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Economic evaluation manual 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

“GPS 2018 supports investment in delivering critical missing links in the urban cycle 

network in areas of high demand (for example between Wellington City Centre and 

Lower Hutt).” See GPS 2018: page 17
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• 

• 

A walking and cycling activity may be given a results alignment rating if the 

activity addresses one or more of the following criteria: 

• Safety: 

o addresses a very high predicted walking or cycling safety risk  
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• Access – thriving regions: 

o addresses a critical missing link in a strategic network connection  

• Access – liveable cities: 

o addresses a critical missing link in a strategic network or multi-modal 

interchange in major metros.” 
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https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/projects/wellington-to-hutt-valley-walking-and-cycling-link/Part-A-Detailed-Business-Case-Final-V8.pdf
https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/projects/wellington-to-hutt-valley-walking-and-cycling-link/Part-A-Detailed-Business-Case-Final-V8.pdf
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• 

• 

• “Poor configuration and operational environment of SH2 and 

associated local network results in poor multi-modal network performance.” 

(50%)

• “High traffic volumes and insufficient network capacity results in 

peak delay and unreliable journey times that adversely affect regional 

productivity.” (30%)

• “Constrained topography, the geology and lack of alternative 

routes results in poor network resilience.” (20%)
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• 

“GPS 2018 supports investment in delivering critical missing links in the urban cycle 

network in areas of high demand (for example between Wellington City Centre and 

Lower Hutt).” See GPS 2018: page 17
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https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/projects/wellington-to-hutt-valley-walking-and-cycling-link/W2HV-April-May-2017-consultation-report-summary-201706.pdf
https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/projects/wellington-to-hutt-valley-walking-and-cycling-link/W2HV-April-May-2017-consultation-report-summary-201706.pdf


1 Wellington Regional Land Transport Plan 2015, page 105 
2 Wellington to Hutt Valley Cycle and Pedestrian Link - Detailed Business Case - Final Report December 2014 
AECOM NZ Ltd. 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

3 W2HV Workshop Report - Final, prepared by Incite Wellington Ltd, dated 19.11.15. 
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“In order to deliver complete end to end journeys, walking and cycling activities are 

expected  

For activities to be accepted as a single programme/package (with a single assessment 

profile), the Transport Agency requires evidence that the activities in the 

programme/package are interdependent and that the programme/package is able to be 

delivered within a reasonable timeframe. 

A programme/package is assessed based on its primary corridor and the single 

assessment profile may result in the smaller collector routes, in the 

programme/package, gaining a higher profile than if they were assessed on a 

standalone basis. 

Delivering activities as a programme/package of works should be a more effective and 

cost-efficient way to deliver them and this should be reflected in the ratings for the 

results alignment and cost–benefit appraisal factors in the assessment.” 
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Supporting 
document  

Problems  Investment 
objectives 

Key Performance 
Indicators (KPIs): 

W2HV formulated 
Problems  

W2HV formulated 
Benefits  

W2HV formulated 
Investment Objectives 

Measures 

SH2 PBC  Problem 1: Poor 
configuration and 
operational environment 
of SH2 and associated 
local network results in 
poor multi-modal 
network performance. 
(50%) 
 
Problem 2: High traffic 
volumes and insufficient 
network capacity results 
in peak delay and 
unreliable journey times 
that adversely affect 
regional productivity. 
(30%) 
 
 
Problem 3: Constrained 
topography, the geology 
and lack of alternative 
routes results in poor 
network resilience. (20%) 
 
 

• Improve travel 
time reliability on 
SH2 between 
Ngauranga and Te 
Marua. 

 

• Improve public 
transport in the 
Hutt valley. 

 

• Improve the 
safety of the 
transport corridor 
by reducing the 
number of deaths 
and serious 
injuries.  

 

• Improve the 
quality of 
infrastructure by 
increasing the 
KiwiRAP Star 
Rating. 

 

• Increase 
availability along 
the transport 
corridor by 
reducing the 
number of 
journeys impacted 
by natural 
closures and 
delays. 

• Travel time 
reliability by mode. 

 

• Death and serious 
injuries by mode. 

 

• KiwiRAP rating for 
state highways. 

 
 

• Reduce the number 
of journeys 
impacted by natural 
closures (LIHP).  

 

Problem 1: Lack of 
suitable walking and 
cycling facility between 
Wellington and Hutt 
Valley leading to low 
walking and cycling 
usage. 
 
 
Problem 2: SH2 cross-
section configuration 
results in an unsafe 
corridor for cyclists and 
walkers. 
 
 
 
Problem 3: Poor 
resilience to seaward 
side storm events leads 
to closures of the 
transport corridor 
adversely affecting multi 
modal performance 

• A quality walking 
and cycling facility 
constructed 
providing enhanced 
mode choice and 
accessibility 

 
 
 

• Safe walking and 
cycling facility 
provided between 
Wellington CBD 
and Hutt Valley  

 
 
 

• Reliability of the 
transport corridor 
from seaward side 
events and sea 
level rise improved 
 

• N2P shared path 
can be used as a 
response and 
recovery route in 
the event SH2 and 
the rail line is 
closed due to a 
major landslide 
event. 

IO 1: Increase the number of 
walkers and cyclists who 
cycle or walk between 
Wellington and the Hutt 
Valley 425 to 850 by 2030. 

 
 
 
 

IO 2: Make the section of 
SH2 between Ngauranga and 
Petone safer by reducing the 
number of deaths and 
serious injuries associated to 
walking and cycling. 

 
 

IO 3: Reduce the number of 
journeys (on SH2 between 
Ngauranga and Petone) 
impacted by seaward side 
events that lead to closures 
and/or delays.  
 

 
 

 

The number of walkers and 
cyclists using the facility 
(Annual Average Daily 
Number) 
 
 
 
 
 
Average number of walker 
and cyclists DSI’s per annum 
reduced from 1.8 per annum 
to 0 per annum for facility 
users measured over a 
minimum three year period 
 
 
Reduce the number of rail 
closures due to seaward side 
events from 0.25 days per 
annum by 95% measured 
over a five-year period.  
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Resilience 
PBC 

Problem 1: A major 
hazard event will result in 
the fragmentation of the 
Wellington Region’s land 
transport network 
disrupting distribution of 
essential supplies, 
delaying recovery. 
 
Problem 2: A major 
hazard event will sever 
routes in to and out of 
the Wellington Region 
resulting in a significant 
period of isolation for the 
population 
 
Problem 3: The 
Wellington Region’s land 
transport network is 
vulnerable to hazard 
events resulting in 
potential community 
severance 
 
 

IO 1: To improve 
availability of the land 
transport network for 
response and 
recovery by reducing 
closure times after a 
hazard event. (60%). 
 
 
IO 2: To reduce the 
isolation of the 
Wellington Region’s 
population following a 
hazard event by faster 
restoration of access. 
(15%). 
 
IO 3: To minimise the 
economic and social 
impact of hazard 
events that effect the 
Wellington Region’s 
land transport 
network. (25%) 

• State highway and 
rail availability after 
a LIHP event. 

 

• Recovery period 
after a LIHP event  

Problem 4: Topography 
and the lack of 
alternative routes results 
in high resilience risks 
from LIHP events 
(flooding, storm/sea 
surge, sea level rise) 

N2P shared path can 
be used as a response 
and recovery route in 
the event SH2 and the 
rail line is closed due to 
a major landslide 
event. 
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