectives: Travel choice, Connectivity and efficiency, Safety, Climate
change and resilience, and Metwork quality and integration. The objectives do not highlight
our people’s health and wellbeing as per the "One Network Framework' and the "Ministry
of Transport Outcome Framework'. The "Safety” objective in the RLTP is Bmited Lo injury by
accident.

CONCERNS

&

My concams with the draft RLTP ara summarisad below:

{a) The effects of the concentration of increased traffic flowfroad use on dedicated roads
associated with largeted developments,

(b The effects of iraffic concantration on kocal air quality.

{c}) The subsequent implications on people’s health and wellbeing from increased traffic
concentration.

{d) The social costs attributed to degradation of local air quality,

{2) The subsequent impacis on our environment and our local waterways due to the increased
concantralion of air pollution associated with these dedicaled roads.

(N  The impact of on local Coundils budgels and their capacity to maintain these dedicated
roads and their feeder roading networks,

DISCUSSION

a

10

iR

The draft RLTP has been well put together. However, it ks my opinion thal health and wellbaing
associated with poor air quality linked to traffic concentration pathways will affect our people. This
important issue hasn't been transferred across into the RLTP, from the seed documents of the
"One Metwork Framework” and the 'Ministry of Transport Oulcome Framework”,

The RLTP is suppaorting significant growth in our region and advocating for large regional
transport hubs, Whilst it is commendable that transportation hubs and better use of rail is baing
promoled, especially in the case of Palmerston Morth, the transported goods nead 1o get 1o, and
gel away from thal transfer poinl. The goods will be transported by trucks, and as tha hub grows,
mare and more trucks will be on the roads, Electrification of the truck fleel is a remole possibility
but the practicality of this, in my view, is non-sensical. The loads these trucks must carry, for
example logging truck and trailer units, are immense, and the distance they must travel, often
from remote and difficull locations would be beyond scope. Diesel powerad trucks, and
increasing numbers of tham, will be concentrated on dedicated feedar roads. The concentration
of thase trucks will increase congestion; pinch point intersections will increase idling vehicles, and
alr quality will worsen with noxious NO2,

Lastly, the feeder roads into the proposed distribution and industrial hubs are local roads, They
are at the cost of Local Councils, Many local roads have not been engineared nor built fo camry a
multitude of 50 tonne trucks every day. The costs barmne by local Coundls will be immensa unless
greater Central Government funding ls made available to upgrade and maintain these important
feader nelworks.,

CONCLUSION

12

In summary | make the below submissions in respact of the RLTF:
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Regional health and wellbeing should be included alongside safely as one of the RLTP's five
objectives,

The RLTP should acknowledge the HAPINZ 3.0 report and role PM2.5 and NO2 play in our
health, wellbeing, and socdal statistics.

The RLTP should play an active rele in mitigating use of diesel-powered vehicles and the
aducation on the effects of NO2 and PM2.5 on our health and wellbaing.

The RLTP should carefully consider dasign of the fesder roading networks to the hubs, with
nat anly traffic flows in mind, bul the health and wellbeing of peoples who wark and live within
proximity of these feeder roads.

Thea RLTP should advocate for air quality monitoring and reporting on the feeder road
nebworks,

The RTLP should consider, acknowladge, and provide solutions to the costs demands on bocal
Councils to upgrade and mainiain these promoted feeder roading networks.

GLOSSARY

(a)
{b) motor vehicles {17%) such as exhaust and brakeftyre wear

PM2.5 is a size of ‘particulate matter’, in this case, that below 2.5 micrometres ie 0,0000001m
FPM2.5 were associated with

domastic fires (7T4%)

(c) from road vehicles.
(d) windblown dust (8%) such as construction dust, lamd use
(e] activities and road dusl els.

M Industry (0.1%)

MO2: Nitrogen dioxide. The main source of nitrogen dioxide resulting from human activities is
the combustion of fossil fuels, especially from vehicles,
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Cantribution ID; 1077
Mermber ID; 385
Date Submivted: Mar 15, 2024, 04:13 PM

Q1  Doyou agree with these abjectives as goals for the future af land transpert in our region?

Multi Chafce

Q2  Why?

Shart Text

Q3 Hawe vwe missed anything you think is impartant?

Shart Tt

0d Rank the Investment priorities

Ranking

Q5 ‘Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Shart Test

Q6 Do yau agres with the overarching priarity?

WAl Chnice

a7 Whyt

Sheart Text

Q8 Pick your top 5 priority projects

Ranking

Q%  Why hove you chasen these projects In this order?

Chvort Tt

af ] B you hbve sy ather fecdback an the draft Horizans Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 migd-term
P |7
St Toxt

Q11 Upland any supperting documents here

File Upload  hitps:haweyoursay, horiporsgovtnzddownload_filed217

g1t  Mame

Short Text Sirmon Loudan

13 Email acldress
emal
Q14 Where are you based?

Shart Text Marton

415  Organisation (if applicable)

Cheart Texl
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16 E-signature

Short Tt Learna

g1y D yau wish to speak to your submission?

Wiulti Chinice Yied

Qi Preforred submission hearing date

Whulel Chodce  Thursday 4 Agril 3 {1 0am - 4pmj

Qie  Phone
rotephone [

Q3 Wl yeu e attending the submission hearing in peréen of enling?

Wil Chiolee Ini persan
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Submission to Horizons Regional Council:

Mahere Waka Whenua &-rohe Draft Reglonal Land Transport Plan

Ta: Horizons Regional Council
transporithorizons. govi.ng

Submitter: Interested Residants of Marlon and Rangitikei

Emiatl:

eron [

introduction

1 Interested Residents of Marion and Rangifikel Incorporated (IRO-MAR) wish to be heard in
suppart of its submission on the draft Regional Land Transport Plan.

2  IRD-MAR advocates for a group of residents fiving In Marton and the wider Rangitikel district who

hold a strong affinity and commitment (o the land and people of Rangifkel district, i's health and
well-being.

3 Wa wish lo sas our disirct grow and flourish but not at the cost of the amenity and environment
that make this area a special place to live.

4  We support environmentally-best practice development and pratection of Ranglifikel District |,
including its rural environment and communitias, its flora, fauna, endangered species and solls,

5  Woe appreciate this opportunity to take part in the Horzons consultation process,

General commeants:

(a] IRO-MAR supports the over-arching priorities; Resillence and Climate Change; Conneclivity

and Access: Better travel options; and Safaty
b) IRO-MAR supports the following projects being prioritised for our region:
1. The construction of Te Ahu a Tlranga, ManawatO-Tararua highway
2. The completion of the Otaki to north of Levin highway,

3. Progressing and developing the Regional Freight Ring Road (as part of the PN Integrated
Transport Initiative)

4. Continuation and replacement of the current Capital Connection passaenger rail service with

implemantation of a new flaat of trains and Increased servios frequancy

5. Progression of Te Litanganui; including the KiwiRall Regional Freight Hub.

inlerasiad Rosldants of Manon and Rangillel
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Mahere Waka Whenua &-rohe Draft Reglonal Land Transport Plan

While these projects are not within the Rangitikei region; it is submitted that our residents will
benefit from these developments for the reasons below;

+ Increased transpor oplions provided by a more regular train service lo Waellinglon
= Safer roading between the Rangitfkei and Wellington, and reduced travel times.
+ [mproved access to other regions

» [RO-MAR supports the devalopment of an inland paort for our region; Te Utanganui for
future resilience. Howaver the freight path/routa far heavy vehicles needs full
consideration (access, roading cost, safety, Impact on local roads)

Commants on the Draft Plan: Objectives and Policles

a) Rural/Urban differences: we nofe that the draft policles ane written with a focus on our
larger urban communities: the impacts on our Rangilikel communities have not been
assessed, For example

&, The proposed hubs for heavy fraffic and proposed decrease in light traffic
owing to urban transport options does not take account of the rural situation: { p69
Priority investrent focus, banefits and KPls: Key Performance Indicators)

. IRO-MAR iz concerned at the polantial increase In heavy vehicles on rural
roads as mora trips are made to closer freight hubs,

ii. Rural communities rely on car and wtility vehicle transport: how does this
plan propose to decrease the use of light vehickes for us?

lil. Anincrease in heavy traffic on rural and local roads will cause more
damage to our roads. [The Ranglifkel region is already struggling with
damage and safely issues from existing heavy traffic)

iv. Unilike urban centres, rural roads and ALL ROADs in the Rangifikei are
used by a large variety of vehicles: such as large harvesters, sheep and
cafile trucks, forestry trucks, buses, army tanks, rally cars, ambulance,
school buses, cyclists, buses, elc. An increase in heavy traffic will reduce
road safety further,

¥. RangitTkai had the largest number of road fatalities of any region with
Horizons except Horowhenua ( See Figure 26 p 74 Total number of

raported injuries and fatalities on state highways and local roads by
district batween 2017/18 -2022/23). It is unacceptable for Horizons
policies in this draft plan fo increase the safety risk on our roads by
seeking to increase heavy traffic.

b. FirelAmbulanca/Hospital
I. COur Rangifikel communities have to travel by light vehicla to hospitals In

Palmarston North and Whanganui, or further to Wellington. Our
communities are serviced by ambulances and fire engines that nead to

Inlerested Residents of Marton and Rangiiked
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Mahere Waka Whanua &-rohe Draft Reglonal Land Transport Plan

travel o emergencies and then to hospital on our reads. An increase in
heavy Iraffic will Increase travel times and risk for our emergency staff and
vahicles.

b) Increase Transport modas/options
a. Air Transport: (6.8 Ports and Airports Ngd wipu me nga pa rererangl p30)

i, Whanganui airport Is an important alrport for the Rangltikel community,
offering a second air iransport option.

Ohakea: we would like to see consideration be given to Ohakea as a
regional and international airport for freight and passengers.

iii. VWhanganul Port Developmeant: the development of tha Te Piwaha
Whanganui Port affers potential passenger transport as well as freight,
and adds rasilianca to our region,

b. Passenger Rail: (6.5.2 Passenger Rail- Pahihi rerewhenua pp23-24)

k. We support development of regular passenger rall services betwean Mew
Plymouth through Whanganul 1o Marton; Talhape to Maron; Marton to
Palmerston North and beyond; this would provide a safe and low transport
option for our community. Development of a reliable and regular rall link
betwean Palmerston North and Whanganui would encourage reduced use
of light vehicles between the two largest cenires in our region.

ii. The drafi plan places significant emphasis on freight movement. We
wolld like to see mons conslderation of paople movemant: including
growing numbers of Tourists and independent travellers. Families
travelling for sports and community events. Rall can provide significant
amenity for reglonal communities, as it has done in the recent past.

c. Cycle trails of the Rangiffkei (8.7 Walking and cycling networks- Nga ara hikol, ara
paihikara pp27-28)

i. Rangittkel has beautiful cycle tralls: eg the RangitThel Gorges to Sea, and
Marton lo Himatangi. IRO-MAR would like more consideration given to
cyclisis safety and provisions for cyvcleways In fulure road planning for our

region.

¢} Land Usa Integration/land patterns (8.9 Transport and land usa integration- Whétahi
waka me te whakamahl whenua p3 and 31)

a.  We support investment in our roads across the Horizons region: we would like to
sea long term planning for resilience and durability. Rangitikei relys on SH1as a
major connacting route for all vehicles. We support investment in alternative
routes, such as Stabe Highway 54, Vinegar Hill to Palmarsion MNorth,

I. Significant slip events on maln highways such as the Utlku slip repair
could be funded by a separale climata’weather event emergency fund.

Interpsted Residents of Marfon and Rangifkel
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Summary

6

Mahers Waka Whenua &-rohe Draft Reglonal Land Transport Plan

Topography has impact on emisslons: Transport routes and mode options need to
be designed as part of long term planning for sultable land use.

Haavy traffic routes need to be dedicated and prioritised for upgrading with the
correct pavemeant design for heavy 50 tonne + trucks. These Irucks are causing
extensive damage to local rural roads.,

. Alr quality: large volumes of heavy vehicles are better suited to less hillly terrain.

The Horizons region already has a high share of NZ total greenhouse emissions,
without farm vehicles being taken into account. For the foreseeable future it is
difficult to see elactrification reducing emissions for heavy vehicles in rural areas,
Electrification remains an alternative that requires time out and high energy
demand. Reslfience needs o make concassions for more than ona type of
powerfuel source.

. Land use also has implications for Rural residents: While the draft transport plan

refers to urban residents, eg p31 “ A key goal for all urban areas in the reglon
is the development of a well-functioning urban environment that enables the
integration of land use and transport planning to ensure the creation of safe,
accessible and veable urban areas... Includes access fo a range of
fransport modes...providing assoclated soclal, environmental and economic
benefits fo maxinise wellbeing"

The following paragraph ™ in rural environments... " refers only to trucks.

In summary, IRO-MAR supports the Overarching priorities in the Draft Regional Land Transport
Plan, including:

(a)
{b)
c)
(d}

Reslience and Climate Change: support long lerm planning
Connectivity and Access: consider rursl communities

Better iravel options: what is bes! for our lend?

Safety. transport impacts on health and wellbeing

These ovar-arching priorities are all important and nead to be carefully considerad, including the
options for our rural communities, not just our urban folks,

s AR .

M Wallace

On behalf of IROMAR

Dated: /"5"-—*3-’ 24 LY

iderested Residents of Maton and Ramgitfed
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Contribution ID: 1060
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Dave Submicted: Mar 19, 2024, 0443 P

o1 Do wou agree with these ohjectives as goeals for thie futwre of land transpart in our region?
Mehulti Choice

Qz  Why?

Sheorn Texd

03 Hawve we missed anything you think is important?

Shetsrt T

04 Rank the investment priorities

Ranking

Q5 Wy have you ranked the priorities this way?

Shiort Text

Q6 Do you agree with the overarching priority?

Wi Chiodee

Q7 Why?

Shiort Text

08  Pick your top 5 priority projects

Hanking

Q%  Why have you choden these prajects in this order?

Shoet Toxt

Q10 Do you have any ather feedback on the draft Herizons Reglonal Land Transport Plam 2021 {2034 mid-term
Pl a7
Short Text

Qi1 Upload any supporting documents here

File Lipload hitps:ifhaseyoursay. hosipore govtnzddovwnload_files220

Qi  Mame

Short Text  Feliclty Wallate

918 Email address

erot -

Q14 ‘Where are you basod?

Shart Text bdarton

18 Organisation (il applicable)

Chart Text Interested Residents of Martan and Rangltike

L . - .
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Q16 E-slgmature

Shiort Texl Lmaia

oQi7 D yoou wiish to speak to your submission?

Mulii Chodcs Yag

Q& Preferred sulvmission hearing date

Multi Cholce Thursday 4 April 2024 [10am - dpm]

Qe Phane
toeptone

QX0 Wil yau be attending the submission hearing in person o anline?

Multi Chalce  In person

] - = -
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Horizons Regional Couneil
27/02/24 Private Bag 11025

Palmerston north Mail centre 4442
G ioiovey NN

Re REGIONAL TRANSFORT REVIEW

I'most STRONGLY OBJECT to any further extra payment via my rates for urban transport,

and furthermore, I also STRONGLY OBJECT to the $57. 34 that is currently charged via my rates
demand,

The reason being is because I am a senior citizen, on a limited fixed income, and have had an
utter GLUTSFUL of councils thinking they can make us pay for a service that ] MOST DEFINITELY
have not used, NOR DO [ INTEND TO USE,

The service should be central Government funded and also paid for by the user whom wants
it, in esscence USER PAYS, not subsidised by the ratepayer. | get ABSOLUTELY NO SUBSIDY

for what I like, so why should 1 subsidise this,

To give the council a very clear message re this, some seniors | have had conversation with are
also getting very tired of us AGAIN are going further backwards for the wants of others,

I am also extremely close to the point where 1 will STOP PAYING FOR THE TRANSPORT
COMPONENT OF MY RATES, I accept that you will put penalty on the outstanding amount,
however, with the age [ am, the effect will be very little, and the big plus is that I get to spend my
money before I fall off the perch on myself and NOT THE COUNCIL. [ also am very encouraged
b:,-m:mmxm;miuhawMMgwmu&mmummﬂng_

in person at a hearing.

i

Ialso require an opportunity to express my obj
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Contribution ID: 1083
Member [D: 385
Date Submitted; Mar 19, 2024, 05:06 P

G1  Doyou agree with these objectives as goals for the future of land transpart In our region?

il Chpdcie
g2  Why?
Shaort Tt

Q3 Hawe we missed anything you think i impartant?
Shert Texi
Q4 Rank the investment priorities
Rankirg
05 Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Sheart Texl

Q6 Do you agree with the owverarching priority?

Multi Chalee

ar Wiyt

Shiori Text

0f  Pick yaur tep 5 prioricy projects

Hanking

98 Why have you chosen these projects in this order?

Ghiprt Text

[l 1] Do youn hiive any ather fesdback an the draft Horipons Reqgional Land Transport Plam 2021 (2024 mid-term

Fir e
Shiart Tast

011 Uplaad any supparting documents here

File Uiplaad  htipsdfhaveyoursay hariparsgovinz/dovwnload_filed233

12 Name

Short Text Graha Hollowany

13 Email address

Q14 Where are you based?

Short Text  Whanganui

015  Organisation (If applicable)

Cheart Tkl

» . » 2
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Q16 E-glgnaturs

Shart Taxt Liana

Q17 Do you wish to speak ta your submisslan?

Multi Choice Yy

Q18 Praferred submission hearing date

Flulti Chaice Thursday 4 April 2024 [10am - dpm)

1% Phone

320 Will you be attending the submissian hearing In persen or online?

Il Chodee In persan

o ® ¥ .
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Mlultl Chislce

02
Short Text

03

Shicrt Text

05

Shiart Test

0

khulzl Chaice

a7

Siart Tt

o3

Rarikirsg

Q9

Shipet Text

gi0

Short Text

qQn

Filix Lipdaad

12

Shart Texd

Q13

Ernas
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Contribution ID: 1056
Member I0:
Date Submitted: Mar 15, 2024, 04611 PM

Do wou agres with these objectives as goals for the future of land transpart in our region?

Yes

WhyT

Agree with priogity foous, bowever would ke to understand funding and prioritisston of Beess ofijecthes,

Have we missed anything you think is iImportant?

Mo

Bank the investrment priarities
Safety

ClJl'lll'IE{Ehl'll:r and accoss
Better travel options

Wy have you ranked the priorities this way?

Salely 5 paramoant to owr region with the number af accidents and fatals that happen within sur region, we wauld
Iihoe by charige his Tor alr regica,

Do you sgres with the overarching priariey?

Yos

Whiy?
ye 1o thee nurmber and scale af road incidents/sies still under repain within our region, first steps i o re-establish

exiting conneotivity and acoess to double Line thrawghout Tararua Disuice, whilst ensuring safety, Imestigating
additinnal transpor

Pick your top 5 priority projects

Waka Katahl) Te Ahu a Toranga Highway
{Tararud DC) Hiesrahi Takono (Raute 52)
Loswer Morth Eskand Rall [CapCon upgrades)

{all) Madntenance, operation and renssals
{KiwiRaily Regional Freight Hub

Why have you chasen these projects in this order?

These are projects wihidh will establish connecthvity, and improve infrastructure capability for us in the Tarana
Deserict

Do you kave any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
review

wie seoulld like bo see improvements of public transport aptions for Tararusa district info central manawaiu

Upload any supparting detumants here

Hame

Chrissy Marshall

Emall address

RLTP 2024 Sibmission Form !i EnCiﬂ!Finpﬂinl
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Chort Tt

gis

Shawd Text

Qié

Shsnry Text

Q17

Ml Chosoe

gig

il Chosce

Q19

Telephone

Q20
hbultl Chodioe

Page 25 of 55

Where are you based?

amnevirke

Organization (if applicable)

Mgt Kahungunu ki Tamaki-nui-a-Rua

E-signature

Chrissy Marshall

Do ywou wish to speak to your submission?

Yes

Preferred submission hearing date

Friday 5 April 2024 {10am - 4pm)

Fhono

winl yau e attending thie submission hearing in person or online?

In person

RLTP 2024 Submisshon Form
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RANGITANE O MANAWATU

SUBMISSION ON HORIZONS REGIONAL DRAFT LAND TRANSPORT PLAN

SUBMISSION TO:
Harizans Regional Council
Private Bag 11025
Manawatd Mail Centre
Palmerston North 4442

SUBMITTER INFORMATION:

Ingoa: T Ao Turna Environmantal Centra

iz Rangitdne o Manawali

Wahi noho: 140-148 Maxwells Line, Awapuni, Palmerston Morth
méra: I

Waea plkoro: _

Kaiwhakahaana: [.P. Harris, O.N.ZM, LLE, PGDipBusAdmin

Chief Executive Officer
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MY SUBMISSION IS:

Introduction:
Te Ao Turoa Environmental Centre

Te Ao Turoa Environmental Canltre (TATEC) contribute to upholding kaitiakitanga on behalf
of Rangitdne o Manawati lwi (Rangitane), We promate the health and wellbeing of our
people, the environment, wihi tapu and taonga by forming positive relationships and
partnerships with local councils, government agencies, developers, businesses and
community groups. Our environmantal centre underiakes ecological and cultural monitoring
projects, restoration of waterways through planting, weed and pest control, and plastics in
waterways reduction initiatives. We engage in planning processes, including local policy
reviews, town planning and resource consanting.

We are part of Best Care (Whakapai Hauora) Charitable Trust, which includes a collective of
health services run by our iwi. We deliver a Maor model of anvironmental management and
have developed a means of identifying and measuring outcomes in resource management
sought by Rangitine o Manawatl, We use Te Ara Whanau Ora (The Whanau Ora Pathways
Framework) originally developed by our esteamad kaumdtua Sir Mason Dury also applied
this in our health focused sarvices.

Rangitine o Manawati

Rangitine ancestors amived in Aotearoa aboard the Kurahaupd waka over 30 generations
ago. Whatonga was a captain of the waka and is the eponymous ancestor whom we, the
people of Rangitdne, trace our lineage. He settled in the Herataunga area (Hawke's Bay)
and explored a large part of Aolearca. Rangitine was the grandson of Whatonga whose
descendants occupy the Manawalil and other areas of the lower North Island and the top of
the South Island today.

At the turn of the 19th century, Rangitane and Rangitane whinaunga held mana over nearly
the entire drainage basin of the Manawat( Awa for many hundreds of years. Life centred
around the awa, its tributaries, lakes and wellands, which came to shape the worldview and
values system of our iwi today." Our worldview is based on the holistic principle that all
elements are interconnected. Ecosystems within our environment rely on many elements,
both physical and spiritual, at many scales lo function effectively. When one part of that

P diiees, S (R Ao 4 bl Moy, M’ oo uciiss
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system is interrupted, disturbed, or impacted, Te Ao Maori becomes imbalanced, affecting its
functionality, which in wum influances tha health and wallbaing of that environment and us as

people,

Whakapapa {our genealogy) and matauranga Maori (our traditional and contempaorary
knowledge) infarm our understanding of and connection to the environment, Every part of
the environment has a common genealogy descending from a common ancestor, The
principal ancestor is lo Matua Te Kore (the parentless one), who existed in Te Kore (the
realm of potential being). Then descended Nga PGS (the many nights), Ranginui, and
Papatianuku (Sky Father and Eanth Mother). The separation of Rangi and Papa by their
children brought forth Te Ao Marama (the world of light in which we live). This whakapapa
places us as descendants of the environment they inhabit, It reinforces our identity and a
deep connection to our lands. This matauranga links us o the world, creating an inseparable
bond and a responsibility to pratect the environment from misuse. Kaitiakitanga is the
inherent obligation and responsibility we have as langata whenua of this area, to nurture and
protect, restore, and enhance the maur of our enviranment for fulure generations.

Traditional entry to the Manawati interior was gained by paddling and poling waka along the
Manawatl Awa. At each major river bend, a permanent or seasonal village or pa existed
within our history.** The awa linked hapil (family groups) lagether to form who we are, now
known as Rangitdne o Manawatd. We are a collective of six different hapl. Hapld membears
waork closely logether and each hapl has a represantative on tha Rangitdne o Manawald
Settlement Trust. This collaboration forms one avenue of mandate for Rangiténe as an iwi

authority.®®

Rangitane o Manawatu interest in the Regional Land Transport Plan

Rangitdne are intringically connecled 1o Te Taiao through our whakapapa, The Regional
Land Transport Plan should align with values of protection and enhancement of Te Taiao,
address the unique needs and priorities of both tangata whenua and the wider community,
and ensure that Rangitine o Manawatu are partners during any decision-making relating to
transport planning. Rangitdne have a particular interest in;

1 faplier 8 Follee [T Eraioy wf M. rdagm whes o P k g MG Soossatey PO Sy Coecd

4 TEprammny Wsagmary b | Bl Teagiia g F Pt i
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» Prioritising sustainable and environmentally responsible transport solutions
including promoting walking, cycling and public transport.

« Ensuring safely and accessibilily, including speed reduction around high crash
areas, growth areas, and sensitive receivers such as schools.

+ Focussing on reduction of emissions and resilience through climate change.

Most importantly, the Regional Land Transport Plan must uphold the principles of Te Tirili o
Waitangi, including partnership, participation, and the protection of our rights and interests,
Partnership with tangata whenua is essential for developing an inclusive and responsive
plan, especially here in Palmearston North city.

Rangitdne o Manawatu are well-equipped to partiner and make decisions on transport
matters that affect our people, community and the environment. We are active partners in
several transport initiatives currently, including as part of the Palmerslon Nerth Integrated
Transport Initiative. We should be respected as active pariners, True parinership is not
simply providing Rangitdna with opporlunitias to ‘assist” with decision making, but entails a
cooperalive and mutually beneficial relationship belween tangata whenua and the Crown
that recognises that tangata whenua have a unique position as indigenous peoples, The
Regional Land Transport plan must respect this position.

Tangata whenua groups have inlricate knowledge of their rohe and métauranga can be
extremely valuable in informing and enhancing transport planning in the region. Matauranga
can provide guidance on sustainable transport that minimises environmental impact and
protects against the effects of climate change, including emphasising the
interconnectedness of people and the environment and ensuring kaitiaki responsibilities are
provided for. Matauranga is a tool for innovation and adaptation which can lead lo a safer
and more resilient transport system, to support the objectives in the plan.,

The Regional Land Transport Plan should include spacific and detailed requirements for
partnership and ensure Tangata Whenua-led matauranga is explicitly considered in transport
planning in the Horizons region,

Rangitine have a particular interest in encouraging shared use pathways, including those
adjacent to the Manawatl Awa, which, as well as encouraging more sustainable modes of
transport, also supports community well-baing, safety and equitable access to transport and
infrastructure,
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Relief sought:
Amend and retain the Regional Land Transpart Plan seclions and provisions based on the

reasons and relief sought set out below and in Appendix One,

Rangitane are supportive of the following in the Regicnal Land Transport Plan and request
that they are retained:
« The overarching priority and 5 objactives;
= The pelicy focus on affordable transport cheices, safely, climate change and
resilience;
= Prioritisation of the Ring Road (as part of the Palmerston North Integrated
Transpor Initiative),

The fallowing requires reconsideration and redrafting:

= Explicit reference to partnership with iwi and hapd, including, but not limited to,
paragraph 5.1 which does not currently reflect the role of tangata whenua as parinaers
in transport planning and decision-making and suggests that iwi and hapl are nol
well equipped to make informed decisions.

¢ Ensure matauranga Maor is considered and applied, in partnership with tangata
whenua.

» Ensure that potential effects on cultural sites from transport infrastructure, including
wahi tapu, are acknowledged and considered.

» Specific policy amendments required are reflected in Appendix One,
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Section/Provision

Reasoning

' Relief sought

The overarching priority and Support | Rangitdne o Manawatu support the 5 objectives, Retain the objectives
Objectives 1-5 particularly the focus on safety, climate change and
resilience
5.1 Iwi and hapi - Nga iwi me nga | Oppose | Rangitane (including cther iwi and hapd) are well Re-drafting to reflect that fwi and
hapl in part . equipped to partner with councits and make informed | hap have important interests in

. decisions about transport, this should be reflected

| more accurately in this section.

Transport infrastructure projects also have the
potential to have significant adverse effects on
cultural sites, including wahi tapu. We seek specific
mention of potential effects on wahi tapu.

transport, and that tangata whenua
are pariners in decision-making in
transport planning in the Horizons

regicn.

Any other amendments necassary
to achieve the relief sought.

Policy 5.8: Ensure the region's iwi | Oppose

and hapd partners are provided the
opportunity to engage and assist
with decision making on any new
land transport development at all
stages of the process.

As currently worded, the policy does not reflect i
and hapd role in decision making as pariners.

This policy should also be amended fo ensure
partnership in all land transport development, not just
new.

Reword to reflect true partnership
and shared decision-making

Policy 5.8: Ensure-the Pariner with
the region’s iwi and hapl partners
are-provided the opportunity-lo
eRgage-ard-assist-with (n decision
_ making on any sew land transport
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development at all stages of the
process.

Matauranga is a tool that can
enhance the cutcomes of transport
planning, not a roadblock.

Policy 1.7: Enhance and improve
access to the regional and local
network of cycle ways and shared
pathways.

Support
in part

RoM are supporive of shared-use pathways,
particularly along the Manawati Awa.

As currantly worded, the policy appears to focus on
access to cument shared-use pathways, not the
maintenance and enhancement of share-use
pathways themselves, or consideration of additional
sharad-use pathways as a tool to achieve objectives
of travel choice and accessibility.

Reword to consider additional new
shared-use pathways, incduding

enhancement and maintenance of
existing pathways, not just access,

Policy 3.3: Ensure speeads are
appropriate for the road
environment and the highest risk
parts of the regional network are
made safer,

Rangitane o Manawat( are supportive of ensuring
appropriate speeds for read environment, however,
consider that explicit reference to speed reduction

would ensure this is considered in detail in decisions

reagarding spaad.

Specifically mention speed
reduction as a tool for safety
improvement in this policy.
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Contribution ID; 10&5
Member ID: 385
Date Submitted: Mar 18, 2024, 10015 PR

Do wou agree with these objectives as goals for the future af land transpart in aur reglon?

Yes

Why?

Have we missed anything you think is imparfani?

Rank the investment priorities

Wiy have you ronked the priorities this way?

Do you agree with the overarching prierity?

s

Wihy?

Plck wour top 5 priority projects

Wiy have you chosen these projects in this erdes?

Do you have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term

rewiew)?

Upload any supporting detuments hore

httpsdfhaveyoursay horizons.govi. e download_Bei200

Mame

Danie®e Harris

Email addrass

Where are you based?

Palmirston Morth

Organisation (if applicable)

Rangitans o Manysati

RLTP 2024 Suhimission Farm

§3 socialpinpoint
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Q16 E-slgpnaiture

Shert Text Loana

17 Do you wish ta spoak to your submission?

hulti Chaoice  Yes

Q18 Preferred submission hearing date

Mt Chalco

Qe Phone

Qx Will you be attending the submission hearing in person of anline?

Mulid Chaloe I erson

Poge 23 of 55 BLTP 2024 Submissian Form !i suciulpinpuint
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REGIOHAL CalllCiL
15 March 2024

TTPO201
2024 LM5:MR
Horizans Regional Transport Committes

Email: Transport@horizons, aovt.ng

Dear sirfmadam,

HORIZOMS STAFF SUBMISSION TO THE DRAFT REGIOMNAL LAND TRANSPORT PLAN 2021-
2031 (2024 REVIEW)

Introduction and purpose of this submizsion

Thank you for the opportunity 1o submit on the draft Horizens Regional Lard Transport Plan
2021-31 (2024 review) (the RLTPL. This submission has been prepared by officers and has not
been formally endorsed by Horizons Reglonal Council or a committee of the Council,

The purpose of this submissian is to address potential changes required in response ta the
draft Government Pollcy Staterment on Land Transport (GPS) released on 4 March 2024 and
to highlight a potential area of misalignment betwieen the One Plan Regional Policy
Staternent and the draft RLTP,

Government Policy Statement on Larnd Transpart

The draft RLTP approwved for consultation by the Regional Transport Committes in January
2024 was prepared under the draft GPS issued by the previous government in August 2023,
The present day Sovernmeant’s new dralt GPS was released on 4 March 2024, Under the
Land Transport Managerment Act 2003, an RLTP must be consistent with the GPS,

Council officers have reviesed the dralt GPS and advise that changes may be required to the
RLTF ensure overall consistency with the new GPS. Suggested areas which may benafit from
charge includea
- Updates to the strategic framework (vislon, objectives, policies and transport
investment pricrities) to ensure consistency, where necessary, with the draft GPS
strategic direction, Examples of potentisl changes include removal of policies
associated with development of a vehicle kilometres travelled reduction plan and
reframing of policies ender Chjective 2 to ensure they link to the strategic prionity for
efficiency and productivity,
= Minor updates o the narrative in section 7 (future cpporiunities) to create
connections within these key workstreams to the strategic focus of the new draft
GPL (eg. efficiency and productivity),
= Update to the narrative in section 9.1 1o outling the focus of the new draft GPS 2024,
- Updates to section 15 {funding the plan) to reference other potential revenue streams
proposed through the draft GPS and any changes to the 10 year forecast (if this is
kncown by the hearing), Also update the activity classes to reflect those within the
new draft GP5.
- Updates to sections 16 reglonal transport pregrammee) and 17 (Inter-regional
activities] bo reflect the activily classes in the rew draft GP5 and any changes to the
programme (il there are any and they are kncwn by the hearing),

Taurrswunul | Winanganul | Maron | ‘Woodvile | Palmersion Moith | Kakanga
24 ke Iroephonn D00 A00 A00 | fae 06 O5F 2000 | amall belpghonrons goed re
Priwate Bag 11075, Marmwalll Mall Centie, Palasrion Mol 4847
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MEGIGMAL EHUREIL
There are abwicus timing implications associated with the drafl GPS delivery alongside the
RLTP. At this time an updated State Highway Investrment Proposal (SHIFY and lnvestonent
Pricritisation Method {IPM) are vet to be released. These bwvo documents may affect Road
Controlling Authority (RCA) and NZ Transpornt Agency Waka Kotahi transport programmes. If
thie SHIP and IPM are released in time for the hearings, officers will provide an update (o the
Hearing Subcommities on any changes needed, IF the SHIP and [PM are not released ungil
after the hearings, officers will provide advice to the Reglonal Transport Committes on how
ko manage the completion of the RLTP stalutory process maoving lonward. This will include
supporting the Reglonal Transport Commiitee through amy variation process should changes
ko thie SHIP trigger the BLTP significanca palicy.

Integration with the Horizons One Plan Regional Policy Statement

The Horlzons Policy Team have identifled a potential misalignment betwean the One Plan
Reglonal Pelicy Staterment and the draft RLTP. The misalignment relates to the One Plan
referencing “strategic road and rail networks identified in the Regional Land Transport
Strateqy” which i a document that has been superseded by the RLTP followirg a LTMA
change in 2013, The RLTP does not defire or map strategic road or rall networks specifically,
however the concapt is discussed throughout the Plan,

The reliance of the One Plan on the Reglonal Land Transport Strategy to ldentify strategic
rad and rall metworks and the absence of this in subsequent versions of the RLTP has
created implementation issues,

In essence, officers are secking bo better identify the strategic road and rall nebworks within
the RLTP to help restore the function of the Gne Plan Regional Policy Statement chapter
which relies on this, More detaidl, including the specific One Plan chapler and policies
affected, Is supplied in the letter received from the policy team, attached to this submission,

Transport officers recommend that strategic road and rall networks are described in the Plan
as "All state highways and railway within the regicn. The railways include sections of the
Marth Island Main Trunk line, Marton to New Plymouth line, Palmerston North to Gisborme
line amd Wairarapa line.” Transport officers view that this definition, while not mapping them
separately, would serve to meet the needs of the One Plan. The state highevay and rai
rebworks are already mapped within the BLTP on Figures 9 & 11,

Oifficers wish o be heard al the hearing,

If you have any queries regarding the content of this subrmission please contact the
undersigned by emall at transporaherizons.aavtng.

Yours sincerely,

i

Mark Read
MAMAGER TRANSPORT SERVICES

Copiod to Charlatke Almond
Policy and Strategy Manager

Tasransul | Whangars | Mafon | Woodle | Palmession Hoth | Ksanga
24 howr hraaphone G508 800 000 | fax G% 052 2029 | emall help@hoeteom Gosd re
Privain flsg 1LOFS, Manvwail Madl Cenire, Palmersion Kotk 4442
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REGIDNAL COUMTIL

15 March 2024

ESMO300
MP:MR

Atin: Transport
Harlzons Regional Council

Via: transpori@horizons.govtng

Ténd koe Mark,
REGIONAL LAND TRANSPORT PLAN | MID-TERM REVIEW 2024

We note the Regionat Land Transport Plan (RLTP) is out for consultation. We have becoma
aware of some ssues in implementing the One Plan due to the repeal and replacerment of
the legisiation requiring a Regional Land Transport Strategy (RLTS), since replaced by the
RLTP. We request some changes o the RLTP to mitigate these implementation lssues.

Horlzons Regional Coauncil has a responsibility under section 30 of the Resource
Management Act 1991 for the controd of the use of land for the purpose of the avoidance or
mittigation of natural hazards. Horizons does this through the RPS-HAZ chapter (formally
Chapter 9] of the One Plan, RPS-HAZ-WNH-P11 [formalty Policy $-3): ‘new critical
infrastructurs” aims to discourage placement of critical infrastructure in areas prone to
flonding or ancther type of natural hazard.

The: definition for critical infrastructure references the RLTS. The definition is {emphasks
added]:
Critical infrastructure means infrastructure necessany o provide services which, i
interrupted, would have a serous effect on the peaple within the Region or a wider
population, and which world require immediate reinstatement. Critical infrastruciure
inciudes infrastructore for

a.  eleciricily sutstations

b, the reatmernt and storage of water for public supply fexcluding the distribulion

prestwiark)

e the marrag'emeni of human sewage t.rea-tment fexcluding e reﬂ-e:mrﬂfnn system)

o, 1 q afirped i
e health care Irr:.'ﬂru!fnrrs mr:!un'n'ng hn-spl'll.:lh

Because the RLTS has been superseded, and because the ELTP does not defing strategic
road and rail networks, RPS-HAZ-MH-P11 is not necessarly being triggered in consenting
decisions for ey eritical infrastructure. This means that adverse effects of the infrastruciure
on the environment in the event of a natural hazard, or the adverse effects of the natural
hazard on the infrastructure may not be considered. | reguest that the RLTP define strategic
road and rall nelworks, with criteria o idantify these nelworks, Lo assist In sobving this gap.
This may be in the form of a glossary term that s referenced In the body of the document.

Toamannd | Whangami | Madion | Woodsille | Pabsenion Herth | Rakenga
24 honw dresphons SO0 B00 BO0 | taxk 06 952 2035 | ermall felpd bz on goeln
Privale Bag IL0Z5, Manawati Mal Certre, Palmersion Horth 4448
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RiGIORAL CORNCIL |

Thie BLTS Is also referenced in RPS-EIT-P1 (formally Policy 3-1); 'Benefits of infrastructure

and other physical resources of regional or naticnal importance’, Under (aliv], the Regional |
Councll amd Territorial Authorities must recognise the followdng infrastructure as baing

phiysical resources of regional or natianal importance: the road and rall network a5 mapped .
in the Regional Land Transport Strategy (emphasis addecd),

RPS-EIT-P2 (formally Policy 3-2): “Adverse effects of other activities on infrastructure and
other physical resources of regional or natlonal importance” also references the RLTS under
thi: The Reglonal Council and Terdtors Authorities must ensure that adverse effects on
infrastructure and cther physical resources of regional or national importance frovn offrer
activities are awaided as far as reasonably practicable, including by using the following
meechanisms. ensuring effective Fnl:-u-gﬂhm of Erﬁmpa.rt arh::‘ tard use pia-nrﬁng a.rm'
protecting the function of the glrate i : B

Land Transporl Stratedy (emphasis added].

Because the RLTS has been superseded, and because tha RLTP doas not map road and rall

mebworks, issues have arisen in identitdng road and rail networks as infrastructure and other

physical resources of regional o national iImportance, As a result, RPS-EIT-F1 to P3 (formally

Polickes 3-1 to 3-3) are compromized with significant flow on effects; both of the

infrastructure and other physical resources of regional or national Importance on the

ermdronment, and of effects on the infrastructure and other physical resources of regional or

national importance itself, The draft Waikato RLTP 2024-54 maps key strateglc road and rall

corridors in the Walkato reglon, | request that the Horlzons RLTP undertake similar mapping |

for road and rail nebworks of regional or national importance, to help restore the unction of

One Plan chapter RPS-EIT (formally Chapter 3). |
|
|

Maku roa, na

=

Nicolaas Porlegys
SENIOR POLICY PLANMER
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Cantribution ID: 1072
Member ID: 385
Dagn Subimdcbed: Mar 19, 3024, 03:30 PR

1  Doyou agree with these sbjectives as goals for the future of land transpart in our reglon?
il Chodge

az  Whyt

Shvert Tt

43  Have we missed anything you think is Important?

Short Text
4 Rank the investment priorities
Raniding
05 ‘Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Short Text

a1 D yaou agree with the overarching priority?
hulgl Choice

Q7 Why?

Sheork Text

Qf Pick yaur top 5 priority projects

Ranking

Q3  Why have you chosen these projects in this ardes?

Shoert Text

Q10 Do you have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regienal Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-tenm

rovlew)?
Short Text

o1 Upload any supparting decuments here

File Liphoad hetpsifhaveyoursay harfzons.govt nefdownlaad_filef211

g1z Name

Chart Text Mark Read

013  Ernail address

Ernail LrAnSpOr T horz ons, govt.na

Qié  Wihore are you based?

Shiort Taxt Palrmarstaon Narth

015 Deganisation [if applicable)

Shart Text Harizons Regeanal Council {officers)

L = - .
Page 14.af 55 RLTP 2024 Submission Form !I SOC Iulplnpulnt
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Qi6  Caignature

Shart Text Leana

Q17 Do you wish to speak te your submission?

kultl Chindce ios

Q18 Preferred submission hearing date

ktile| Choder Tharsday 4 April 2024 (10am - dpm)

1%  Phone

Telephone Q50880080

Q20 ‘Wil you be attending the submitsion hearing in persan or anline?

kultl Chpice  In person

‘ - - &
Poge 15 of 55 RLTP 20124 Submission Form !l Sﬂﬂiﬂlplﬁpﬂlnt
Page 109



a1

il Chicéoe

02

Shear Taxi

Q3
Short Text

Ranking

Shoei Text

06
Muld Cholos

07
Short Text

Raniing

Thart Text

Qio

Shert Tewt

aQn
File Upload

Poge 44 of 55

!l"} I..:-_i'c:. i %
Guy  Dolbson SRARCIe)

Contribution I0: 27
Membaer I0: 436
Date Submitted; Mar 06, 2024, 11:53 AM

Do wou agree with thess shjectives as goals for the futures of land transpart in our region?

Yes

Why?

1t s a start, Rall Infrastructure and faster mare reliable tran sendces are key, Better use of rad netvork managerment
by Bivei Rall i also 8 must alang with change in culture by Kiwifiall Senior Management towarnds passenger sendces,

Hawe wie missed anything you think is important?

Maximum emphaiis musd be put on Otaki to Morth of Levin Expressyway delivery earier than laber. Expresawiys sone
Inves, Laak no further than svidence an declining number of road accidents and deaths since the apening of
Transmission Gailly.

Rank the investment priorities

Better travel options

Connecthity and access

Safaty

Why have you ranked the priarities this way?

Ranking should be 1) betber mono refiable travel options ¥ Connectivty and acoeis and 3§ Salery. Providing people
with better options will encourage use of public transpart providing these sendoes ane refliable, connected (train and
baus timetables link)

Do you agree with the everarching priority?

Ve

why?

A qusalified YES. Hesilience and reliability go hand in hand, If you defiver on these then climate change benefits will,
by delaidt, happen. Climate changs for many Kiwis s way down the St in tenms of pragmatic impact on their daily
lives,

Plck your top 5 priority prajects

(Waka Kotahi] D2NL Highway

[Kiwiftall] Regianal Freight Hub

Levwwer Marth Island Rall {CapCon upsgrasdes)
(waka Kotahl] Q3HL revocation of existing 5H
(Rangirikei DC) Manon Rail Huls

Whiy have you chasen these projects in this order?
Q2ML Expressaay 8 eritical for early delivery and will save lhves, Tinkering around a2 the marging {revacation] is a

shpst-term sticking plaster solution, Getting the rail depots and Supponing structune up b soratch is vital for fubure
growth,

Do you have any sther feedback on the draft Horlzons Reglonal Land Transport Flan 2021 (2024 mid-term
reviaw]?

Brirg forward development of OIML Expressway and Freight Hubs in Palmerston Narth,

Uplead avy supporting documents here

=4

» = w &
RLTE 2024 Submission Form !l snclulplnpmnt
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g1z Mame

Sheart Texl Guy Dodson

Q13 Emiall addross

emad

Q14  Where are you based?

Slvart Texl Livin

315  Organisation (If applicable)

Sheort Tiexl Crgnarmique snd Blue Andhar Filim Productions

Q16 E-gignature

Cheort Tiext Gy Dobson

Q17T Do you wish bo speak te yeur submissian?

Mgl Chodce Ve

Qg Preferred submission hearing date

Ml Chodee Friday 5 dperf] 3024 (10am = dpam)

[e31:] Phone

g2o Wil you be attending the submission hearing in person ar anline?

Ml Chisce Lindene (via Jooimi)

» : i "
Page 45 af 55 RLTP 2024 Submission Farm !l Entlulplnpnlnt
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Draft Regional Land Transport Plan

Submission to Horizons Reglonal Council
From

MManawabl Businass Chamibsar

PMAMNAWATL BLUSINESS

H AMBER

Manawatls Business Chamber
Lewed 1

74. Gray Stroot

Palmerston North

4410

11 March 2024

Mobile I =~

Comact People: Amanda Linsley, CEQ, Manawati Business Chamiber
Steve Davey, Chairperson, Manawall Business Chamber

Marngwald Business Charmber Board Mambers: Ed Teece, Paul O'Brien, Steve Davey, Rachast
Rakatau, Alex Boustridge, Angus Duncan, Chiris Long. Mikki Maw, David Lanham

The Manawat( Business Chamber CMBC") s a 440+ Business Member organisation, which
represents a sizeable proportion of the City and Region’s GDP and FTE's

This submission is presented to Horizons Regional Council (HRC) by the MBC Board.
Draft Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP)

MBC would like to thank HRC for the opportunily to make a submission to this draft RLTP.
Regional Significant Activitles - Top Three Priorities

Palmerston North Integrated Transport Inftiative (PNTT

MBC disagree with the proposed prioritisation for regionally significant activities within the draft
RLTP. Our main concem is that we disagree with the PNITI and particularty the Regional Freight
Ring-Road that sits within PRNIT] being moved down in its regienal priority. It now sits at 2™ position
alongside Waka Kotahis Manawall Bridge Cycleway and below the Te Uliku Slip.  PNITI has
praviously held the highest priority in the pre-review RLTP, so it is disappointing to see it moved
clovam.
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MBC believe that the number one priority for the RLTP should be an aspirational activity that looks
at building for the future and will enhance the regional and wider transport notwark along with the
economic advantages that a plan such as PNIT] will bring.

MBC would like to see PNITI which includes the Regional Freight Ring-Road as the number one
priarity for the region. This program has been on-geing and is essential for the wviability of the Te
Utanganul project {a unique multi medal distribution hub), PNIT] has support from several partners
and projects and will be of significant benefit to the region and beyond over many years, The
heanefits include improved connectivity, economic development, reduced congestion (diverting
traffic away from urban centres and improving traffic flow), safety enhancements and suppart for
regional centre growth (among others).

MBC believe that the PMITI program also aligns with Central Government priorities for investment.

Te Uitiku Siip

Wwhile we understand that this is a significant project and major work ks required to address Lhis, this
work is a maintenance issue and should be treated as such within the RLTP. We therefore balieve
that this work. which is remedial in nature, should not be covered under imvestment within the RLTP
but should be located within anather section of the RLTP which will indicate a clearer picture of
the maintenance requirements of the reglon rather than as an investment.

Manawalld River Bridge Cycle Way

With regards to the Manawalti River Bridge Cycle Way, MBC understand that thisis a
requirement of the Te Ahu a Turanga project as it is a consent eondition of that project, and as
such that it should be included in the funding for the wider Te Ahu a Turanga projecl. This should
not be included in the future investment funding.

Sunmary

These are our main concerns with regards to the Draft RLTP which we feel strongly about and that
may adversely affect other economic development opportunities for the region. PMITI should not
dirap down in pricrity ranking Lo other projects that we believe should be funded elsewhere.

We are happy to speak to this submission,

Yours faithfully,

Signed on behall of the Manawatl Business Chamber Board
Exy,

&) o

Amanda Linstey
CED
Manawatl Business Chamber
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Contribution 1D; 10432
Blembaer ID;
Date Submitted: Mar 11, 2024, 10:08 Al

Do you agree with these abjectives as goals for the future af land transport in our region?

Yos

why?
Buit not in this arder

Hawe wee missed anything you think is important?

Futuraprosfing and Planning Future Aspirational Infrastructsns

Rank the investment priorities
'I:EII"IM-I.“'J'iE}' and access

Safety
Betber rave| oplions

Why have yau ranked the pricrities this way?

1 didn't wanl 1o rank them at all a5 Safety shiould be a given and not an cption, but there ks alsa realise in the
epuathon,

Da wou agres with the overarching priarity?

M

Why?

It i one af the priorices

Pick yeur top 5 priorty projects

{Waka Kotahi B PRCC) PHIT] packago works
(PHOC) Te Utanganul Business Case

{Waka Kotahi) Te Ahw & Tiranga Higg by

{Waka Kotahl) O2ZNL Higheay
[KiwiRail) Reglonal Freight Hub

Wy have you chosen these prajects in this order?

The Regional Freight Ring Road that sits within PHITE 5 essential foe our reglon, it s 2 development praject and not
ane that is maintenance related or should sit under another budget. Plesse see submissian document attached.

Do you have amy ather feedback on the draft Horizons Regional Land Transport Plan 2021 (2024 mid-term
Fawl e T

Please see document attached.

Uplaad ary supporting documents here

hitps:ithanseyaursay. horizons govtneddowniload_filed1 75

Mamn

Amanda Linsloy

Email agddress

RLTP 2024 Submiscion Form !i suciulpin Pﬂlil‘lt
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Q18
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Q19

Telepkuomne

Qa0

Ml Chicice

Purge 79 0f 55

Where are you based?

Pabmerston Morth

Organisation (if applicable)

Bdamawatil Business Chamber

E-signature

Arnanda Linsley

Do you wish to speak to your submission?

Yes

Preferred submission hearing date

Friday 5 Aprid 2034 (10am - Apm)

Phane

Wil you be attending the submission hearing in person or online?

I peirsan

RITP 2024 Submisthon Farm

§5 socialpinpoint
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Anthonie Tonnon - Regional Land Transport Plan submission.
Ténd koutou,
| am making a personal submission. | wish to speak lo it please.

| agree with, and congratulate the team on the goals and objectives of the RLTP, but I'd
encourage Horizons to make changes in line with opportunities in Public Transport:

1. Public transport activities under consideration in the current LTP need to be
mentioned in the RLTP, and edited in the assoclated RPTP to help align priorities
for NLTP funding. These are:

- The Regional Public Transport Services being considered as a result of the
Regional Services Review

- The Whanganui mid-term and full-term public transport netwark review

- Thea Horowhenua PT sarvices raview.

The above programs need three things:

- Mention in the body of the plan in the associated section.

- Maention and accounting adjustments in the financial activities at the end of the
plan,

- Minor adjustments to the current RPTP fo ensure our planned activities are
current.

If necessary, final passage of the new RLTP could be timed with passage of the LTF to ensure
these activities match.

2. Rail:

There needs lo be mention (a sentence or twa) In the rail sections about the Marton to New
Plymouth line. This line is crucial to the future of freight in the lower North Island, and loss of or
reduction of use on this line would see (and is already seeing) adverse consequencas - for
example the movement of logging onto SH4 which alleviates resilience issues on that road.

Additionally, there needs to be a sentence indicating support for a future reinstatement of the
Stratford to Okahukura Line, which is in our regional boundaries (shared with Taranaki). This
line would make rail freight more viable in the lower North Island, particularly belween
Whanganui and New Plymouth as it would allow freight to travel north from Taranaki. Evidence
shows that freight velumes an the Marton New Plymouth line were much higher when the
Stratford Okahukura Line was in use.
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The Stratford-Okahukura, and Marton New Plymouth lines are also essential for the resilience of
the rail netwaork, because lagathar they form an alternative Morth Island Main Trunk in the event
of a natural disaster or other disruption ta the Main Trunk Line.

3. There is an institutional bias in this RLTP towards Palmerston North, and towards
roading projects. This needs to be addressed in language, and in how TAs and
and the Passenger Transport Commiltee are engaged with in the next RLTR.

Wording that gives Palmerston Morth primacy aver all other urban areas in the region, for
exampla on pages 12 and 13 needs to be reconsidered. For Stats NZ purposes, Palmerston
Narth and Whanganui are both large urban areas while Levin and Failding are medium urban
areas, Language reflecting this was used in the RPTP and is worth following on page 12 in the
interests of a statement backed up by an independent agency.

More worrying is the imbalance of invesiment priorities lo Paimerston North over all other areas
- far oulside of an equitable per-capita basis. This is true for most areas outside tha city but
notably Whanganui given it is more than half the size of Palmerston North but has no major
projects, a similar situation to 2021, This suggests a long term structural and institutional bias
toward Palmerston North from Horizons,

Horizons need to review their processes as to why this is continuing to happen. | would suggest
starting a process of early workshops with elected members of TAs, al leas! wo years before
the next RLTF review,

Thare should be some brief note of this investmean! imbBalance in the document so that it can be
addressed In future RLTPs.

In a process like updating an RLTP, much of the focus is on goals and objectives, and this is
where associated TAs generally see their input come through. But in consultation with TAs,
there needs to be more focus on the details and tha activiies. To do this well, the process needs
to start much earfier, and involve more representatives from each TA, including a mixture of
governance and operational members so that objectives and detail can be conneclad.

Furthermaore, while language toward belter transport options is much improved in this BLTP, in
substance, actual investmeant is heavily weighted towards roading projects. Once easy win
impravement is to include the projects above suggested In 1.

But importantly, the Horizons Passenger Transport Committee needs to have more
involvement in the preparation of this document in future,

An improved process should include a workshop with the PTC in the early stages of

development. At the very minimum, the PTC should be considered a key stakeholder and see
this document before public consultation bagins, just as major business and lobby groups do.
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Thank you for your time.
Maku noa,

Anthonie Tonnon
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Contributian I0: 1044
Member [0
Dafe Submitted: Mar 19, 2024, 12:01 PM

Do you agree with these abjectives as goals for the future of land transport in our region?

s

Why?
Hawe we missed anything you think 5 impertant?

Rank the Inwestment priariies
Beiter cravel opthons

Safndy
Connectisty and aooess

Why hawe you ranked the priorities this way?

Better travel options is the arca we lag the furthest behind other areas, and it's also the area where we can make the
rmast yakue for money contribution (o safety

D you agree wiith the overarching pricrity?

¥ire

Why?

Pick your top 5 priority projects

Lowwer Morth [sland Rail {CapCon upgrades)
{Kiesiall} Reglonal Freight Hut

{PRCC) Main 5 Bus Hub Redmmlopment

{Rangiilos DC) Marton Rail Hulb
[wiaka Katahi) SH3 revocation of ald Gorge Road

Wiy hawve you chosen these projects in this order?

For a person in Whanganu - it very hard to choose five projects here, and ' note there seems to be a struchusal
and Instivutional bésxs toward Palmerstan Narth,

Do you have any ather feedback on the draft Horizons Reglonal Land Transport Plan 2021 (3024 mid-term
revlew)?

Pleass se¢ my sulimission attached.

Upload any supparting decuments here

hatpsihaveyoursay harizons. govtneidownboad_file/ 178

MName

AnFonis Toannon

Emall address

RLTP 2024 Subsmissian Form !i suciulpinpuint
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Q14 ‘Where are you based?

Short Tt Whanganui
015  Organisation (if applicable)
Shart Text

Q16 Esignature

Shaart Texst Andhonle Tonnon

Q17 Do you wish to speak te your submission?

Mt Chodce Yes

Q18 Preferred submission hearing dato
Pl ialih e Friday S April 224 {1 0am - 4pm)
Q1% Phone

Tetephone N

G20 Wil you be attending the submissian hearing in person or online?

Multi Chaice Online fwWa Zoam]

L . . i
Page 35 of 55 RLTP 2024 Subsmission Form !. anIulplnpulnt
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Submission on the Regional Land Transport Plan 2024
on behalf of the
Greater Bunnythorpe Community Committee

For our residential and surrounding rural community here in Bunnythorpe, the Regional Land Transport
Plan must be measured against the five stated objectives:

s Travel Cholce

s Connectivity and Efficiency

s Safety

# Climate Change and Resilience

¢ Metwork Quality and Integration

The core focus of the plan Is, of course, “to provide a connected and efficient land transport system
that is more resilient, reduces the impact of transport on the environment, and is safe for users. Critical
to achieving this will be the availability and uptake of alternative transport modes such as rail, or public
and active transport, This focus is reflected in our 30-year vision and transport investment priorities,
which guide infrastructure investment in the region.”

Greater Bunnythaorpe, according to the project map, continues to sit beside or within proposed
changes to land and road use associated with KiwiRail's intermodal freight hub, a ring road and the
Falmerston Morth City Council’s plans for a Te Utanganui business hub. The statement im the plan
regarding the increase in logistics within Palmerston Morth to 2018 is now 6 years out of date and must
therefore be reviewed., We note that none of these projects has dedicated central government
funding, while national and regional economic activity, especially with respect to the export sector,
have significantly altered since 2021. The current government’s focus is on roading, and on freight
movement in the upper half of the North Island. It is time, therefore, at this mid-point of the Regional
Land Transport Plan, for Horizons to reconsider the assumptions on which some of these plans have
been predicated. Further, the viability of initiatives such as Accelerate 25, which have informed or
encouraged some freight transport planning In recent years, need themselves to be reconsidered,

As it stands, the plan offers little choice, connectivity, efficiency, resilience with respect to dimate
change or netwark quality and integration for the transport networks and options within the Greater
Bunnythorpe area. The roading network continues to deteriorate, while dangerous intersections on
Railway Road, Kalranga-Bunnythiorpe Road and Roberts Line have only been made less dangerous by
means of speed restrictions, Roads and road bridges which are too narrow or unsuitable for heavy
freight wehicles are neverthelbess used on a daily basis by truck and trailer units which are too heawvy,
too fast and too noisy for a residential area. Signage limiting the speed, weight and noise of heavy
freight vehicles are ignored on a daily basis, especially when there is no enforcement.

This in turn affects the safety of our local roading network, Heawy freight vehicles pass through
Bunnythorpe via Kairanga-Bunnythorpe Road, Rallway Road and Campbell Road, intersecting at the
infamous Bunnythorpe Roundabout. In the middle of this melee, our children make their way to and
fram the Bunnythorpe Bus Stop and the school bus network, The weight and volume of traffic is
dangerous and unforgiving, especially in the event of roadworks within our village when trucks seek
altermative back street routes which are doser to the Bunnythorpe Schoal.,
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Further, an article by Rachel Moore of Swff, published on-line on 10 March 2024
(https:/ fwww.stuff.co.nz/nz-news/350182734/where-are-new-zealands-most-dangerous-
intersections) identified that two of the most dangerous intersections in New Zealand are along
Kairanga-Bunnythorpe Road — especially the intersection with Milson Line. There have been further
seripus crashes on Kairanga-Bunnythorpe Road in recent years (for instance, the intersection with
Roberts Line), and two fatal crashes along Railway Road. These road safety issues must take
precedence over issues of freight transpart, before more people die.

Future plans for the road and rail netwaork have focused on farmliand and private dwellings northeast
aof Roberts Line. When it comes to climate change and resilience, this area is already well known for
flooding during heavy rainfall, while the subsoil is sandy silt, and thus prone to liqguefaction. The same
holds true for roads and road bridges in the area — prone to flash flooding and built on sandy silt. This
is not a suitable locale for any form of heavy freight movement, where any increase in traffic volume
at once Increases risk and makes the network more vulnerable to natural events, Already private
residences in and around Bunnythorpe are being shaken by the increased flow of heawy trucks through
the village,

Current and projected heavy freight movements though Bunnythorpe work against connecting our
community with either Feilding or Palmerston North, especially on the existing substandard roading
network, We are not integrated with the wider picture of freight movement in the Manawatu, let alone
passenger options by road or rail, Instead, we are forced to use our private vehicles, share the roads
with wide and heawy trucks, and avoid the worst of the potholes,

The Shared Pathways Network, designed to promote active transport between Feilding and
Palmerston Morth is one oppartunity to connect our community within a larger, user-friendly transport
network. We fully support the completion of the cycle and walkways as a matter of priority.

There simply has to be a better way. We ask that the thirty-year vision be reconsidered in the light of
what our communities can best afford. Cost can be considered in a variety of ways = financial, risk, and
the impact on the quality of life of those closest to the biggest transport plans, Consider too the
henefits within the plan = if these are hard to identify or quantify, or do not benefit communities, then
the plan needs to be changed.

Above all, can we please have local solutions to local problems. The latest national transport
infrastructure plan offers little for the Manawatu, and certainly no solution for our local transport
network problems, KiwiRail lacks the resources to sort out a road/rail corridor to the northeast of
Palmerston Morth, while the Transport Agency has no funding for an integrated transport initiative. On
this note, the given list of projects in the transport plan is in error — funding has not been allocated for
KiwiRail's regional freight hub; rather funding was made available in 2018 for land acquisition. Please
update your plan accordingiy.
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People matter in all of this. We are, after all, central to the existence of local government. Horizon's
regional land transport plan must identify and meet the current and future needs of those who choose
ta live and worlk in the region. The plan must also be realistic about the local and national resources
available to achieve the desired outcomes. If a community becomes marginalized, disconnected and
in danger as the result of such a plan, then it is not fit for purpose,

In canclusion, transport options for the Greater Bunnythorpe community must be safe, efficient and
heneficial. As a community, therefore, we request that the plan be recast as follows:

-

That heawy transport be re-routed away from houses and schools; and

That dangerous intersections (especially those along Kairanga-Bunnythorpe and Railway
Roads) be redesigned to minimise the risk of serious and fatal crashes — it is not enough to
add more road cones or reduce speed limits; and

That more public tramsport options by both road and rail be considered; and

That our school bus stops be made safer, both in terms of location and the weight and speed
of traffic flow past these stops; and

That the completion of the Shared Pathways Network between Feilding and Palmerston
Morth via Bunnythorpe be a priority. The benefits of this initiative are many — connecting our
residents, encouraging the use of a healthy transport altermative, and adding to the amenity
of our community; and

That any works associated with our roads and bridges must also benefit our community and
local environment. Upgrading rail crossings and bridges for the cycleway must incorporate
improvemnents to local walkways, and to the health and flow of the streams over which the
bridges pass; and

That the assumptions upon which the plan are based be revisited in light of economic
changes since 2018; and

That the transport and economic planning roles of regional agencies supported by Horizons,
such as Accelerate 25 and the Central Economic Development Agency, be reconsidered
and/or disestablished.

Contacts:

eleleag
Rebecca Mudford,Secretary - [

11 March 2024
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Contribution I0: 1047
Member [0
Date Submitted: Mar 11, 2024, 03:36 P

Da you agree with these objectives as goals for the future of land transpart in our regionT

s

Why?

Hawe we missed amything you think is important?

Rank the investment prioritics
Safety

Connectity and aocess
Better traved aplions

Why have you ranked the pricrities this way?

Da wou agree with the overarching prioricy?

M

Why?

Pick your top 5 priority projects

{PROC) Shared pathwiays network

(Waka Kotahil SH3 Raberts Line ntersection works
{All) Madntenance, operaticn and renswals

{Waka Kotahi) SH54 Feilding to SHE

{PRCC) eadn 51 Bus Hub Redevelopmant

Wiy have you chasen these projects in this order?

Dra you have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Reglonal Land Transpaort Plan 2031 (2024 mid-term

review]?

Thie sttached submissian i made on behalf of the Greater Bunmythorpe Comemunity Commitiee.

Upload any supporting documents here

Mtpsihayepaursmy horzons. govt.nz/dosmboad _file 180

Mame

Aaran Fo

Emall address

RLTP 2024 Sishmalssion Form
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Short Teut

Q1s

Shart Teat

Oi6

Ehort Text

Q17

Mudii Chcdoe

Q18

Ml Chiloe

Q19

Tebephone

QX0

Bdulti Cheoice

Poge 31 of 55

Where are wou based?

Hunrmytharpe, Palmersion Merih

Organisatian [if applicable)

Greater Bunmdhonps Community Commitios

E-sigrature

Aaran Fox

Do yoan wish to speak ta your submission?

=1

Preferred submissian hearing date

Fridiay 5 april 2024 {10arm - dpn)

Phaone

Wil you be attending the submission hearing in persan or anline?

In persen

RLTP 2004 Sabmissian borm

§ socialpinpoint
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Contribution ID: 10583
member 10: 108
Date Submitted: Mar 15, 2024, 12:01 A4

91 Deyou agree with these abjectives as goals for the future of land transport in cur region?

Multi Chalce Yes

Q2 W
Shirt Text
Q3 Have we missed anyihing you think is Important?
Short Text  Add 4 $tstement that Pulblic Transpoart includes public transport senvices, commercial public transport sendces &

exempl services as defined in the LTMA Add in the powssers of Section 27 of the LMTA for Local Authority intésests in
Public Transport Services

i Rank the investment prisrities
Hanking  Connecthvily and acoess

Batter travel oplions
Salety

(1] Why have you ranked the priorities this way?

Skt Tt

06 Do you agree with the overarching pricrity?

Mului Choice  Yes

Q7 Wiy
Short Text
8 Plek yaur top 5 priorty projects
Ranking Levwa Marth Bslamnd Rail (Caplan upgradas)
[PHCC) Shared pathwsays netwark
(‘Waka Kotahi) SHT Levin to Foxtan (Tranche 2}

(PHCC) Main St Bus Hul Redmslopment
[Fuapehy DC) Mountains b Sea Cycleway extension

04 Why have you chosen these prajects in this erder?

Shoat Text

Q10 Do you have any ather feedback an the draft Horizans Regional Land Transport Plam 20219 (2024 mibd-term
] )T
Shirt Taxt

Q11 Upload any supparting docurmonts horg

File Uipload hittpsytheneeyoursay horizons.gondnzfdownhoad_let] 94

g1E  Hame

Short Text K Wilkie

013 Email address

Email I

B . . .
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Qi4 Whirs ang yau based?

Short Text ‘Whangarms

1%  Organisation (if appdicalle)

Shiort Text

Q6 E-signature

Short Text Kevin Wilkie

Q17 Do you wish to speak to your submission?

bailel Chaloe Yes

Q18 Preferred submission hearing date

Multi Chalce  Friday § April 2004 {10am - 4pm)

Q19 Phone

Telephone [ NNG——_———

Q20 Wil you be attending the submission haearing in person or onbine?

Multi Chvice In person

L . . .
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Extracts from Land Transport Management Act 2003 (updated 1 Jan 2024)

commercial public transport service

{a) means a public transport service that is not supplied under contract with the regional
council; and

(b} includes, to the extent that the regional council has not coniracted for the supply of only a
part of the service, only that part

public transport service —
(@) means, subject to paragraph (b), a service for the carriage of passengers for hire or reward
by means of—
(i) a large passenger service vehicle; or
{(il) asmall passenger service vehicle; or
(1ii)  aferry; or
{iv)  a hovercraft; or
(v}  arail vehicle; or
(vi)  any other mode of transport (other than air transport) that is available to the public
generally;
but
(b) in relation to Part 5, does not include—
(i) an excluded passenger service; or
(ii) [Repealed]

114 AMeaning of exempt service

In this Part, an exempt service is a public transport service that satisfies one of the following:
(a) it operates in a region that is required to have a regional public transport plan, but—

(i) when it started operating, it was not identified in that plan as integral to the public transport
network in that region; and

(i) it operates without a subsidy for its provision:

(b} it operates in a region that is not required to have a regional public transport plan:

(c) it operates inter-regionally between 2 or more regions, at least 1 of which is required to
have a regional public transport plan, but—

(i} when it started operating, it was not identified in any plans as integral to the public transport
network in any of those regions; and

(ii) it operates without a subsidy for its provision:

{d) it operates inter-regionally between 2 or more regions that are not required to have regional
public transport plans;

{e) it is specified as an exempt service by regulations made under section 150,

exeluded passenger service means a service for the carriage of passengers for hire or

reward, and that—

{#) is contracted or funded by the Ministry of Education for the sole or primary purpose of
transporting school children to and from school; or

{b) is not available to the public generally, and is operated for the sole or primary purpose of
transporting to or from a predetermined event all the passengers carried by the service; or

(c) is not available to the public generally, and is operated for the sole or primary purpose of
tourism; or

(d) [Repealed]
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Submission on the Horlzons Draft Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-2031 (2024 Review)

Robert Mclachian

1.

| have recently become the active transport observer on the RTC. However, | was not
invalved in the preparation or internal review of the draft RLTP. | am on the board of the
Cycling Action Network. | am a mathematician and climate change researcher at Massey
University, | grew up in Christchurch and have lived in Palmerston Morth since 1994,

A reminder of the situation; "There is a rapidly closing window of opportunity Lo secure a
liveable and sustainable future for all... Without a strengthening of policies, global warming
of 3.2°C is projected by 2100... Every region in the world is projected to face further increases
in climate hazards... There is a rapidly narrowing window of opportunity to enable climate
resilient development® [IPCC, 6™ Assessment). New 2ealand’s climate action is "highly
insufficient™ (Climate Action Tracker] and consistent with up to 4 2C of warming. Transport is
such a large part of our CO2 emissions (nearly half] that failing on transport means failing on
climate, Mearly half the country lives outside the *Tier 17 cities, so failing in the regions
means failing on climate. Local government plays a key role in climate response around the
warld, especially in transpart and urban form.

The Draft does not put us on the pathway to the ‘resilient, safe, accessible, and sustainable’
transport system described in the Vision Statement. The Draft and the process by which it s
prepared, and the rest of the transport planning and delivery system, are little mare than
window dressing on an enarmous road-building and car-dependency exercise whose true
costs are not made clear.

Despite this, | applaud and support the commitment to the PR rew bus network and
improved passenger rail. | also support Horizons' recent steps towards improving regional
and inter-regional public transport, although this has not yet made It into the ELTP,

About 55.1 billlon Is proposed to be spent between now and 2031, of which about 5100m is
for cycling, $970m is for public transport, $714m is for rail, and $3170m is for roads. Of the
5970m for public transport, $830m is for the Lower North Island Rail Integrated Mobility
project, a lot of which delivers services to the Greater Wellington region so presumably the
casts should be shared.

Of this $100m for cycling:

6.1 510m is for NZTA, whose projects are unspecified and who have falled to deliver their
eyeling projects, spending only 7% of their cycling budget in 2023 with the Levin-Foxtan
and Longburn-Rangiotu cycleways deferred, Ohakea-Bulls delayved, Baurimu-Horopito
reviewed, and Warrengate-Whangaehu and Te Matai Road-Raukawa Road cancelled.

6.2 537m is for the Ashhurst Bridge clip-on. 1tis not explained how a 200m cycle clip-on can
cost S185m/km when an 11.5 km 4-lane 100km road with extensive bridges, cutting, and
trestles, costs 5658m or 557m/km. This RLTP loses credibility if we are supposed to
believe that a mere clip-on for lightweight users will be more than three times the cost
per km than that of an entire 4-lane highly engineered road, Is this a mistake or dubious
cooking of the figures to prevent cycling investment? Additionally, the clip-on will allow
access to the TAAT shared path but will see almaost entirely recreational use - it does not
enable transpart choice’ in the normal sense of the phrase,

6.3 54m is for Mountains to Sea, again serving tourists and recreational users,
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6.4 530m is for the Palmerston Narth-Feilding pathway. This could see a small amount of
commuter use and displace some car trips, but no information about this is presented.
The Feilding half of the cycleway has already been built at a cost of 51.2m, but the
discrepancy 5 not explained.,

6.5 My conclusion is that almost none of the proposed cycling projects will deliver the mode
shift, driving reduction, or sustainability goals that the Draft discusses. What is needed is
work towards a complete, safe cyding network in each of our cities, This is what other
MZ citles (especially Auckland, Wellington, Christchurch, and Dunedin) are working
towards,

7. The public are asked for feedback on the Draft and its various spending priorities. But no
alternatives are given. For example, it is proposed to spend $150m on wire median barriers,
The context is that the roads have unsafe speed limits and that speed enforcement is lax. In
Auckland, road deaths have decreased by 30% on the 39% of the network where safer
speeds have been introduced since 2020. Proposals to spend money on safety should be
presented in the context of safety overall = including, for example, the adverse health effects
of car use, which do not appear to be included at all {e.g. in BCRs),

8. The Draft will increase emissions rather than decrease emissions. It is not a serious attempt
to reduce emissions at all. In fact even the self-assessment (CATI, p. 83) gives a score of -0.62
on a scale fram -3 to +3, Upon investigation, a negative score means that the effect is to
increase emissions. The details are not given, but | wonder how robust the methodaology is.
Perhaps TAAT gets a 43 [building a massive road increases emissions) and LNIRIM gets a -3
{better passenger rail decreases emissions). But do these two projects really ‘cancel out'? It
depends where you draw the effect boundaries, but | suspect they do not.

9, Onmaode shift, see Kimberly Nicholas, 12 best ways to get cars out of cities - ranked by
new research, The Conversation, 14 April 2023, citing Kuss, . & Nicholas, K. A. (2022) A
dozen effective interventions to reduce car use in European cities; Lessons learned from a
meta-analysis and transition management. Case studies on transport policy 10{3) 1494-1513.
Mast of these 12 initiatives are relevant to our region. In fact, we are already doing some of
them in a small way = free bus travel for some higher education students and staff, a scheme
that could be greatly expanded,

10. The Draft states that

improving urban form, offering better transport options, end using other demand
management levers to reduce the number of vehicle kilometres travelled by light vehicles
fs wital, Aratoki (2023 update) states that to meet the Notlonol Emisstons torgets,
Palmerstan North needs to reduce light vehicle kilometres travelled by 16 per cent. This Is
where octive transport and integrated urban planning comes in to play.

and

Improving travel choice, by addressing barrlers fo public transport use and increasing
apportunities for walking ond cycling, will deliver wide-ranging benefits. It can help to
address social and econamic inequities by providing transport aptions for people who
don’t have occess to o car, and by reducing the requirement to spend significant
proportions of household income on private vehicle use.
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11.

11.

13,

14,

| suppart these approaches. But they are not reflected in the actual actions that will result
from the Draft, or from other developments, For example, Levin is to be bypassed by a high-
speed 4-lane expressway, and then new greenfields suburbs built on the far side of it This is
completely opposite to the descriptions above. There is also a great dealt of dispersed, low
density, greenfields sprawl being planned for Palmerston Morth,

On page 72 it is stated that “The three graphs below show the number of deaths and serious
injuries each year on the Manawati-Whanganui road network. |t shows that while some
progress has been made with reductions in deaths and serious injuries on the whole, DSls
continue to remain high.” It is not true that some progress has been made, Flg 23 actually
shows no change. Considering that some of this time was spent in lockdown, the results are
poor. slmng the data another way, the regional comparisons at

5,{ show that the Hq:rrimns region has the worst trend in road deaths of any region in
Hew Zealand. {Possibly worst-equal with Northland), This is a mid-term review, Since we ane
nat on track to meet safety targets, the plan should be changed.

I have some concerns about the processes that have led to the two large road-hullding
projects in the region, O2NL and Te Ahu a Turanga (TAAT). The Indicative Business Case for
O2NL found benefits of $250m and a BCR of 0.37 and that it would cause “no significant
change in pallution” {which is absurd]. On this basis a Detailed Business Case was prepared,
which found benefits of 52580m. If the benefits can increase by a factor of 100n such a short
time, there is something wrong with the methodology, Further, dishenefits {e.g. health
impacts] are not included at all, and nor is induced demand, For TAAT, it appears that after
the public consultations, business cases etc. had been conducted, a decision was made to
four-lane the entire road. An NZTA spokesperson sald, "We are delighted that our work with
key stakeholders such as the Automobile Association, Heavy Haulage and the Road Transport
Association has achieved this positive outcome.”

Road-building in Mew Zealand has greatly expanded in scale and impact recently, embracing
far higher engineering standards with massive bridges, trestles, and earthmoving (TAAT
invalves the deepest cuts ever attempted in New Zealand). This risks creating an expectation
for more and more roads like this and that all new roads will be built to this standard. But
none of this was ever discussed in the context of an RLTP.

To sum up, the Draft RLTP does not meet the objectives for emissions reductions, safety,
made shift, or sustainability, and | conjecture that part of the reason is the process under
which it was developed,

Recommendations:

14.1 Prepare an RLTP with a Climate Assessment score of at least +2, and confirm that it puts
the region on track to meet its fransport emissions target.

14.2 Ensure that at least 50% of the funding goes towards walking and cycling projects, and
that these projects are in urban areas to achieve safety outcomes and mode shift. At
the end of the BLTP's 10 yvear period, this investment in walking and cycling will have
mitigated the serious underfunding of the past 50 years. It would then be possible to
reduce the funding for walking and cycling to the 20% level recommended by the UM,
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14.3 BCR methodologies should be transparent and include disbenefits as well as benefits
and the wider impacts of the projects, such as induced demand and impacts on car
dependency.

14.4 Add an indicator of the percentage of roads whose speed Hmits are safe and
appropriate, and the percentage of VKT that is on these roads.

14.5 Stop using traffic modelling in a “predict and provide” paradigm, as it is an approach
that is no longer acceptable in modern transport planning. Shift instead to vision-led
planning, as this will prevent the unnecessary "supersizing” of projects and provide
much better value for money.
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Contributlen I0: 1076
Member T0: 385
Date Submitted: Mar 19, 3024, 04:09 P

01 Do you agree with these abjecthves as goals for the future of land transport in our region?

Wiailel Chalee

02  Why?

Short Texd

3 Hawe we missed anything yeu think is importane?

short Text

o4 Rank the investment priorities

Ranking

g5  ‘Why have you ranked the pricrities this way?

Hart Test

6 Do you agree with the averarching priority?

bwile Claice
g7 Why?
Shiart Tt

Q8 Pick your top 5 priority projects

Reandcing

] Whiy have you chosen these projects in this order?

Short Toext

Q1o Da yau have any other feedback on the draft Horizons Regianal Land Trandpart Plan 2021 (2024 rid-term

review]?
Shart Texd

11 Upload any supparting dacuments here

File Lipdoas e hayeyoiersay. horizons.gout. ne/dosnload_filef216

oz Name

Short Tewd Rabert MoLachlan

13 Ermall address

crot -

g4 Where are you based?

Short Text Palmerston North

o5 Qrganisation (If applicable)

Slsor Tt

[ 5 i .
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16  Esignature

Shart Text Leana

Q17 Do you wish to speak te yeur submissisn?

bultl Chidce Wi

e Preferred submission hearing date

Wultl Cholce Thmsday 4 April 2024 {10am - dpm}

1%  Phone
reiophone NN

Q2o Will you be attending the submission hearing in persan ar anline?

Mbulti Cholce  In person

- [ L] -
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