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ENGAGEMENT HIGHLIGHTS 

6taki to north of Levin project February - March 2018 engagement 

ENGAGEMENT HIGHLIGHTS 
Social/ Community 
• ... a thorough and quantitalivuacial impact a.uessmenl [is needed} 
to determine the relative mpacts on the lives and /Ivel/hoods of local 
residents of the corridor opt;ons. • 

nsu/1 with [neatbyJ affected neighbours ,other than just 
ing acquired." 

erious/y affect the future develapmento/ Levin asit would 
portion. This Is the main area left for Levn to grow. 

the outa,me can va,y depending 
ng given to them .• 

r Manakau residents, particularly as the closest 
is elevated and sound rises. The noise problems 
plti Expressway Is well documented.• 
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56 
Some people supported this option, 
because of safety benefits, resilience, 
journey time savings (with this route 
being shortest and most direct) and 
they agreed that it best meets the 
project objectives. Some people 
opposed S6. as they were concerned 
about the negative social effects 
on the Manakau community and 
severance, and the impact this 
option would have on dwellings. 

57 
Some people favoured this option 
due to ii having fewer negative 
effects on the community and 
existing dwellings in the Manakau 
village. Supporters acknowledged 
the higher cost of S 7 compared to 
S6, but would rather village character 
and existing homes be avo,ded. 
They also considered the longevity 
of the expressway justified the 
higher cost. When people disagreed 
with this option, they identified key 
physical features such as the fau lt 
line, the severance of large areas of 
productive land and possible future 
resilience issues. People also cited 
engineering difficulties and known 
areas of ecology and landscape value. 

57A 
There was limited support for S 7 A, 
some people acknowledged it was a 
good compromise while others noted 
the negatives seemed to outweigh 
the positives for this option and that 
the cost was prohibitive. 

N4 
Some people felt that N4 best met 
the project objectives, as it was 
shorter, more direct and provided 
the best comection into Levin. 
Other reasons some people favoured 
this option were related to district 
development; this option is located 
near existing development. Those 
who opposed this option cited key 
features of ecological value, heritage, 
productive land and impact on 
existing dwellings. 

NS 
Some people noted that NS 
connected well with the southern 
options, but there was not a huge 
amount of support or opposition for 
this option. Some people who did not 
like this option cited negative effects 
on the community and dwellings 
as reasons. 

N9 
Some people liked how N9 
connected well with S7. Some people 
noted this option affected the least 
amount of dwellings, but fe lt it 
would impact negatively on the new 
dwellings that are being developed in 
this area and on future development 
and growth. 

www.nzta.govt.nz/0 2N L 

New Zealand Government 
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1. PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT 
This report describes the process used to engage with the community on the shortlisted 
corridor options taki to north of Levin (O2NL) project, and the feedback findings on 
the shortlisted options. It also provides background information about the project. The 
engagement period ran from 5 February to 23 March 2018. 

The process for shortlisting the corridor options is described in the 
(see Appendix A). 

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 Project overview 
The O2NL project will improve the safety and resilience of State Highway 1 (SHl) and State 
Highway 57 (SH57) and support regional economic growth by delivering a state highway that 
meets current and future transport demands. 

The proposed new state highway would tie in with the yet to be completed I< piti Expressway 
and extend to just north of Levin, including a bypass of Levin Town Centre. 

The project objectives are to: 
reduce travel times on the state highway network 
reduce deaths and serious injuries on the state highway network 
enhance the resilience of the state highway network 
provide appropriate connections that integrate the state highway and local road 
networks to serve urban areas. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 2 



Ō

Ō Ō

ŌProa
cti

ve
ly 

Rele
as

ed
 un

de
r th

e O
ffic

ial
 In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

1' 
N 

u 
0 

-
-

1,1 

·- --...... 
' PAUIIEJISIOf•I • / ,.,.,., '? 

l§ii#C, 'Hil··H #I· I§: Mi JH :\ ' 
,/ 

. --
8,lfitf·Ml1! :9 i ·11 i ·¥!tt4~ { 

l•I' •1¥1Mldf#,¾H 

r--------l!U!:a:z=, •=#IE',::, ht':-®!l!!Srl:0o:Ji¥!:· :::i:ft:!I-· l:!·li:£iJ:· ·~~-!!!I- !!- :m~ OT~.. ___ _____ --· 

-V 
,, .,,,at¥na+,s 1, +I~ --

Hh1c::A •M¥·§ 
wnu ,_,,, 

i:J 

....... 
"'' 

u 

Cil 

u --

Figure 1: Map of the Wellington Northern Corridor 
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After our community engagement in June 2017, we developed a long list of corridor options 
which we then assessed to produce a shortlist of corridor options. This involved identifying 
known constraints such as landscape, ecological, cultural and heritage features, developing 
possible corridor options, testing these options and undertaking more detailed investigations. 
During this process we met regularly with the Project Reference Group - see section 4.1. 

All of the shortlisted options pass to the east of the existing State Highway 1 (SH 1) and begin 
at Taylors Road north of taki, linking to the Peka Peka to taki Expressway currently under 
construction. They all re-join the existing SHl just north of Levin. 

Each corridor between taki and north of Levin is made up of a southern option (S6, S7, S7A) 
and a northern option (N4, NS, N9). Each of the three southern options can be linked with 
each of the northern options to form nine possible corridors for the O2NL project. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 3 
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All shortlisted options met the project's objectives and are likely to have the least adverse 
effects of the 23 longlisted options while taking into consideration factors such as property 
impacts, cultural and social effects, project cost and construction difficulty. 

During our second round of community engagement which took place from February to mid
March 2018, we sought feedback on the shortlist of corridor options to inform where the 
proposed corridor should be located. 

1' 
N ....... - -- .. -
~} 
-

Figure 2: Shortlisted options for engagement 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 4 
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2.2 Previous consultations 
Four previous community engagements have been undertaken by the O2NL project in 2011, 
2012, 2014 and 2015. 

In mid-2017, because the scope of the taki to north of Levin project had changed since 
starting in 2011, it was important to explain the changes around the extent of the project to 
the community. The Transport Agency also wanted to better understand community values 
and interests, including cultural, environmental, business and social issues, to help achieve 
the best outcome for the region and for road users who travel through the region. The 
Transport Agency sought the various perspectives of people who live, work and travel in the 
area and used this information to help develop a long list of options. 

Key outcomes were : 

Route suggestions 

Some people talked about routes to the east of Levin, many others indicated they would 
rather see a route to the west of Levin. People noted it is important to find a route that 
minimises the impact on residential and agricultural land, and suggestions were made 
about continuing the project further north. 

Bypass 

There was strong support for the need to bypass Levin and other townships/villages. 
Some people were concerned about removing passing traffic and potential trade from 
Levin, but the majority recognised the need to reduce congestion and remove heavy 
vehicles from town. 

Safety 

Positive comments were received about the recent safety improvements, but many more 
comments highlighted other concerns, like dangerous intersections, the narrow bridges 
and lack of safe passing opportunities. 

Values 

People indicated there are a number of features within the project area that are highly 
valued by respondents, such as highly productive soils, village character, marae, rural 
lifestyle, spiritual connection between Lake Horowhenua and the Tararua Ranges and 
heritage buildings. 

Engagement Reports have been prepared by the 2NL project for each engagement activity 
that has been undertaken and were published in August 2013, April 2014, February 2016, 
and August 2017. All four reports can be found on the project website 
www.nzta.govt.nz/ otaki-to-north-of-levi n. 

3. ENGAGEMENT OVERVIEW 

3.1 Engagement purpose 
Community engagement has been a key component of the project since its inception. 
Engagement helps us to understand community values and expectations and to make well
founded decisions. 

The purpose of the January to March 2018 round of engagement was to: 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 5 
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update the community and stakeholders on what they told us during the June/July 
2017 consultation round and how this information has been used by the project team 
to develop options 
present the options investigated as part of the Multi Criteria Analysis (MCA) process 
explain the MCA process and the outcomes 
to obtain feedback on the short-listed options to help make a recommendation on the 
preferred option 
to obtain initial feedback on the location of interchanges. 

3.3 Engagement Approach 
To ensure wide community participation, the Transport Agency: 

continued to meet with the Project Reference Group 
in mid-January, offered to meet with and met with landowners whose property was 
identified and affected or potentially affected by the project 
established a pop-up shop on the main street (Oxford Street) running through Levin 
which was open the duration of the community engagement period, from 7 February 
to 9 March 2018 
promoted the engagement using a district household mail drop, local media 
(Horowhenua News, Horowhenua Chronicle, Neighbourly), e-mail updates to 1,630 
people who had subscribed via the project's webpage for information, and through 
the assistance of the Horowhenua District Council 
held community information sessions around the district 
attended community organised meetings and hui 
used a series of display boards at the pop-up shop and community information 
sessions to: explain the project to date and development of corridor options, 
assessment and further investigations of the options, provide a detailed overview of 
the shortlisted corridor options and where interchanges could be located, identify 
interim safety improvements to the sections of SHl and SH57 that run through the 
O2NL project area 
provided a detailed aerial photo of the project area so that the shortlisted options 
could be identified in relation to property boundaries 
provided relevant information on the project webpages 
asked for feedback via a printed feedback form, an online feedback form, email, or 
hardcopy letter. 

4. WHO WE ENGAGED WITH 
We engaged with the following groups and key stakeholders: 

1. affected and potentially affected landowners 

2. iwi - see section 4.1 below 

3. the Project Reference Group - see section 4.2 below 

4. local communities including: 

households in the Horowhenua District 

road users 

community interest groups 

business owners 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 6 
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5. District and regional councils: 

Horowhenua District Council -1, 

K piti Coast District Council -1, 

Horizons Regional Council -1, 

Whanganui District Council '" 

Palmerston North City Council -1, 

Greater Wellington Regional Council 

6. non-government organisations 

Forest and Bird'" 

-1, submitted feedback 

4.1 lwi Engagement 
As partners to the Treaty of Waitangi and mana whenua of the area, iwi have and will continue 
to be engaged with throughout the O2NL project. The project has had regular contact with 
local hapu and iwi through holding hui and having korero with: 

Te R nanga O Raukawa 

M aupoko Tribal Authority 

Nga Hap o taki 

Te Kotahitanga o Te lwi o Ng ti Wehi Wehi 

Te lwi o Ng ti Tukorehe 

Ng ti Pareraukawa 

Ng ti Kikopiri 

Kereru Marae 

Ng ti Huia ki Huia 

Ng ti Huia ki Matau 

4.2 Project Reference Group 
In early 2017, the Transport Agency asked members of the local community, iwi and relevant 
stakeholders to join the O2NL Project Reference Group (PRG). The purpose of the PRG is to 
provide information and a community voice as part of the O2NL project investigation process, 
helping the project team understand local issues and opinions and provide feedback directly 
to their whanau and community. Some members of the PRG were involved in the MCA process, 
including criteria setting and the scoring workshops. The project team and the PRG meet on 
a regular basis and this is planned to continue throughout the life of the project. 

The Project Reference Group comprises representatives from: 

K piti Coast District Council 

Horowhenua District Council 

Greater Wellington Regional Council 

Local iwi groups 

Road Transport Forum NZ 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 7 
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Road Transport Association 

NZ Heavy Haulage Association 

Automobile Association '" 

Federated Farmers 

NZ Police 

NZ Fire Service 

St John Ambulance 

Cycle Aware ManawatO 

Manakau District Community Association '" 

Waitarere Beach Road Progressive and Ratepayers Association 

Waikawa Beach Ratepayers Association 

Levin Business Networking Group 

Poroutawhao Residents Group 

taki Community Board 

Department of Conservation '" 

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga -1, 

KiwiRail 

Housing New Zealand -1, 

'' submitted feedback 

PRG members have attended one or more of the meetings held over the past year. In addition, 
the project has held one-on-one meetings with some of the organisations represented on the 
PRG. 

5. ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITIES 

5.1 Overview 
The engagement activities discussed in this section relate to both engagement with affected 
and potentially affected landowners, and activities associated with the community in the 
project area. 

The engagement period ran from 19 January to 16 March 2018. The 02NL project focused on 
contacting and meeting with affected and potentially affected landowners during the first two 
weeks. Engagement with the community, which commenced on 7 February, was initially 
planned to run until 16 March 2018, but was extended by a week to 23 March 2018 due to a 
high level of public interest. 

The 02NL project pop-up shop, something the project hadn't used during previous rounds 
of engagement, was a valuable addition to the February-March 2018 engagement activities. 

Community engagement was conducted with iwi, key stakeholders and community groups 
through meetings, hui, information sessions, the pop-up shop, email and phone 
conversations. Throughout February and March, project team members were available to talk 
to people and hear their thoughts. People were encouraged to fill out the paper feedback 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 8 
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forms available or go online to complete the form. Details of engagement events were 
promoted widely. 

5.2 Letter to affected and potentially affected 
landowners 

On 19 January 2018, letters (Appendix B.3) were sent to 490 landowners that were identified 
as owning a property affected or potentially affected by one or more of the options. The letter 
provided these landowners with advance notice their properties may be affected by the O2NL 
project; to update them on the project, 2017 community engagement, and the upcoming 
engagement in early 2018; to offer to meet with them to discuss how the options may affect 
their property and to answer any questions they may have; and to offer support through 
access to an independent counselling service. 

The landowners' meetings with the project team comprised a planning/technical 
representative and a property specialist and the majority were scheduled to take place before 
the project shared the shortlisted corridor options with the wider community in February. 
Meetings took place throughout the engagement period starting 24 January 2018. The 
majority of landowners took up the opportunity to meet with the O2NL project. 

5.3 Meetings with landowners 
The project team held over 300 meetings with landowners. 

These meetings were to inform landowners about the shortlisted options and how their 
property might be affected, provide landowners with an opportunity to ensure the project 
team understands potential impacts and areas of importance, and to help clarify the process 
with owners. 

5.4 Newsletters 
A February newsletter was delivered to over 19,000 households and businesses 
across the Horowhenua in the seven days beginning 5 February 2018. The version was also 
translated into Te Reo M ori, which was made available at hui, the community information 
sessions, community-held meetings and via the website, pop-up shop and Horowhenua 
District Council offices and public libraries 

Seven newsletters, including the February issue, were emailed to O2NL Project 
subscriber email list during the engagement period between 5 February 2018 and 16 March 
2018. Starting with 750 subscribers at the start of the engagement period, newsletter sign
up grew over the engagement period to over 1,630 subscribers. Copies of the newsletters are 
attached in Appendix B.2. 

5.5 Media releases and newspaper advertising 
A media release issued on 5 February 2018 announced the shortlisted corridor options, 
provided details about the upcoming engagement and invited people to give feedback. 

Starting 31 January 2018 and continuing on a weekly basis through to mid-March 2018, 
quarter-page display advertisements to promote the engagement and community information 
sessions were placed in the Horowhenua Chronicle (circulation area from Opiki/Tokomaru to 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 9 
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taki, distribution 15,500) and the Horowhenua Mail (circulation area includes Levin, Foxton 
and Shannon, distribution 26,000). 

This advertising was supported by a display advertisement in the Dominion Post (distribution 
98,000) at the start of the engagement on 3 February 2018. 

Appendix B.4 contains a copy of the media release and Appendix B.5 shows copies of the 
advertisements . 

5.6 Social media 
Advertising on the social media platform Neighbourly was used to promote the engagement, 
community information sessions and pop-up shop, and to encourage feedback on the 
shortlisted corridor options. The advertisements included direct links to the project webpages 
and online engagement platform. 

While feedback was not officially captured via Facebook and other social media sites the 
project team monitored some channels and conversations. The Horowhenua District Council 
also helped to promote the pop-up shop on their Facebook page. 

~ Horowhenua District Council 
~ 3hrs · J 

The NZ Transport Agency - Wellington pop-up engagement shop is now 
open in Oxford St. ..... drop in and talk to them about the proposed Otaki to 
North of Levin Expressway. 

It's open from now until the 9th of March - every Tuesday, Wednesday and 
Friday from 10am-4pm. 

rfJ Like CJ Comment ~ Share 

5 shares 

HDC Facebook post - Wednesday 7 February 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 10 
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Spooei; ~Post 

Have your say on the Otaki to 

north of Levin project C>Publ;e 

NZ Transport Agency 

SclledUled f February 3rd, • ooam 

Starting 7 February, the NZ Transport Agency is inviting people to have their say on a 
shortlist of corridor options for the otaki to north of Levin project We would like to 
meet you and hear your views on the shortlisted options. Please come along to one of 
our communcty information sessions or stop by our Levin Pop-up Shop. 

We encourage all residents and interested groups to participate. We will use your 
feedback to help us select a corridor option between otaki and north of Levin 

Find out more' 

Have your say on the Otaki to 

north of Levin project C>Publ 

NZ Transport Agency 

Schedu ed for February 8th 11JOaM 

The NZ Transport Agency is inviting people to have their say on a shortlist of comdor 

options for the otaki to north of Levin proiect. We encourage all residents and 
interested groups to participate. We'd like your views on each option so we can 
understand what's important to you. 

Find out more and have your say onl1ne Of come along to one of our communrty 
infOl'Tia!Jon sessions being held in February and March, or stop by our Levin Pop-up 
st,op. 

Our first information session is being held this Saturday beween 1 Oam and 2pm at 
Manakau Community Hall, 12 Mokena Kohere Street. Manakau 

Find out more' 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 11 
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Have your say on the Otaki to 'lcheduted for Feoruary 12th, 1 DOam 

North of Levin Project C>PubLo 

NZ Transport Agency 

The NZ Transport Agency is inviting people to have their say on a shortlist of comdor 
options for the otaki to norlh of Levin proJecl. We encourage all residents and 
interested groups to participate. we:d like your views on each opllon so we can 
understand what's important to you. 

Find out more and have your say onhne Of come along to one of our comm1.11rty 
information sessions being held in February and March, or stop by our Levin Pop-up 
shop. 

Our next information session is this being held this Wednesday beween 2pm and 4pm 
at Koputaroa Community Hall, 399 Koputaroa Road, Koputaroa. 

Find out moret 

Have your say on the Otaki to 

North of Levin Project C,Publ 

NZ Transport Agency 

Scheduled for February 19th, 1 ooam 

The NZ Transport Agency is inviting people to have their say on a shortlist of cortidor 
options for the otaki to north of Levin proiect We encourage all residents and 
mterested groups to participate. Wf!d like your views on each opbon so we can 
understand what's important to you. 

Find out more and ha~e your say on line Of come along to one of our commtI11ty 
information sessions being held in February and March, or stop by our Levin Pop-up 
shop. 

Our next informabon session is bemg held this Thursday 22nd February between 3pm 
and 7pm at Ohau Public Hall, Muhunoa Road West, Ohau. 

Have your sayr 

Examples of Neighbourly posts 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 12 
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5.7 Project webpages 
Project webpages on the Transport Agency's website provided a hub for the online 
engagement and were updated throughout February and March 2018 with the following 
information: 

copies of the information display boards (Appendix B.1) 

project update newsletters (Appendix B.2) 

media release (Appendix B.4) 

project FAQs 

maps - the shortlisted options (Appendix B.6), a detailed aerial showing the options 
and a Google Earth file 

a property information sheet (Appendix B.8) 

details of the community information sessions 

previous consultation/engagement and technical reports, including the O2NL 
Community Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) Report dated September 2017 

a link to the online engagement website : http://o2n1.nzta.govt.nz 

During the consultation period, 7,344 visitors visited the O2NL web pages, viewing the pages 
21,843 times. 

5.8 Online engagement platform 
The O2NL project used the engagementHQ platform to host the online version of the feedback 
form. This went live on 5 February and closed on 26 March 2018 . The website was accessed 
from the O2NL project webpages and direct links were provided in newsletters and on social 
media. During the engagement period, more than 1800 people visited the engagement 
platform (see Figure 3) and 284 people completed online forms. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 13 
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Visi ors Summary 
Otcki to rorth of evir frorT 04 =E'J'18 o 26 Mar'18 DAI LY MO NTHLY 

--
3k 

2k 

l k 

12 Feb '18 26 Feb'18 12 Mar '18 26Mar'18 

_ Pageviews _ Vis ito rs _ V '> t ew '1E: g st' Jt on 

Figure 3: Visitor numbers and page views for the project engagement website 

5.9 02NL inbox and phone line 
All O2NL project communication throughout the engagement provided a dedicated email 
address (o2nl@nzta.govt.nz) and free phone number (0508 625 4636) for people wishing to 
contact the project. Both channels were well utilised by members of the public; asking 
questions, requesting meetings and providing feedback on the shortlisted corridor options. 

5.10 Levin pop-up shop 
The O2NL project pop-up shop located in the centre of Levin at 183 Oxford Street, provided 
an important Transport Agency presence for the duration of the February to March 2018 
engagement period and experienced high visitor numbers with over 1,300 people visiting the 
shop . 

During opening hours, members of the public could view the information boards displayed 
on the walls, talk to and ask questions of the project team, and submit completed hard-copy 
feedback forms. The shop was also used for community information sessions, and Project 
Reference Group and landowner meetings. 1370 people visited the pop-up shop during the 
4 week period it was open from 7 February 2018 until 9 March 2018. 

The shop's opening hours were: 
Tuesday: 10am - 4pm 
Wednesday: 10am - 4pm 
Thursday: 12pm - 6pm 
Friday: 10am - 4pm 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 14 
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Shop opening - Wednesday 7 February 2018 

5.11 Community information sessions 
In addition to the pop-up shop providing a venue and opportunity for engagement with the 
community during February and March 2018, the project team held community information 
sessions throughout the Horowhenua District. These were held at local community halls, 
Waiopehu College and the Levin Adventure Park. 

Copies of the display boards used at the pop-up shop were also on display at the information 
sessions. As with the pop-up shop, attendees had the opportunity to talk to members of the 
project team, ask questions, note any comments for future response by the project team and 
provide feedback. 

Over 880 people attended eight community information sessions. Table 1 provides more 
detail about these information sessions. 

Ohau Community information session, Thursday 22 February 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 15 
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Family Fun Day, Saturday 24 February 

Table 1: 02NL community information sessions 

Event Date Location Attendees 

Manakau Saturday 10 February, Manakau Community 280 
information session 10am-2pm Hall, 12 Mokena 

l<ohere Street, 
Manakau 

l<oputaroa Wednesday 14 l<oputaroa 100 
information session February, 2pm-4pm Community Hall, 399 

l<oputaroa Road, 
l<oputaroa 

Levin information Saturday 17 February, Pop-up Shop, 183 110 
session 10am-2pm Oxford Street, Levin 

hau information Thursday 22 February, hau Public Hall, 79 
session 3pm-7pm Muhunoa West Road, 

hau 

Family Fun Day Saturday 24 February, Levin Adventure Park 200 
10am-4pm 

Levin information Thursday 1 March, Waiopehu College, 55 
session 4pm-6pm 74 Bartholomew 

Road, Levin 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 16 
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Event Date Location Attendees 

Poroutawhao Wednesday 7 March, Poroutawhao 30 
information session 2pm-4pm Community Hall, 800 

State Highway 1, 
Poroutawhao 

Levin information Friday 9 March, 4pm- Pop-up Shop, 183 30 
session 8pm Oxford Street, Levin 

5.12 Community-led meetings & hui 
Over the course of the engagement period, representatives of the team attended eight 
community organised meetings and hui : 

Manakau District Community Association (MDCA) 
Nathan Guy public meeting 
Horowhenua Residents and Ratepayers 
Hui at Tukorehe marae 
Hui at Wehi Wehi marae 
Rebus 
Levin 60's Up Club 
Levin Rotary Club. 

These meetings were attended by approximately 525 people. 

All meetings followed a similar format: presentation by the project team, followed by a Q&A 
session. Information was left with the groups and feedback on the shortlisted corridor options 
encouraged. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 17 
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Face-to-face engagement 
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Face-to-face engagement (not including pop-up shop visitors) 

5.13 Internal information sessions 
The project also held information sessions for Transport Agency staff. These were held on: 

Wednesday 21 February in the Palmerston North office (36 attendees) 

Monday 26 February in the Wellington office (30 attendees) 

Information used for the O2NL community engagement was presented and staff were 
available to answer questions. 
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6. FEEDBACK SOUGHT 
This section outlines how the project sought feedback on the shortlisted corridor options. 

The engagement was focused on encouraging people to provide feedback on six shortlisted 
corridor options; three in the south and three in the north. Each of the three southern options 
can be linked with each of the northern options to form nine potential corridors within the 
O2NL project area. 

Feedback was also sought on where interchanges could be located. The O2NL project 
presented information about the form and location of potential interchanges and showed five 
broad locations where interchanges could be located. The project acknowledged that a 
decision on exactly where interchanges will be provided would not be made until later. 

Feedback was received in the following ways: 

the feedback form filled out either in hardcopy (Appendix B. 7) or online through the 
engagement website 
written submissions via email and hardcopy letters 
community developed feedback forms 
anecdotal comments received via the Levin pop-up shop, community information 
sessions, meetings and hui. 

Responses 
■ Online forms 

■ Hard copy forms 

■ Emails 

■ Manakau community 
developed feedback forms 

■ East Levin community 
developed feedback forms 

Feedback numbers 

The project received a total of 585 formal responses during the engagement period. 

380 feedback forms (284 online and 96 hardcopy) 
136 email submissions 
community feedback forms from Manakau (19 forms) and East Levin (50 forms). 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 19 



Ō

Proa
cti

ve
ly 

Rele
as

ed
 un

de
r th

e O
ffic

ial
 In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Feedback forms were available in the shop and at events 

6.1 Feedback Forms 
The six shortlisted options were shown on the hardcopy and online feedback forms alongside 
an overview, key statistics and some of the advantages and disadvantages identified by the 
02NL project for each option to date. This information was also shown on the information 
boards (displayed at information sessions and in the pop-up shop). 

People were invited to respond to three open ended questions for each option, provide their 
thoughts about where interchanges should be located, and to draw attention to anything else 
they thought the project should know or consider. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 20 
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SOUTHERN OPTION S6 SOUTHERN OPTION S7 SOUTHERN OPTION S7A 

TECHNICALLY BEST PERFORMING OPTION 

- • ., -.. _ ~=-- ~::-=~ :-,:s?= - • E1, -_ .. 
~'='::_.:.t ··- --:.:;:•-
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Overview of Southern Options 
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-.,.-•non 

Overview of Northern Options 

6.2 Emails 
Feedback received by email tended to be more detailed in general, often focusing on the 
engagement process, specific geographic areas or providing alternative options. 

6.3 Community Feedback Forms 
Two groups within the community, Manakau and East Levin, set up and circulated their own 
feedback forms. Relevant information and feedback within these forms was capture. 
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7. ANALYSIS OF THE FEEDBACK 
In analysing the feedback, the following characteristics were taken into account: 

the community engagement was self-selecting and did not involve a statistically 
representative survey. People provided feedback if they were motivated to do so. 
people could respond in multiple ways, e.g. using one or more of the feedback 
channels. 
while some feedback received was from individual submitters, some feedback 
represented multiple people or the views of an entire organisation. 

7.1 Landowner meetings 
Landowners sought clarity about the process and timings. Further insight was gathered about 
specific sites of ecological, heritage and archaeological interest. These often had a very 
specific geographical location, so the project team have been able to note these features. In 
addition, 77 landowners also gave feedback in other ways (online, forms, email). 

7.2 Key stakeholders 
On-going relationships with key stakeholders are important to the project. The project team 
have held meetings with and received feedback from: 

Palmerston North City Council 
Automotive Association 
Regional Transport Committee, Horizons Regional Council 
Forest and Bird 
Housing New Zealand Corporation 
Whanganui District Council 
K piti Coast District Council 
Department of Conservation 
Manakau District Community Association 
Horowhenua District Council 
Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga 

The nature of feedback was largely in support of the project and aligned to the project 
objectives. Specific advice from these stakeholders will be taken into consideration as the 
project moves forward. 

7.3 General comments 
To help the project assess why people liked or disliked a particular option, feedback was 
sought about the key features of each option: ' 
and ' 

The majority of submitters support the project. There is some appetite for widening the 
existing highways (SHl and SH57), but very few stated that the project is not needed. When 
opposition was expressed, it tended to be directed at a particular option. 

Peoples comments during the engagement process tended to relate to the criteria identified 
through the MCA process and feedback was categorised by these themes: 
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There was considerable feedback on and discussion about social and community impacts 
including impact on dwellings, productive land and district development. The community also 
used the project objectives to explain why an option was important to them (e.g. 
improvements to safety, resilience and congestion). 

Discussion about social, community and the impacts on dwellings were often cited together 
and used interchangeably because people felt they were highly linked. Several submissions 
considered that a social impact assessment should have been done before options were 
shortlisted 1. 

People often talked about health issues and concerns stating that the engagement process, 
along with the potential effects of the future expressway (noise, dust and vibration), is 
impacting on people's health. Residents cited the elderly Horowhenua population and that 
these sensitivities are felt by this part of the community more. Comments about engineering 
considerations were also focused on concerns about vibration, dust, the construction process 
and planting. These aspects are common to all options and need to be considered further at 
the detailed design phase2 • 

There was considerable value placed on the potential loss of lifestyle, people often spoke from 
a personal point of view of how this expressway could potentially affect them. 

During the mid-2017 engagement, the project team learnt about important areas of 
ecological, heritage, tangata whenua and cultural values that are important to the community. 
People once again took this opportunity to tell the project team about areas of importance 
under these categories. 

Other views about property included the concern that there's not enough properties in the 
district for all the potentially displaced people; people who are 'nearby affected' (those living 
close to the proposed corridors, but not directly underneath it) want to be involved more in 
the process; and people want to be treated fairly and with respect under the property and 
planning process with compensation and mitigation occurring appropriately. People said the 
uncertainty is having an immediate effect on property sales, property values and finding 
potential buyers. 

There was a mixture of views regarding productive land. People talked about the importance 
of protecting productive land along all of the corridor options. 

1 Following this round of engagement and feedback, a social impact assessment has been 
undertaken. 
2 Noise was a common concern among submitters and subsequently a more detailed noise 
assessment has been conducted. 
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“The World Health Organisation website states that The WHO guidelines for night noise 

recommend less than 40 dB(A) … outside of bedrooms to prevent adverse health effects 

from night noise. (www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/environment-and-health/noise/data-

and-statistics accessed 08/03/18). To me this is probably the most important factor when 
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“Long term we must protect the better productive land.” 
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affected. Put people before $$$$” 
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Quotes 

7.4 Feedback on southern options 

Option S6 

Option S6 is the option closest to State Highway 1 in the south and was identified and 
presented to the community as being the 'technically best performing option' in relation to 
this option best meeting the project objectives. This option affects the community of 
Manakau. 

Community feedback in support of option S6 is consistent with the project objectives. When 
people talked in favour of this option, they mentioned the safety benefits, journey time 
savings (with this route being the shortest and most direct) and resilience provided by this 
option. People also noted S6 was a cost effective choice. 

Those who opposed S6 talked about its negative social effects on the Manakau community, 
severance and impact on dwellings. 

Overall there was slightly more support for S6 than the other southern options. 

Option S7 

Option 7 follows a route in a valley further east of the Manakau settlement. 

Some people favoured this option due to the reduced effects it would have on the community 
and existing dwellings in the Manakau village. They acknowledged the cost, but would rather 
village character and existing homes be avoided and considered the longevity of this 
expressway justified the cost. 

People who disagreed with this option, identified key features such as the fault line it would 
cross, possible future resilience issues, and known areas of ecology and landscape value that 
would be affected. Submitters also acknowledged the negative impact this option would have 
on newly developed areas such as Manakau Heights. People also cited engineering difficulties. 
S7 was also questioned about its viability under the Resource Management Act (RMA), because 
it would significantly adversely affect landscape value; encroach on areas of regional 
ecological significance; have a cultural impact in relation to w hi tapu and M ori land; and 
would be located on the Northern Ohariu fault line. 
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Option S7A 

Option S7A was an option generated through the MCA workshop discussions - from the south 
it follows S7 behind the foothills and then returns to the S6 corridor in the vicinity of Kuku 
East. The main positive identified by the project is a reduced effect on Manakau village and 
the avoidance of some of the costly elements of S7, however, it is a longer more indirect 
option. 

There was limited support for S7A; although some people acknowledged it was a good 
compromise between S6 and S7. Submitters noted that for this option the negatives seemed 
to outweigh the positives. Engineering considerations, not meeting the project objectives in 
the same way as the other southern options, its cost and length were all reasons for people 
finding this option unsuitable. Several people referred to S7A as a 'non-option'. 

7.5 Feedback on the northern options 
A technically preferred option was not identified by the project for the northern options. The 
three northern corridors are similar in length, cost, meeting the project objectives and impact 
on dwellings. 

People's feedback debated about district development in the north; each of the northern 
options were said to enhance or negatively impact on district growth depending on the view 
of the submitter. 

Option N4 

Option N4 follows a route close to the existing SHS7. 

This option was widely supported. People felt that it best met the project objectives because 
it is shorter, more direct and provided the best connection into Levin. Other reasons people 
favoured this option were related to district development. It was felt that because this option 
was located near an existing main road, it would encourage growth further east. Another 
positive identified through the feedback was that option N4 would have the least impact on 
the Tararua Ranges. 

Those who opposed this option cited key features of ecological value, productive land and 
impact on existing dwellings. While some people opposed this option due to heritage values 
others noted that the specific historic house that has been identified along this route is not 
available to the public and needs to be restored. Several people thought option N4 could use 
SHS7, rather than needing to be a new offline expressway. 

N4 was the northern option with the most support. 

Option NS 

Option NS takes an alignment that is further to the east of the existing SHS7 than option N4. 

Feedback noted that option NS connected well with the southern options. Generally, however, 
there was not a significant amount of support or opposition for this option, people seemed 
indifferent to it. People who did not like this option indicated social impacts and negative 
effects on dwellings as reasons. 

Option N9 

Option N9 follows an alignment similar to the existing high voltage transmission lines towards 
the Tararua Ranges and is the most eastward of the northern options. 

Feedback noted how this option would connect well with option S7. People indicated that 
while this option affected the least amount of dwellings, it would have a social impact on the 
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new dwellings that are being developed in this area and would impact on future district 
development and growth. 

7.6 Feedback on interchanges 
People were generally comfortable with the broad locations where the project indicated 
interchanges would be needed. While the proposed Levin and Manakau interchange locations 
were both supported, feedback varied about the particular location; some favoured Queen 
Street, some Kimberley Road and others Tararua Road. 

People supported the rationale for providing interchanges: connections, and access on to and 
off the new state highway and to and from SH57. They also strongly emphasised the 
importance of maintaining local connections and access from existing local roads. 

There was a split amongst comments with some people wanting to see more detail on 
interchanges and stressed the importance of knowing where these could be located and what 
form they could take, so that people could give informed views in their feedback. Others 
indicated they would rather see a corridor identified and then have a conversation about where 
interchanges should be located. Comments received about the design included concerns 
about scale, light and visual aspects of interchanges. 

7.7 Other comments 
People were asked to comment on anything else they'd like the 02NL project to know or 
consider. 

Some submitters made comments relating to the existing safety problems of sections of the 
existing state highways between Otaki and north of Levin, stating that something needs to be 
done now to improve the current state highway and problem bridges. 

Submitters who opposed certain options used this as an opportunity to propose alternative 
routes to those presented by the project, including western routes. They also suggested 
widening the existing state highways. 

Numerous comments were received on the need to include western options. People stated 
they support a western route because in comparison to the shortlisted eastern options: 

it would traverse agricultural land that was perceived to be of a much lower value 
it would be a shorter, cheaper, more direct route 
it would have less impact on homes, the community and businesses 
there will be a lesser impact on the environment and native birds 
it would allow development to better service the population growth predicted for 
Horowhenua 
it would meet the project objectives - better safety, travel times, connections to 
northern routes and infrastructure resilience 
the sand dunes and general contour of the land in the west gives a great deal of natural 
sound mitigation 
the west has a better topography for the highway 
it would not cross any railway lines and only impact local roads 
the land to the west of Levin is not known for flooding. 

When submitters discussed western options, there were often comments criticising the MCA 
and engagement process used by the 02NL project, demanding an explanation why there 
were no shortlisted western options. In addition to comments received via the feedback forms 
and emails, the need for western options was also mentioned during conversations at 
information sessions and meetings/hui, and at the pop-up shop. 
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7.8 Feedback themes 
The following table sets out specific points raised by landowners and the community during 
the community engagement in February and March 2018. 

It also describes how the project team has taken these points into account. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

Landscape and Visual 

Important to follow the same hinterland landscaping and planting plan as that of the K piti This is supported in principle, but is a detailed design matter and would not influence the 
All options 

expressway including cycle tracks choice of option. 

In winter months this area is covered in fog and low cloud. Noted. S7 

The expressway taking route S7 would have a devastating effect on all aspects of the valley. The landscape and visual effects on the valley are acknowledged and have been taken into 
Additionally the whole beauty of the valley would be spoilt beyond any advantage that the new account in evaluating options. It is acknowledged that construction of any highway will S7 
road could bring. inevitably have adverse landscape and visual effects. 

The historic significance of this hill was identified at an early stage and was one of the sites 
that was used to model archaeological risk in the project area. 

Puketawai Hill is inside your S7 /N9 corridor and is shown by the blue marker. I have shaded in 
The landscape and visual assessment assumed that best efforts will be made to find the best red the piece of Kimberley reserve that your corridor crosses. 

When you look in an accurate map you would wonder why this high piece of terrace overlooking practicable alignment within the 300m wide corridors (paragraph 1.9 of the Background Puke-tawai hill. 
the reserve has been included as part of Kimberley Reserve (most of it is grazed by the Report to Community and Stakeholder Workshop: Landscape+ Visual + Urban Design, 17 This hill is just 
neighbouring farmer). December 2017). at the bottom 
The reason it was protected is because it is a historic hill. Used for among other purposes, as a end and part of 
lookout to hunt for wild horses. It was named after the beech trees which grew on it, as local Kimberley 
M ori recognised that the beech trees didn't grow anywhere else on the Horowhenua plain, It assumes that attention will be paid to avoid discrete features such as Puketawai Hill and reserve. 
making it special. Some of the beech trees remain today and are protected as they are part of Kimberley Reserve. The centreline of the 300m corridor in this area is sufficiently west to 
Kimberley Reserve. See "Horowhenua" by Leslie Adkin p319. provide separation between the road and Puketawai Hill/Kimberley Reserve. For example, the 

report discusses road alignments that would generally follow the existing transmission lines 
to the west of Kimberley Reserve. 

Some families have multigenerational associations in this area, their ancestors are buried in the 
The amenity of the Manakau Heights area (Manakau Downlands) was acknowledged in the urupa/Manakau Cemetery on South Manakau Road. "The Manakau Cemetery where the first 

interment took place in 1892 is still used by descendants of the original colonial families and by baseline landscape report and taken into account in the ranking scores. The S6 and S7 

tangata whenua as an urupa." (Treadwell & Associates. August 2009). This land, termed Manakau options are well to the east of the urupa and cemetery which is located between the railway Manakau 
Downlands by the Horowhenua District Council, is rated a high amenity landscape in a report by line and existing State highway. 

Treadwell & Associates. August 2009 and had some cultural significance to the local iwi as a See comments re heritage values below. 
source of food and timber. 

Ecology 

The vegetation of Waikawa Reserve has been classed as regionally significant and thus 
avoidance has been recommended. However, complete avoidance of the reserve may not be 

Waikawa Reserve and Waikawa Stream possible with this option. S7 

The Waikawa Stream has been classed as nationally significant and thus is a notable feature 
and ecological constraint. 

We have classed all known land snail sites as ecological constraints and have also identified Southern 

We have native snails all over our property and classed native vegetation areas as constraints. This approach has aimed to avoid known options 

and potential habitats of land snails. 

In this vicinity we identified Rushbrooke Bush (approx. lha) as a regionally significant 
ecological constraint. Following a meeting with the owners (SA - 080418) it was confirmed by 

South Manuka 
QEII Bush them that the bush is not covenanted. We have also identified the QEII protected lands 

Road 
located on the eastern faces of the hills north-east of South Manakau Road as ecological 
constraints. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

Ground conditions in valley - watercourse and v poor drainage - typical across the immediate Noted, this is a detailed design issue and our investigations to date suggest this can be 
S6 

Manakau village area. adequately managed. 

Native bush (with family ashes scattered). This crosses a fault line. Lots of slips around the hills 
The various matters raised have all been identified, and would be addressed in detailed 

and several natural springs. Lots of flooding in this area and cuts through farm land and market S7 
gardens including M ori land. 

design if this route option is chosen. 

This route appears to encompass a large stretch of the Koputaroa stream in behind Waihou road. The intention would be to locate the alignment to avoid impacts to the Koputaroa Stream. NS 

There are also a number of "private" lakes which are dependent on the water flow. The ecology of 
Noted. This would be further investigated during detailed design if this route is chosen. S6 

these would be severely impacted by disruption to the waterways. 

There are Morepork, Kereru, Tui, Pheasant, California Quail, Spur-winged Plover, White faced 
Heron, Eastern Rosella, Bellbird, Pukeko, Paradise Shelduck, Mallard, Australian Harrier, Shining 

We have taken into account known locations of animals/birds (or their habitats) of recognised 
Cuckoo, Long-tailed Cuckoo, Kingfisher, Welcome Swallow, Yellowhead, Fantail, Silvereye, 

conservation concern. A number of native forest sites occur in the North Manakau Road area Nth Manakau Rd 
Sparrow, Blackbird, Thrush, Starling, Magpie, Chaffinch, Yellowhammer, and possible others. The 

and these have been recognised as ecological constraints. 
reason birds are so numerous is due to our seclusion and closeness to the foothills of the 
Tararuas. 

Protection of Waihopai Reserve only 500m away. 
The Waiopehu Scenic Reserve has been classed as an ecological constraint of national 

N9 
significance and a high priority for avoidance. 

The northern part of this section crosses the headwaters of the Koputaroa stream and would have 
The intention would be to locate the alignment to avoid impacts to the Koputaroa Stream. N9 

an effect on the native eel (Tuna). These are an endangered species which migrate from Tahiti. 

We have recognised native vegetation areas in the vicinity of Manakau as ecological 
constraints and aim to avoid these areas where possible. 

The Manakau area has been historically identified by National Geographic Magazine as the most The alignment of S6 along the toe of the foothills at the edge of the plains was a favourable Southern 
ideal temperate climate for growing the largest range of plants in the Southern Hemisphere. factor taken into account in assessing the landscape and visual effects of the option relative options 

to those that bisected the plains. Effect on productive land has also been a major factor in 
the assessment process. 

Native vegetation on the slopes leading down to the stream, worked to control invasive weeds 
We have identified native vegetation areas in this location which are likely to be of 

Southern 
significance and are not aware of significant vegetation in this immediate area. Further 

and pests, to make a natural habitat for native flora and fauna. 
investigation will be undertaken during design of any option in this area. 

options 

We have taken into account known locations of animals (or their habitats) of recognised 
conservation concern. A number of native forest areas occur around the S7 option and these 
sites have been recognised as ecological constraints. 

S7 Native bush, l(ereru, Tui, Moreporks, Pheasants and Native Parrots and Quail. 
The landscape and visual assessment of S7 took the native bush within the valley, in 

S7 
particular the Waikawa River Reserve into account. 

Nevertheless, the assessment assumed that best efforts would be made to find the best 
practicable alignment within the 300m wide corridors. For instance, the report noted the 
opportunities to align the road within the corridor to the west of Waikawa River Reserve. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Unstable River Terrace endangering special trees in Kimberley Reserve. 
The river terrace around Puke-tawai is high and unstable (indicated by the arrows) and in the last 
6 months the river's natural erosion has claimed another beech tree. These trees seem to be 
seeding and there are young trees showing that this process has been going on for hundreds of 
years. Going by Adkin's map and our own experience over 20 years, the erosion by the river is 
actually very gradual. However, the farmer's fence and animal grazing limit the area of beech 
trees to a narrow strip. The area of Beech trees is indicated by the green strip drawn on the 
terrace edge. 
While local residents in Kimberley Rd would like any expressway cut as low into the ground as 
possible and given bunds, (and this will also help protect Kimberley Reserve from noise) I am very 
concerned that if S7 was linked to NS or N9 the excavation work and shaking of Puke-tawai hill 
could well change the natural rate of erosion by weakening the gravel layers. This could collapse 
the high shingle cliff into the river, destroying the beech trees on Puke-tawai hill, damaging a 
piece of Kimberley reserve, and upsetting the ecology downstream as it would temporally dam 
and then wash out down the hau river. If this has not been investigated already could it please 
be looked into. Could S6N9 also create this problem just from vibrations? 

A reminder that your corridors are cutting through two of the hau River Reserves 
The below map shows these reserves free drawn in red, so they are a guide only. While l<irkcaldies 
reserve is not been used by the public much yet there are plans to create river walks there. The 
amenity of the swimming hole at clay banks (unshaded area just below the bridge) and the 
reserve off Muhunoa East Road should be considered too. 

The trees you see scattered about and in a large stand in the middle of this photo are all good 
sized mature totaras and well worth protecting. Totara are also the predominant species in the 
riparian strip along the terrace edge and bank from where the Beech trees stop to where the 
terrace becomes a lot smaller at the left of this picture. There could well be endangered 
powellaphanta subspecies there as they are in Kimberley reserve. So I am hoping a search for 
snails will be carried out soon if these corridors are being considered. 

Both S7 /NS and S7 /N9 run parallel to the hau river. While the river is usually small. In the 22 
years I have known it I have seen it cut through parts of the areas shown in blue below. It tends to 
rip through and try and cut a channel. And another time rip into a different area and cut channels. 
I am not saying it completely floods the whole lot at once. But that, like our back paddock you 
have to move stock etc in a big flood as the river can be surprisingly fierce and it depends on 
changes to the upstream snaking as to how it cuts downstream. 
I have also seen it take out the Kirkcaldies bridge by simply taking out the whole area of the true 
right bank and getting behind the end. So there was no road left between the bridge and the new 
bank. I think they ended up having to replace the whole thing. I have not shown all the other 
areas in Kimberley reserve that flood as there is too much, I have only shown the bits in your 
corridors. 

There is an area of QEII Trust bush covenant (Miles Bush) within the land affected by Option S6, 
which was not identified in the constraint mapping. As well as its ecological values, this bush has 
particular significance to the Miles family being used as a memorial area - with continued access 
to it being important to some family members. 

Manga- huia stream, which has high native fish biodiversity values - being home to several 
species of protected native fish, including Giant kokopu, banded kokopu, lnanga and longfin eels, 
has been given any consideration in the ecological assessment. Within my land the stream has 
been fenced off and extensively planted to protect these species. Information from the 
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In the event that this option is selected, the effect on the beech trees at Puke-tawai can be 
investigated with consideration of options to avoid or minimise any adverse effects. Beech 
could also be specifically incorporated into ecological mitigation in this area if required. 

Geotechnical investigations will be needed, including bank stability in proximity to any major 
structures, to ensure their stability. 

Attention will be paid to the location of reserves in this area when any detailed alignments 
are developed. 

The totara forest/treeland referred to has been identified as an ecological constraint and for 
the purposes of the constraints exercise, it has been assumed that would be 
present in that habitat. 

Preliminary investigations into the river's hydrology and flooding patterns have been 
undertaken. This will be further investigated once the preferred option has been identified. 

The existing constraint mapping identified a 0.35 ha QEII protected native forest remnant 
located 500 m east of the eastern end of Mokena Kohere Street, Manakau. Due to the scale of 
the project-wide constraint map, this site appears very small, but it is visible on the map and 
it is definitely part of the ecological constraint mapping. The forest continues to be 
recommended for avoidance and the comments here regarding access to the forest are noted 
and will be considered in the future if Option S6 is selected. 

Thank you for this information regarding the freshwater fish values of the Manga-huia 
Stream. We have taken the information you have provided into consideration and the Manga-

Option / 
Location 

Kimberley 
reserve. 

hau River 

North/south 
connections 

hau River 

S6 

S6 

31 



Ō

Proa
cti

ve
ly 

Rele
as

ed
 un

de
r th

e O
ffic

ial
 In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Department of Conservation and Horizons on the native fish values within the Manga-huia 
Stream. 

The Hanawera Ridge is the catchment for a large network of tributaries that feed into the Manga
huia and Waiute (known as Manakau) Streams. The Manga-huia Stream feeds directly into the 
Waiute Stream which in turn merges into the Waikawa River. Please refer to the Native fish 
spotlighting report which outlines the high native fish biodiversity values of the Manga-huia 
Stream. I understand from Horizons Regional Council that the Manga-huia Stream is one of only 
three sites in their entire region where the presence of Giant Kokopu has been confirmed. 
Furthermore, the survival of this native fish habitat in the Manga-huia Stream is reliant upon 
flows from the historic Waikawa Water Race, (engineered in the 1890's) during the dry summer 
and autumn months. 
This water race diverts water from the Waikawa River near North Manakau Road and passes in 
behind the Pikiwahine Knob to the north, and then south underneath North Manakau Road and 
adjacent to the Hanawera Ridge, until reaching the Manga-huia Stream (see attached Waikawa 
Water Race Map). 

Waikawa water race (constructed around 1890's by early settlers) through which Option S6 would 
traverse in a number of places feeds water into the Manga-huia stream. This water race was 
initially built to provide water for farming, horticulture and flax mills in the area. However, today 
the water race is vital to support fish life in the Manga-huia Stream, particularly during the 
summer months. I note that the definition of an archaeological site is a place associated with pre-
1900 human activity where there may be evidence relating to the history of New Zealand. 

We have a direct responsibility for the swamp, wetland and stream on our property and the native 
bird and aquatic life. We believe further assessment needs to be undertaken to determine the 
ecological impact of this proposal on this area. We are aware that native fish have been found 
nearby in a similar swampy area. 

The ecological bush area in the middle of the property is an indigenous remnant with some 
indigenous native trees( including titoki, red matipo, mahoe, black maire, matai, karaka and other 
native species) that pre date the house. These are largely on the western side of this bush area 
closest to N4 and will be impacted by your N4 option. This ecological site has been recorded as 
having Powelliphanta traversii snails. Geckos, as well as native bird life including fantails, tuis, 
kereru and ruru - native moreporks are present. The bush area contributes to the mountains to 
the sea corridor for native birds. It also contributes to the historic setting of the homestead and 
its surrounding curtilage and connects to the history of the property. It is an "At risk habitat". 

Corridors N5 and N9 in the north east sector to the east of Waihou Rd. Both these corridors cover 
the Koputaroa stream for several hundred meters. Thee stream extends approx. 100m into both 
corridors. This is also the habitat of other indigenous species but the short finned tuna (eel) 
especially is at risk and currently classified as a threatened species, 'critical' due to rapidly 
declining numbers. They are 'Taonga' and protected under the Treaty of Waitangi. Muaupoko 
used to fish and gather the native tuna here - I saw 2 Tuna only 3 weeks ago at Waiopehu 
Reserve. You are probably well aware that the mature adults make their way through the 
Koputaroa stream to the Manawatu river then journey the Pacific Ocean to the Tongan trench to 
lay their eggs ......... the young larvae (elvers) then return home and travel up the Koputaroa 
stream again, but only if their fragile habitat is not damaged. 

North Manakau Rd and there is a beautiful reserve where there are NZ Rata trees ... and they are at 
risk. The trees have an uncertain future in NZ and so we need to protect them. There was even a 
story about this on TV3. I can't believe that you would even consider putting a road near them let 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

huia Stream is now considered as a specific ecological constraint on the basis of the fish 
fauna values present. 

The interdependence between the Manga-huia Stream fish community and the Waikawa 
Water Race is noted and will be considered further if Option S6 is selected. 

While the Waikawa water race was not included in the database of sites used to define 
archaeological risk the land alongside both the Waikawa River and Mangahuia Stream was 
included in the assessment. 

This water-race was noted in NZTA's early consultation with lwi, and a report provided. A 
number of submitters have provided further useful details on this water-race. Impacts on the 
water-race as part of the existing environment would need to be addressed if option S6 is 
chosen. 

Although there are no identified ecological constraints in this area, to inform resource 
consent applications, the ecosystems in this locality would require a thorough ecological 
assessment to determine the ecological values and effects, and to determine any required 
avoidance and mitigation. 

Based on available information, the Project Ecologist agrees that the bush is likely to hold At 
Risk status under the One Plan and this has been reflected in the constraints mapping and 
assessment. 

Any road alignment within corridors N5 or N9 would attempt to avoid or otherwise minimise 
adverse effects to the Koputaroa Stream. 

It is assumed the reference is to the Waikawa River Reserve on North Manakau Road. 

We have recognised the ecological values of the Waikawa Stream Recreation Reserve to be 
regionally significant and this site has been a high priority for avoidance. Avoiding impacts to 
values in that area have been a focus of the constraints exercise. Any alignment within this 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

Southern 
options 

N4 

N5 and N9 

North Manakau 
Rd 
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alone over them. Have you even checked with DOC about the importance of the Reserve and the 
trees on it to NZ? 

The pathway between Lake Horowhenua and the hills is also an important part of our community. 
The mature long fin eel uses this to access the sea from the freshwater homes situated between 
the lake and the hills. 

Our garden has been planted to attract native birds. We are not the only gardeners on small 
lifestyle blocks to do this. We have tui, fantail, wax eyes nesting in our garden. Kereru, the native 
Falcon and bellbirds also visit our garden from time to time. The native morepork inhabits our 
general area. An expressway will disturb the habitat of these species. This will especially apply to 
the Manakau area. There have been indications that NZTA are concerned about the habitat of the 
Powelliphanta snail. 

Waikawa River Reserve has a significant population of Northern Rata growing on it. The Northern 
Rata has largely disappeared, and is now a threatened native species in New Zealand. The 
proposed alignment of S7 is through a stand of Northern Rata. It should also be noted that the 
Waikawa River Reserve has populations of indigenous birdlife including Morepork, Fantail, 
Bellbird, Wood Pigeon and New Zealand Falcon. 
e) The Department of Conservation has recently approved funding for major capital upgrades of 
the Waikawa River Reserve. 

The Department's main biodiversity priorities in this area are the Powelliphanta snails. One 
important area for the snails is the Kimberley Reserve, which all the road corridor options bypass, 
but it is important that any work undertaken nearby does not affect water tables at this site. 

Road Corridor Option N4: Arapaepae Bush and Prouse's Homestead bush 

The Department's Powelliphanta snail expert has advised us that a road between the two bush 
blocks would have significant impacts, through alteration to the water table and permanent 
separation of the two blocks. Powelliphanta traversi traversi, ranked as 'nationally endangered', 
are present in this area and have little remaining habitat. 

If option N4 were to be selected as the preferred corridor option, then an overpass (with a 
planting plan to join the two bush blocks) could help to mitigate these effects. However, the 
structure could be problematic in limiting rainfall to the land underneath, and installations of the 
foundations could be damaging to the water table. 
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area of S7 would require careful ecological assessment and the avoidance of ecological values 
would need to remain an option. 

The landscape and visual assessment for S7 took the proximity to that reserve into account 
as discussed in the earlier report. 

The assessment assumes that best efforts will be made to find the best practicable alignment 
within the 300m wide corridors, and that attention will be paid to avoid discrete features 
such as reserves and stands of bush. The most sensible alignment in this area from a 
landscape perspective would be to the west of Waikawa River Reserve. Opportunities to align 
the road to avoid direct impacts on Waikawa River Reserve were noted in the Landscape + 
Visual + Urban Design report. 

Option / 
Location 

We recognise the need to minimise the extent of habitat affected by the preferred route and Northern 
to also provide continued passage for migratory fish species such as the longfin eel. options 

We have sought to avoid areas of naturally occurring native vegetation and habitats of species 
of conservation concern. are one example of fauna that we have recognised All options 
and aimed to avoid impacts to. 

We have recognised the Waikawa River Recreation Reserve as an important ecological site and 
a high priority for avoidance. Avoiding impacts to values in that area have been a focus of the 
constraints exercise. Any alignment within this area of S7 would require careful ecological 
assessment and the avoidance of significant ecological values would need to remain an 
option. 

Further, the landscape and visual assessment for S7 took the proximity to that reserve into 
account as discussed in the earlier report. S7 

The assessment assumes that best efforts will be made to find the best practicable alignment 
within the 300m wide corridors, and that attention will be paid to avoid discrete features 
such as reserves and stands of bush. The most sensible alignment in this area from a 
landscape perspective would be to the west of Waikawa River Reserve. Opportunities to align 
the road to avoid direct impacts on Waikawa River Reserve were noted in the Landscape + 
Visual + Urban Design report. 

We recognised Kimberly Reserve as being of national ecological significance and the site has 
been a high priority for avoidance. 

We have noted the constraints presented by the reported presence of in 
Arapaepae Bush and Prouse's Bush. The forest areas have been recommended for avoidance. 
Effects to the water table would need to be investigated through the engineering design so 
that this matter could be mitigated in the drainage design. 

Kimberley 
Reserve / N4 
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Road Corridor Options S7 & S7A: Waikawa Campsite 

The Department is not supportive of relocation of this campsite, as its current location was 
chosen for the character of the site beside the Waikawa Stream. Waikawa Campsite has received, 
and is scheduled to receive, significant investment from the Department. 

Waikawa campsite is part of the Tararua Forest Park, a Conservation Park under the Conservation 
Act 1987. We are seeking legal advice with regards to land transfer or Public Works Act 
acquisition of Waikawa campsite under the Conservation Act. 

Other Considerations 

There are three Reserves (under the Reserves Act 1977) within the road corridor options: 

- Lot 1 DP 70514: Crown Forestry licence administered by Land Information NZ (LINZ) 

- Part Section l0A Block VII Waitohu SD: Administered by Department of Conservation 

- Pt Muhunoa 2: Administered by LINZ 

The Department has not identified any significant conservation values associated with these sites. 

Heritage 

The historic homestead could be dismantled and relocated, the property is not accessible to the 
public. 

To note is a line of trees (mainly English oak) planted in a line that runs from our property on 
Arapaepae Road South through to and beyond SHl. Trees planted in 1908 as part of the original 
Kimberly military base, may have significant value or heritage to some people. 

Built by Leslie Adkin, who had a huge influence on the entire Horowhenua region. Check any map 
of the region published prior to 1950, and it's likely to have been his handiwork. 
https: //teara.govt.nz /en /biographies/ 4a3 /adkin-george-leslie 
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The landscape and visual assessment for S7 took the Waikawa River Reserve into account as 
discussed in the earlier report. The assessment assumed that best efforts will be made to find 
the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide corridors. The best alignment within the 
corridor in this area from a landscape perspective would be immediately to the west of 
Waikawa River Reserve. 

It is acknowledged that the proximity of S7 would detract from the amenity of the camp 
ground and reserve, even if the actual alignment did not directly impact the reserve. 

While not advertised as open to the public, the Prouse family receives a number of guests 
(local and international) to the property who are interested in its heritage values. They have 
also hosted public events for the local vintage car club and held demonstrations/open days 
for their vintage traction engine. 

Dismantling and relocation would not fully mitigate for the loss of the other important 
heritage values associated with this property. 

These trees haven't been inspected on site. They are not listed in the District Plan. There is 
however a clear line of trees of mixed exotic species along the property's southern boundary 
which continues along south of the former Kimberly Hospital site (now being redeveloped) as 
far as SH 1. If this feature is proposed to be crossed by an eventual alignment, we would need 
to investigate this further. 

This property has been identified and briefly discussed in previous reports, but was not part 
of the site data set used for the analysis prior to options evaluation. The house has never 
been identified for, or sought to be listed in the district plan or with Heritage NZ, as far as we 
are aware. However, we are aware of it and recognise the importance of (George) Leslie 
Adkin in recording Horowhenua history, natural history and geography, and Adkin's 
information has provided context to the cultural, archaeological and heritage evaluations 
undertaken to date. 

The impacts of options on houses (and property) have been considered during the options 
assessment process from a landscape point of view, from amenity and community point of 
view and in respect of property effects. If the eventual alignment was to come close to this 
building, a detailed analysis of its merits may be undertaken. 

As a pre-1900 dwelling, the site has a level of protection as an archaeological site under the 
Heritage NZ Act and an archaeological authority would be required to disturb the area or 
remove the house. 

Option / 
Location 

S7 & S7A 

N4 

North/South 
connection 

1127 Queen St 
East (http://hor 
owhenua.kete.n 
et. nz/ en /site/to 
pics/2814-
cheslyn-rise
homestead) 
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Too close to Cheslyn Rise 

There are a couple of very old properties on North Manakau Road that should be avoided however 
this would require the 300m corridor to be adjusted west but would reduce the number of 
dwellings to be removed/purchased. 

Property is very iconic and would be a crime and a shame to lose this piece of history 

Lake catchment - all options will affect water going into the lakes 

First Manakau School and we have records to prove this. Historical trees planted by early settlers, 
our Norfolk Pine came from a settle from Norfolk Island who was a descendant of the Bounty. 

The homestead is pre 1900's He still runs the farm and has cattle trucks delivering and collecting 
animals. 

The Resource Management Act - RMA clearly identifies as a matter of national importance Part 2 
Purpose and Principles 6f the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, 
and development. 
RMA Amendment 2003 Part 1: Interpretation and application 3 (7) (a) defines "historic heritage as 
those natural and physical resources that contribute to an understanding and appreciation of New 
Zealand's history and cultures, deriving from any of the following qualities: archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, historic, technological and includes historic sites, structures, places, areas; 
and archaeological sites and surroundings associated with the natural and physical resources. 
Our historic house, curtilage, setting, bush area and land is strongly represented in the 
application of this definition. We also have technological remains of early farming history and 
technology that possibly exist in few places in New Zealand as they remain in their original 
context and setting. 
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The submitter comment includes some incorrect information/confusion. The house at 1127 
Queen Street East was built by Leslie Adkin's parents, not Leslie himself. Rather, it was his 
childhood home. Secondly, Adkin's only mapping contribution was to the recording and 
placement of cultural/heritage place names. The vast majority of his base maps are tracings 
of existing government plans (of which there are several hundred predating 1900). 

We are aware of the Adkin homestead and its connection to a historically important local 
family. If an eventual alignment was to come close to this building a detailed analysis of its 
merits may be undertaken. 

The house itself is outside the corridors and while the drive and farm structures are within 
the bounds they are very peripheral and there is likely to be sufficient space to avoid any 
unnecessary effects to the heritage buildings on this property. 

There are a small number of heritage issues that have been identified along North Manakau 
Road that will require further investigation and evaluation if an eventual alignment was to 
pass through this area. Establishing the architectural value of any built structures would 
require the input of a heritage architect. 

If the eventual alignment was to pass through this area there are archaeological and 
architectural heritage values associated with this property that would require further 
investigation. Establishing the architectural value of the built structures would require the 
input of a heritage architect. 

There is the potential for archaeological sites to be encountered adjacent to, or in the vicinity 
of, all water sources. The probability of encountering an archaeological site is likely to be 
greatest closer to historic intensively occupied landscapes such as those adjacent to lakes 
Horowhenua and Papaitonga. Water quality issues will be addressed through detailed design. 

If the eventual alignment was to pass through this area there are archaeological and 
architectural heritage values associated with this property that require further investigation. 
Establishing the architectural value of the building would require the input of a heritage 
architect. 

There are a number of Significant Trees in this area which are listed in the District Plan for 
protection. 

There are archaeological and potential architectural heritage values associated with this 
property that require further investigation. Establishing the architectural value of the built 
structures would require the input of a heritage architect. Note - it has not been confirmed 
that it is pre-1900 - stylistically it could be up to about 1910. 

The Prouse homestead was identified as a site of significant value at an early stage in the 
project. 

Option / 
Location 

N5 and N9 

S6 - North 
Manakau Road 

North Manakau 
Road 

All options 

S6 

Southern 
options 

N4 
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Option / 
Location 

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 also identifies the importance of archaeological 
sites that have an association with human activity predating 1900. 

We would note that NZTA has a strong track record of relocating heritage buildings (including Vic While relocation is a potential mitigation option this would not fully compensate for the 
Park Tunnel and Karo Drive), so the homestead (which is identified as a risk in the N4 option) detrimental effects to the other values associated with this property, including other N4 
should be considered an impediment and as such not dictate the preferred option. buildings, the curtilage and vegetation. 

Some families have multigenerational associations in this area, their ancestors are buried in the 
urupa/Manakau Cemetery on South Manakau Road. "The Manakau Cemetery where the first 
interment took place in 1892 is still used by descendants of the original colonial families and by 

The cemetery is an old one. Its heritage values are acknowledged, and go beyond those of an South Manakau 
tangata whenua as an urupa." (Treadwell & Associates. August 2009). This land, termed Manakau 
Downlands by the Horowhenua District Council, is rated a high amenity landscape in a report by 

archaeological site. Road 

Treadwell & Associates. August 2009 and had some cultural significance to the local iwi as a 
source of food and timber. 

Tangata Whenua Values 

Pukehou, and a number of other sites in the surrounding landscape, were identified and 
included in the archaeological risk assessment. Some of the archaeological risks specific to 

The land to the east sits Pukehou (Hill of Dedication) which the proposed route will cut alongside 
this area were detailed in a 2015 report. 

Southern 
of, does not appear on the Heritage Areas Map or the Tangata Whenua Areas of Significance. This 

options 
Hill and land is steeped in cultural history. There is a historical plaque outside the front gate. 

Pukehou Hill is acknowledged as a landmark in the baseline landscape and visual assessment. 
The routes skirt the toe of the hill. The item listed in the Kapitui District Plan is included on 
the constraints map of heritage items. 

Effects on the Tukorehe Marae at Kuku were considered in assessing the landscape and 
visual ranking scores for different options. The S6 corridor is more than 600m east of the 

The marae and urupa along Kuku marae. S6 

Similar comments apply in relation to Wehi Wehi Marae. 

Cemetery/Urupa south of Manakau This location is noted and has been mapped as a constraint. 
S6 

Pukehou, and a number of other sites in the surrounding landscape, were identified and 
included in the archaeological risk assessment. Some of the archaeological risks specific to 
this area were detailed in a 2015 report. The heritage site is noted on the heritage map. 

Tangata Whenua Areas of Significance map has no marking for Pukehou 'The Hill of Dedication', a There is a man-made island on Lake Waitawa, but this is located well to the north west. The 
heritage site. There is a beautiful lake with a floating island and a stream/wetland area running 2015 report identified a claim of human remains being found in the vicinity of Pukehou -
right through the proposed corridor. Even with this exceptionally dry summer the lake has falling from a tree. Further investigation will be needed into this new claim to an to Southern 
continued to overflow and have bird life on it and living in the bush surrounding it. We have also 

the east of the highway. Two were identified in the vicinity(< 2 km) of Pukehou but 
options 

been told there is an urupa on this side of the highway which corresponds with the one on the 
both of these are to the west of the existing highway. This may need following up, but there 

opposite side, males were buried in one and females in the other. 
could also be confusion about the two identified which are split by the NIMTR. 

Pukehou was identified as a landmark in the landscape and visual assessments, and as a 
listed heritage item on the constraints map. The route options skirt the toe of the hill itself. 

During pre and post construction of the Expressway, K piti Coast District Council requests that 
NZTA work closely with Ng Hap 0 taki as iwi partners, to ensure iwi concerns are addressed Agreed. All options 
appropriately. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Te Ture Maori Act 1993... "Acquisition of Maori Land" which covers 'Land in multiple Maori 
ownership' where land is required for a Public Work. Looking at all the requirements - (A - J) I find 
it difficult to understand that if all these considerations were taken into account that there is any 
that could hold it up - particularly (E) any sites of significance (wahi tapu) have been identified 
and proposals to protect them have been made (if possible). 

Urupa and waahi tapu are situated within the proposed corridor. We have and are currently 
seeking Maori reservation status for our papa kainga. 
Archaeological risk is a concern throughout the area but given the resources i.e. water, fish, eels 
and birds on our property it is likely at minimum camps for birding and fishing were established 
pre European. Therefore we believe an archaeological risk assessment needs to be undertaken of 
our specific area. We believe our papa kainga is Maori land with which we have a deep spiritual 
connection and is emblematic of our whanau history, tikanga and values. Pepeha. Whenua 
(placenta) are buried on our papa kainga. 

Tangata Whenua - We understand that owners of the Maori land near Forest lakes on the west 
side option are open to selling. Due to the short time frame we have been unable to discuss with 
local lwi and hapu directly involved with this specific area. We believe hapu and lwi will support 
the western option for this specific, small but significant area at the very beginning of 02NL. 

"Cultural issues" "Non tangible Spiritual issues" were some of the main reasons given for the 
Western link to "not progress". Simply saying "cultural issues" or Non Tangible Spiritual issues" 
is not a reason. More in depth information on this to help us fully understand the reasoning is 
required. 
However, it is appalling to note that the "Cultural issues, Heritage, Non Tangible Spiritual Issues" 
cannot have been a problem to lwi when they offered Transit a "Lease on the Land" to enable the 
Western Route to proceed. 
(Transit confirmed at a meeting held in Manakau that such an offer was received.) 
How then can Transit (or indeed lwi) now use those issues as a major reason for the Western 
Route to NOT proceed? Or are we (the affected Public) not meant to notice such anomalies. It 
raises the question on how "real" are those Cultural issues 
Non tangible issues are little comfort for those residents who have built their lives around a 
lifestyle area and have tangible assets to lose. While we absolutely appreciate NZ's cultural 
heritage, dare I say it (and as a person of Part Maori descent from the Ngati Ranginui lwi, I feel I 
can), sometimes Spiritual Issues are used as a "tool" to get around difficult situations. 

Upper Waikawa Valley Community - Cultural and Historical significance 
a) This valley is rich in both Maori and European history. There was Maori occupation of the 
Waikawa - Kaitawa River corridors and this is the location of the Native Trans-Tararua walking 
track. Extensive native bush extraction was undertaken in this valley by European settlers, as 
evidenced by the many mill sites still visible today. 
b) European settlors formed this valley and of note the breeding of the first Perendale sheep 
occurred in this valley (undertaken by my clients' family (Masters nee Bryant). This breed of sheep 
has subsequently become a dominant hill country sheep breed in New Zealand. 
c) The upper Waikawa Valley reflects a traditional rural landscape of which there is little left in the 
Horowhenua, and this character needs to be protected as much as possible. The built form of a 
Motorway/Expressway would naturally integrate much better into a landscape that has already 
been partly modified by structures and changes to the landscape. 

Productive Land 

Takes some horticultural land but most is pastoral land. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

Comment noted. 

Almost one thousand archaeological or potential archaeological sites were identified in the 
project study area as part of an archaeological risk assessment. Further research and 
consultation will be required as the project progresses. 

An option to the west of SHl in this area has been ruled out on multiple grounds. 

Comment noted. The RMA accords national significant to the relationship of Maori and their 
culture and traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, and other taonga as 
a matter which must be recognised and provided for. 

There were a number of other reasons (based on other considerations, including the 
effectiveness of the roading system and ecological and archaeological risks) which led to 
western options not being taken further. 

Archaeological sites were identified along the upper reaches of the Waikawa River as a part of 
the initial risk assessment. Further research would be undertaken if this alignment was 
chosen. 

The submission provides additional detail on the human history of the upper Waikawa Valley. 
The natural qualities of the area are already taken into account in the landscape and visual 
assessment of S7, and similarly the more modified nature of the plains landscape were taken 
into account in the landscape and visual assessment of S6. 

Noted. Information on land productivity has been taken into account. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

Southern 
options 

Southern 
options 

S6 

S7 

N4 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

The land is shingle based and has limited uses for horticulture. 

I am a soil scientist at Massey University and mapped the soils in the PekaPeka to Manakau area. I 
then supervised a student that mapped the soils from Manakau to the hau River. The soils from 

hau north through Levin have never been mapped in detail but an old less detailed map exists 
and I have a pretty good idea of the soil and land resource. 

We own a 3ha property on Levin silt loam and Waitohu soils at the northern end of Fairfield Road 
near the end of the cul-de-sac. Our neighbour to the north received a letter from you, but so far 
we have not. 

All the routes east of Levin involve the loss of some of the finest horticultural soils in the country. 
With Pukekohe now being substantially urbanised, soil resources such as exist near Levin become 
even more valuable. There has still been no detailed soil mapping to minimise this potential loss. 
From a soil point of view (and direct road distance) it would be far more preferable to build the 
expressway west of Lake Horowhenua and Levin. The road construction company now has 
experience in building an expressway through sand hills and peat country from McKays crossing 
to Waikanae. The land west of Lake Horowhenua is similar, and is not valuable from a 
horticultural point of view. I do understand the cultural concerns that might be encountered. 

Before Christmas, I met with staff from Horowhenua District Council because I had become aware 
of plans to allow subdivision on some of these valuable and very limited soils. In hindsight, I can 
see that these plans were a response to NZTA thinking. That is, they were going to allow 
subdivision east towards the new expressway. In areas around the Garden of York, this would 
cover the rarest and best Levin silt loam soils. I have no issue with the stony Kawhatau and 
Ashhurst soils being used for the expressway and subdivision (e.g. Gladstone Road) because 
dairying is now difficult on these soils because of nitrate leaching. 

I am happy to talk to NZTA about the proposed routes and the soils/landscape at any time. 

This area of Manakau is of class 1 soil with a distinct frost free climate because of its position and 
elevation, and it would be a shame to have a highway destroy it, as it's highly fertile and would 
produce some of the best quality produce in NZ for both the Wellington and Auckland market. 

This land produces in value of production $80,000 per hectare in annual revenue (compare 
against dairying at maximum payout of $8kg milksolids $8000 per hectare). The North Road area 
comprises 30% of all the stone free cropable land in the Horowhenua so its value for intensive 
horticulture cannot be understated. 
The proposed route S6 of the expressway should be moved as close as practical to the base of 
the foothills to preserve these soils for future generations. 

Approximately 50% of the property is being developed as a truffiere (a truffle farm). 
The property was specifically bought (after a comprehensive search, including soil testing) for the 
purposes of this development and a like for like replacement will entail a significant out of pocket 
and opportunity cost for the owners. The 31 Riveredge Terrace property provides an underlying 
value as a truffiere for the following reasons: 
o The soil pH is in a very narrow zone that is ideal for growing black and white truffles -

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

Noted. Information on land productivity has been taken into account. 

The submitter's concerns are acknowledged, and the points have been discussed between the 
submitter and the project's specialist in productive land. 

Residential development anticipated east of Levin would compromise use of the affected soils 
for productive uses irrespective of the highway. The operative District Plan for the area east 
of Levin provides for subdivision for rural-residential development (5000m 2 lots), or for 
large-lot residential (2000m 2) over some of this land. Urban expansion is also anticipated on 

Option / 
Location 

N9 

part of the area. All options 

This however was taken into account in the MCA as part of the productive land criterion and 
was reflected in the scoring. Generally, the preferred options from the productive land 
perspective were to the west. Actual and potential land productivity however was only one of 
a dozen criteria assessed. 

Route S6 generally follows the toe of the foothills, a positive factor taken into account in the 
visual and landscape assessment for that option. In general terms it is agreed that an 
alignment as close as practical to the base of the foothills is preferable from a landscape 
perspective, although there are other detailed features that should also be taken into account 
in designing the detailed alignment. 

Option S6 was not the eastern option with the greatest impact on classes 1 and 2 land, or 
even classes 1-3, land. No analysis was undertaken to determine the extent of classes 1-3 
land that exists vs that what will be consumed by any option. The areas reported in the 2017 
report on impacts on productive land were for a 300m corridor, and, in reality, the alignment 
will be much narrower. This may present an opportunity to minimise this width of the 
corridor where it crosses classes 1-3 land. 

The property is over 10 ha (about 12 ha, of which 6 ha is being planted in Truffles). The area 
does have a microclimate for certain land use options. Soil pH can be manipulated with 
ferti I isers. 

Impacts on properties will be further investigated during the development of a detailed 
alignment, once a preferred corridor option has been chosen. 

S6 

Northern and 
southern 
connections 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

generally the highest returning truffle types 
o The property with its warm climate, lack of wind, water rights and irrigation/water rights, as 
well as soil type and particular locations of the property that are free training river soil, create 
ideal growing conditions prior to maturity. 
o Once a truffle tree reaches maturity, the virus requires the tree to be stressed to maximise 
production of truffle. The long dry summers for the area make this particular location ideal for 
production at maturity. 

Social and Community 

Tararua Road is the gateway to the Tararua Ranges and Te Araroa trail. At present there are a lot 
of people who use it for exercising their horses, cycling and walking. For a number of cyclists and 
walkers their destination is Gladstone Road and on to popular swimming spots and the Poads 
Road entrance to the Tararua Ranges. A proposed expressway close by is likely to compromise 
their safety. 

If N9 was to go ahead it would seriously affect the future development of Levin as it would cut off 
a large portion. This is the main area left for Levin to grow. That would change if it was divided 
by an expressway. People have already set up lifestyle living in this area with walking tracks, a 
reserve and farming. 

NZS 6806:2010 requires all protected premises and facilities (PPF) to be assessed within 200m 
from the closest traffic lane. With a carriage way width of 2 7m and an assessment area of 200m 
either side of the carriage way a minimum corridor of 427m with the centreline in the centre of 
the corridor is required to perform a Tierl assessment. The 300m corridor with the road to be 
placed somewhere within that corridor makes it simply impossible to assess the PPF's and 
certainly compare the different road options. 

A lot of motor homes camping in Waikawa reserve, Nth Manakau Rd. 

In 2 years the school roll has grown from less than 80 to 115, S6 will mean the role drops 
dramatically (will lose many pupils, a senior and well respected teacher plus other influential 
school board members). The school may not survive this loss of pupils, teacher and much 
respected and influential people who are heavily involved with the running of the school. 

There are many tracks used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders 

DOC campsite at the end of North Manukau Rd 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

Potential severance of connections to the Tararua Ranges and their foothills, was taken into 
account in assessing the relative landscape and visual effects of the different options. 

The relative effects of the route options on the existing pattern of development and proposed 
growth in the area was taken into account in the landscape and visual assessment as well as 
the Effect on District Development criterion. The implications of the options on alternative 
growth plans for the area east of Levin were then assessed in more detail in the report 
'Implications of Route Options on Levin Urban Growth Area, Isthmus, Updated 1 March 2018'. 
This report concluded that N9 lends itself to both the pattern of development anticipated by 
the operative district plan and also to urban expansion proposed in the draft 'Horowhenua 
Growth Strategy 2040' (the 'draft Strategy'). There are no current or future plans to extend 
Levin beyond the area approximately bounded by N9, so the feedback can only be referring 
to very long term effects. 

A Tier 1 noise assessment has been undertaken on the shortlisted options. This has 
investigated all PPFs out to 2 50m of the centreline of each route option. This provides some 
measure of conservatism as the 200m wide assessment corridor (from the edge of the 
carriageway) recommended within NZS6806:2010 can be adopted should the actual 
centreline of the route need to be shifted up to 30 metres to either side. The approach of the 
Tier 1 assessment also ensures more distant PPFs are included within the noise assessment. 

The landscape and visual assessment for S7 took the Waikawa River Reserve (North Manakau 
Road) into account. It was assumed that best efforts will be made to find the best practicable 
alignment within the 300m wide corridors. The landscape and visual reports note the 
opportunity to align the road within the corridor immediately to the west of Waikawa River 
Reserve. It is acknowledged that this would nevertheless affect the amenity of the camping 
area within the reserve. 

It is not clear what assumptions the submitter bases this comment on. While there is 
potential that a number of houses would be removed, the school is currently growing due to 
new subdivision, and further subdivision to the west of SHl is planned by HDC. Details of 
access across a future expressway is not yet determined, but connectivity for pedestrians and 
vehicles will be necessary. 

This is recognised and would be reviewed if S7 was the preferred option. 

The landscape and visual assessment for S7 took the Waikawa River Reserve (North Manakau 
Road) into account. It was assumed that best efforts will be made to find the best practicable 
alignment within the 300m wide corridors. The landscape and visual report notes the 
opportunity to align the road within the corridor immediately to the west of Waikawa River 

Option / 
Location 

Northern 
options 

N9 

All options 

S6 - North 
Manakau Road 

S6 

S7 

S7 - end of 
North Manakau 
Road 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

Reserve. It is acknowledged that this would nevertheless affect the amenity of the camping 
area within the reserve. 

Not suitable for a cycleway - too hilly and swampy. This would be addressed at detailed design stage if this option was chosen. S7 

Cuts through Mount Thompson Tramping track 
Potential reduction of access to the start of the track is acknowledged. Retention of access is 

S7a 
a matter that could be addressed by way of detail design. 

The Transport Agency has been made aware of a number of similar schemes through the 

Registered water scheme involving six or more residents on North Manakau Rd. 
proposed corridor options. The Transport Agency will have to provide a replacement water S6 - North 
supply where possible. If this were to prove not possible, then the Transport Agency would Manakau Road 
be required to compensate owners accordingly. 

It is acknowledged that there will be adverse amenity effects wherever the road crosses the 

N9 option will impact on the very popular swimming hole and reserve on Muhunoa East Road 
hau River. The landscape and visual assessment assumed that best efforts will be made to N9 - Muhunoa 

find the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide corridors so as to avoid, for East Road 
example, reserves and natural features. 

Concerned about the effect on people's mental health of the long time scale of the consultation 
This is acknowledged, and is an inevitable outcome of uncertainty. NZTA is intending to make 

and decision process - already seen people put their lives and plans on hold for four years and 
a decision by the middle of the year. Counselling services have been made available for those 

All options 
still no end-date is in sight. 

who need assistance. Once the preferred option is chosen, there is ability for NZTA to 
address specific situations. 

[As a family], we are dealing with enough in our lives already, and to have this put onto us too is 
Once the preferred option is chosen, there is ability for NZTA to address specific situations in 

not fair. We do not have a choice regarding what route is best as they all will join up and go 
discussion with people. Where property purchase is not likely to be involved, mitigation of 

around our home. 
adverse effects is still needed and this will involve the input of the nearby residents and the 

All options 
Our quality of life will be greatly affected (noise; visual; lighting; vibration). Human rights is 
obviously not a factor in this process. It has forced us to start seeking legal advice. 

wider community. 

Social impacts have been included at this stage by considering the impacts on communities 
(amenity, severance, recreation and construction effects), and identifying and assessing the 
number of dwellings potentially affected across the broad 300m corridors. Social impact 
investigations would not normally be undertaken in any depth until an actual alignment is 

Social impact is being looked at AFTER route chosen? Shouldn't this be done BEFORE? identified (but recognising that in the process of identifying an alignment it is necessary to All options 
seek to avoid, mitigate and remedy all adverse effects, including adverse community and 
social effects). Only at that stage can actual social impacts be comprehensively evaluated. 

Nevertheless, NZTA has undertaken an independent preliminary review of the social impacts 
of the route options. 

This is acknowledged, and is an inevitable outcome of uncertainty. NZTA is intending to make 

Older people within the community and people suffering from ill health. 
a decision by the middle of the year. Counselling services have been made available for those 

All options 
who need assistance. Once the preferred option is chosen, there is ability for NZTA to 
address specific situations. 

Your affected dwellings data is out of date as it does not include new builds that have been Efforts were made to obtain as up-to-date information as possible including some field 
erected in the last 12 - 18 months. Your MCA document also stated that dwellings within 50 checks in most likely areas. However it is acknowledged that not all new builds will have been 
metres of the corridor should be included when considering Dwelling & Property impacts yet the included. Further details have subsequently been obtained from HDC. Properties within 50 m S7 
data in Appendix J of the MCA report only includes properties within the corridor therefore of the corridor were broadly considered, but were not likely to be a differentiator, so details 
additional dwellings to those stated would be affected. were not included. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Your affected dwellings assessment lacks information on several commercial operations along the 
various routes since it was only based on a desktop assessment. Based on the information in the 
MCA report it would appear this was a cursory assessment only and has missed several 
businesses. This, along with out of date dwelling information, places the whole MCA assessed 
rating as invalid. 

Pedestrian and cycle access should be provided under the new road from Muhunoa Road East so 
people in hau can access the river in summer. 

Effects on businesses: There are sheds to store wood, machinery etc. and room to dump logs 
ready to be ringed and split. Honey business with a 2 5 hive apiary on site and all our beekeeping 
equipment is located here. Totalspan shed for storing bulk flour and machinery for our bakery 
and coffee shops situated in taki town. Family heritage on the property. 

Comparisons in degree of severance. 
This comparison is more complex, as severance is caused by each corridor, however this is on 
different population groups and so is not considered to be the same in terms of district planning. 
For example, in Mr Lister's report in section 2.4, he points out that N9 would bisect the 
developing Gladstone greenbelt residential area and the future commercial node and central 
reserve would have to be relocated. As these central features have not yet been developed it is 
argued that they can easily be moved west out of the path of the expressway. However, the areas 
that have already been developed will still be to the east of N9 or N5, and so they will be cut off 
from this community hub. This severance will already effect about 160 existing dwellings (22 
have been built in the last 2 years). This option is justified in the Mr Lister's report by council's 
effectively rezoning them as future rural instead of future greenbelt residential (Point 3.1). 
However, rezoning doesn't help the community which will be cut off. 

SH57 has already created a natural severance with very few properties fronting this road, and all 
the town properties having high fences and attempted noise barriers, with SH57 at their back. 

Kimberley Reserve used by hundreds for summer camping. 
The amenity value of Kimberley Reserve needs protection from corridor noise. This summer over 
Christmas there were literally hundreds of people freedom camping at Kimberley Reserve. I wish I 
had taken some photos to prove it. I'm sure at the peak there would have been near 100 people 
at once. Tents everywhere. They would not see the future expressway. But a camping experience 
would be spoilt by road noise. Due to the arrangement of the river terraces there is an 
amphitheatre effect nearby and a noise engineer would need to look into this if any of the nearby 
corridors were being chosen. Kimberley reserve is classified as a scenic reserve. I have sent 
information about the amphitheatre previously. Please contact me for more information if 
necessary. 

K piti Coast District Council requests the continuation of the Cycleway, Walkway and Bridleway 
(CWB) from PP2 through to the northern end of the 2NL. 

Whilst it's easy for the communities and families to just be statistics that are cited; "numbers of 
affected properties" is how it is referred to, the reality is that we are people, and the expressway 
is potentially going to have devastating effects for us. I think it's easy to hide behind bureaucracy 
and red tape and blatantly ignore the very real human cost that we are going to experience. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

It is acknowledged that some businesses, particularly home businesses, were not identified. 
However, it is not possible to go on to private properties at this stage of investigation. See 
notes in previous record. The information available was adequate for the MCA process. More 
detail will be able to be taken into account as the chosen corridor is refined into an 
alignment. 

Comment noted. This will be considered during the detailed design process, depending on 
the option chosen. 

This information is noted (the property is in a part of the project where there is only a single 
corridor, albeit 300m wide) and will be taken into account at the stage that a detailed 
alignment is being identified. There is a minimum period of approximately 5 years before 
construction would begin, and NZTA would seek to enable a transition over this period if the 
alignment were to affect the buildings and business operations at this property. 

It is acknowledged that any of the options will create a degree of severance. The significance 
of such severance varies depending on the manner in which the land is developed, and 
whether local road connections are maintained. For instance, severance is typically greater if 
the road separates an area from community facilities, or if it bisects areas of higher urban 
density. It is typically less if the road is at the boundary between different types of land use. 

Connectivity between areas of settlement, and access to facilities is an important 
consideration which is to be addressed once a preferred option is chosen and a detailed 
alignment is being developed. 

The existing severance and boundary created by SH5 7 is taken into account in the landscape 
and visual assessment for option N4 with respect to the existing environment. However, the 
area east of Levin is also earmarked for urban expansion, in which case N4 would have 
greater severance effects. This was discussed in the report 'Implications of Route Options on 
Levin Urban Growth Area, Isthmus, updated 1 March 2018'. 

The amenity values of reserves and community recreation are matters which were taken into 
account in the MCA (community effects criterion). If an eventual alignment was close to the 
reserve, mitigation of noise effects would be a consideration in the design and options to 
address road noise would be evaluated. 

This is noted. NZTA will investigate including cycleways and walkways, and the practicability 
of a bridleway will also be considered. 

These concerns are acknowledged. Once a preferred option is identified, the project will 
move into identifying an alignment, involving consultation with potentially affected people. 
This will be an iterative process, so that the best alignment can be designed which minimises 
effects on people and the environment. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

S6 and S7a 

All options 

All options 

Northern 
options 

Kimberley 
Reserve 

All options 

All options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

The submitters are directly affected by the proposed routes and are deeply concerned about the 
ill health effects caused by the noise of the proposed expressway, as well as the impact the noise 
will have to the enjoyment of inside and outside amenities and the associated loss of capital on 
properties. 

Severance: All options cut off Greenbelt Residential areas East of Levin 

Interrupts Te Araroa walkway, Queen Street East Walkway, Trig walk and river recreation. 

One that gives the best chance of a multi-use (walk, cycle and horses) track to follow along next 
to it. The K piti Expressway track is well used. 

The village of Manakau is highly valued by people that live there for its village character. Manakau 
Village was in recent years described in a Boffa Miskell report as a village having 'unique 
character' and a leading example of its type in New Zealand. They referred to the tree lined single 
lane streets, and the idyllic and peaceful setting. 

Given the extent of the social impacts it is unclear why a social impact specialist has not been 
engaged to assist in the option assessment process (and to provide input in the Multi Criteria 
Analysis (MCA)). For example, in terms of the scale of direct property impacts, Option S6 
potentially could result in the displacement of nearly 290 people (on the basis of up to 107 
houses required to be acquired with an average household of 2.7 people, rising to around 500 
people with the addition of the northern section options). Specialists have been commissioned to 
assess property effects, heritage effects, ecology, landscape effects, areas of productive land, 
cultural effects (iwi input); but not social/community impacts? 
Also concerning is the advice received at the Manakau community meeting that a social impact 
assessment will be completed once a preferred route has been selected, and it will focus on 
mitigation. In my view, the social impact assessment should be used to inform the route 
selection, not an afterthought once the route has already been determined. Further, when asked 
at the Manakau community meeting who would be preparing the social impact assessment, the 
advice was that it would be "an experienced planner" but none of the NZTA representatives 
appeared to know who this would be and if the work has been commissioned. The Manakau 
community meeting was all about social impacts yet the person who will write the social impact 
assessment did not attend. 

As for the wider community those families with young children directly in the firing line face the 
prospect of re-location; thus, the end effect will be felt directly upon the school. In the event of 
so many personnel moving away the Ministry of Education will / may seriously look at the 
sustainability of retaining a school in Manakau due to low numbers as it would have no viability. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 
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Comment by Project Team 

These concerns are acknowledged. Once a preferred option is identified, the project will 
move into identifying an alignment, involving consultation with potentially affected people. 
This will be an iterative process, so that the best alignment can be designed which mitigates 
and minimises effects on people and the environment. 

A review of this comment has been undertaken by a noise specialist, who advises that the 
project is being developed within a policy framework which places priority on protecting 
public health. NZ Standard NZS6806:2010 sets performance targets generally considered 
reasonable taking into account adverse health effects associated with noise on people and 
communities, the effects of relative changes in highway noise levels due to projects, and the 
potential benefits of new and altered roads. 

The options have varying effects on the Greenbelt Residential Area. This has been discussed 
in the report 'Implications of Route Options on Levin Urban Growth Area, Isthmus, updated 1 
March 2018' 

Severance effects were taken into account in the landscape and visual assessment and as part 
of the community effects criterion in the MCA. Significant local connections will be 
maintained such as the Queen Street East Walkway. This will be addressed at the stage of 
detailed design. 

This is noted. NZTA will investigate including cycleways and walkways, and the practicability 
of a bridleway will also be considered. 

The particular character of Manakau was acknowledged in the baseline landscape assessment 
and the effects of options on the village were taken into account in ranking the options. 

The team included a person with social impact expertise, however a comprehensive social 
impact assessment cannot be appropriately undertaken at this stage of a project, when 
broad options are being considered and effects are not being addressed in detail (because of 
the broad route and lack of detail in alignment). Two key criteria - number of dwellings 
affected and community impacts - relate to social impacts and provided "proxy" indications 
of likely social impacts. This is not an "afterthought" but has embedded in the evaluation the 
social considerations that would be developed further when a full social impact of the 
alignment would be undertaken. It is noted that the weighting systems applied in the MCA 
evaluation include a community-based weighting (developed at the MCA workshop) and a 
"social" weighting (based on one of the quadruple bottom-line considerations). Further, 
following the subsequent PRG meeting, two further weightings were applied at the request of 
the meeting. These are all included in the full MCA report. 

NZTA has subsequently commissioned an additional SIA expert to undertake a preliminary 
investigation into potential social impacts. 

It is not clear what assumptions the submitter bases this comment on. While there is 
potential that a number of houses would be removed, the school is currently growing due to 
new subdivision, and further subdivision to the west of SHl is planned by HDC. Details of 
access across a future expressway is not yet determined, but connectivity for pedestrians and 
vehicles will be necessary. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

North options 

North options 

All options 

Manakau Village 

All options 

S6 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

Manakau School is understood to serve the coastal settlement of Waikawa Beach, which is 
also a growing settlement, and the lifestyle subdivisions on Waikawa Beach Road. 

The S6 option will disrupt our developing and increasingly diverse immediate community and 
The landscape and visual assessment took into account the effects on the amenity of 

isolate us from Manakau Village and it's amenities, namely the School (built 1898), Kindergarten, 
properties at Manakau Heights and that the road would bisect the valley in that area. The 

Plunket Room, Civil Defence Welfare Centre, Community Hall, Defibrillator, historic and still 
potential for severance was also included in the evaluation under "community effects". Such 

S6 
consecrated Church, Bowling Club and an alternate exit onto the highway as well as an access to 

effects include severance between Manakau Heights and the township. Severance can be 

the western section of the community and Waikawa Beach. 
mitigated by maintaining connection on Manakau Heights Drive, or an alternative. This will 
be addressed during identification of an alignment and detailed design. 

The N4 corridor will pass through many established businesses and will have a greater negative 
impact on employment in the region. These businesses included: 
• Chicken and egg factories 
• Established market gardens 
• Orchards 
• B&B The comments in this submission are noted. N4 was located to the east of SH5 7, leaving a 
• Wedding venue strip of land fronting onto SH57 where established activities could continue to access the 
All of these businesses have significant infrastructure and mature trees in the case of orchards road and to do business. Other businesses on the route may be displaced. If N4 is chosen, 

N4 
that cannot viably operate if the corridor is to impact or segregate them. In addition a sizeable the issues identified in the submission would need to be addressed on a one-by-one basis 
number of staff will be impacted for an extended period if these businesses need to re-establish with individual properties. The severance issue is one that NZTA has encountered in the area 
elsewhere taking many years to grow fruit trees and establish crops and infrastructure. All the already and will require individual resolution. 
businesses will be claiming from NZTA for forward going revenue lost in addition to relocation 
and re-establishment costs. Orchards and olive groves take ten or more years to re-establish and 
become profitable. 
Orchards and market gardens cannot operate if a motorway separates their crops and 
plant/infrastructure. 

Impact on Dwellings and Property Degree of Difficulty 

There is a unique natural water source with many springs and bores that supply residential Further investigation into water bores is proposed. NZTA will have to provide replacement 
S6 

properties water. water supply if the bore supply is affected 

You have not identified any subservice hydrology constraints in your constraints maps or during 
the MCA process. There are several individual and community water bores located in the area The Transport Agency has been made aware of a number of water supply schemes through 
that may be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed route. Since all bore locations are the proposed corridor options. The Transport Agency will have to provide a replacement 

All options 
available from the Regional Council why were these not a consideration during the assessment of water supply where possible. If this were to prove not possible, then the Transport Agency 
constraints given you considered 19 other types of constraints (as per constraints maps published would be required to compensate owners accordingly. 
on line). 

S6 will run through a highly productive and attractive area of Manakau drastically lower property 
Noted. S6 

values 

S6 affects easement to the foothills (no letter or communication). Shekinah Retreat House and the Easements are currently being identified and impacts on them will be discussed with the 
S6 

easement is the prayer walk. individual landowners. 

Please consult with directly affected neighbours rather than just the ones being acquired. This will be done in the next stage, once the preferred option is chosen. All options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Your affected dwellings data is out of date as it does not include new builds that have been 
erected in the last 12 - 18 months. Your MCA document also stated that dwellings within 50 
metres of the corridor should be included when considering Dwelling & Property impacts yet the 
data in Appendix J of the MCA report only includes properties within the corridor therefore 
additional dwellings to those stated would be affected. 

Your affected dwellings assessment lacks information on several commercial operations along the 
various routes since it was only based on a desktop assessment. Based on the information in the 
MCA report it would appear this was a cursory assessment only and has missed several 
businesses. This, along with out of date dwelling information, places the whole MCA assessed 
rating as invalid. 

Registered water scheme involving six or more residents on North Manakau Rd. 

Comments about being nearby affected and the impact this is having on the prospect of selling 
property. 

Further to our discussion at Waiopehu College on 1.3.18 
Re: Water supply Pohutukawa Drive and expected affect by N9. 
At Pohutukawa Drive we are on our own independent rainwater supply. I believe that the town 
water supply ceases just to the north of us. Our neighbours to the south are also on rainwater 
collection. With the prospect of upwards of 20,000 vehicle emissions per day in the future, with 
the N9 close to us, a West/North West prevailing wind, there will no doubt be an adverse effect to 
our current water supply systems. 

You mentioned that NZTA would fund an extension of the town water supply to the end of the 
road for those who would wish to connect to town water. This being the case would you be able 
to provide confirmation in writing to me so that I can take this to my affected neighbours. 

The submitter had been through property acquisition on the Waitarere Curves project, and has a 
clear understanding of the processes and procedures. Criticisms of the property purchase 
procedures include (summarised): 

- Health and safety of the affected parties: stress is a huge impact, as is uncertainty. People's 
lives are put on hold, sometimes for many years. The elderly and the sick are the worst affected. 
Safety becomes an issue when targeted properties require maintenance and upkeep. 
- Enjoyment of life: People have plans for their future, their homes, their hobbies. Most of these 
things get put on hold. 
- Property values: The process appears unfair and should be about what it would cost to replace 
what you already have. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 
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Comment by Project Team 

Efforts were made to obtain as up-to-date information as possible using online tools 
available and some field checks. It is, however acknowledged that new builds constructed 
following the date of the aerial imagery as well as new builds which have been consented but 
not yet constructed are not included. This information has subsequently been updated to 
include recent data from the Horowhenua District Council consents team. 

A 400 metre corridor (around the original centreline) has subsequently been considered as 
part of the noise investigation, as these properties are likely to fall outside of the 
designation, which will be narrower the 300 metre corridor investigated. Noise and other 
environmental effects will however need to be considered as part of the mitigation required 
for these properties. At the stage of the MCA, such properties were not considered to be a 
d iff ere ntiator. 

It is acknowledged that some businesses, particularly home businesses, were not identified. 
However, it is not possible to go on to private properties at this stage of investigation. See 
notes in previous record. The information available was adequate for the MCA process. More 
detail will be able to be taken into account as the chosen corridor is refined into an 
alignment. 

The Transport Agency has been made aware of a number of similar schemes through the 
proposed corridor options. The Transport Agency will have to provide a replacement water 
supply where possible. If this were to prove not possible, then the Transport Agency would 
be required to compensate owners accordingly. 

Noted. 

This comment will be followed up if N9 is chosen as the preferred route option. 

The matters raised in this submission are acknowledged. Property purchase is addressed on 
a case-by-case basis, and potentially affected land-owners have been provided with 
preliminary information. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

All options 

S6 - North 
Manakau Road 

All options 

N9 

Pohutukawa 
Drive 

All options 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

- Business values: Because the submitter's business had not got to the stage of making a profit 
on what had been spent on setting it up, it was considered to 'have no value'. 

-Lifestyle aspects and assets in the property were not valued and no account taken of 
supplementary income from fruit and nut trees, etc. 

The Transport Agency has been made aware of a number of similar schemes through the 
We have legal easement to a water bore situated within the 300 metre corridor. proposed corridors. The Transport Agency will have to provide a replacement water supply South Manakau 

where possible. If this were to prove not possible, then the Transport Agency would be Road 
required to compensate owners accordingly. 

Section S6 S7 

Otaki to Manakau South Road Same Al ignment 
Manakau South Road 6 4 

Manakau Heights and Village 7 -

Corbetts Road 0 5 
Manakau North Road 5 3 

Kuku East Road 11 10 

Muhunoa East Road 2 4 

Arapaepae Area 4 3 Information noted. All options 

Affected Dwellings 35 29 
Note: in the area of the Southern and Northern route option merging it was difficult to assess what route 
the affected houses fell into. 

d) These numbers provide a meaningful comparison of affected dwellings, and highlight that 
the effects of S6 and S7 on private dwell ings are not that dissimilar. 

Comparison of property affects 

District Development 

The relative effects of the route options on existing patterns of development and proposed 
growth in the area was taken into account in the assessment of landscape and visual matters. 

The best option as it will work in well to create a straight through bypass and allow growth in the 
The implications of the options on alternative growth plans for the area east of Levin were 
assessed in more detail in the report 'Implications of Route Options on Levin Urban Growth N9 

area. 
Area, Isthmus, Updated 1 March 2018'. This report concluded that N9 lends itself to both the 
pattern of development anticipated by the operative district plan and also to urban expansion 
proposed in the draft 'Horowhenua Growth Strategy 2040'. 

The relative effects of the route options on existing patterns of development and proposed 
growth in the area were taken into account in the assessment of landscape and visual 
matters. The implications of the options on alternative growth plans for the area east of Levin 

NS and N9 will affect the planned subdivision 
were assessed in more detail in the report 'Implications of Route Options on Levin Urban 

NS and N9 
Growth Area, Isthmus, Updated 1 March 2018'. This report concluded that N9 lends itself to 
both the pattern of development anticipated by the operative district plan and also to urban 
expansion proposed in the draft 'Horowhenua Growth Strategy 2040'. NS was somewhat 
similar to N9 in this regard. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Does S6 provide sufficient leeway for future development of the existing townships? 

Old Transpower lines are needed by Electra who now owns them to ensure resilience in its 
network for the benefit of the whole community. 

Levin council had a Wellington to Foxton motorway corridor that ran close to the lake on the 
district plan that did not affect Cultural, environmental, etc., in fact it went through the sewer 
works. The corridor was taken off after NZTA several years ago said they are upgrading and 
putting a new road around the back of hau to join with SH57. The Wellington to Foxton 
motorway is still in place and is on the 2000 and something district plan 

This option goes against the main drivers of Horizon's Accelerate 25 plan whose main aim is to 
make the region attractive for local businesses, tourists, elderly and protecting the environment. 

Gladstone Green Belt area 

The HOC Long-term plan 2015-2025 refers to 1350 additional dwellings over the ten-year period 
and states that 'The majority of this growth is anticipated to occur in the rural (or rural lifestyle) 
sector.' However, in the narrow strip between SH57 and the foothills, the width required for an 
expressway would take out a huge area of land; in the future, a loss of the land suitable for the 
rural housing development which the HOC is referring to! With an expressway cutting across it, 
the area bounded by Queen Street East and Tararua Road (north-south), and by the foothills and 
either of routes N9 or NS (east-west), would be rendered virtually useless for designated future 
rural residential development. 

The Horowhenua District Council has begun the process of rezoning the area west of Arapaepae 
Road from rural to residential. The population of the Horowhenua is growing rapidly and it is 
probable that sub-division of that area will begin within a few years. Both corridor options 
intrude into the area to be designated residential but the northern (N5/N9) intrudes less. By 
keeping the alignment as far north as possible it will reduce the effects of noise and fumes on the 
greatest number of new houses and on existing properties in that zone. 

The land east of Levin, particularly the block east of Arapaepae Road, between Tararua Road and 
Queen Street East, has been long been identified by Horowhenua District Council (Council) as an 
area of future growth. In the mid-2000s, this land was identified by Council as a Green Belt 
Residential Zone, facilitating a greater intensity of rural residential development. Subsequently, 
changes to the District Plan identified this land as a Deferred Residential Zone to provide for the 
future residential growth of Levin. 
Most recently, Horowhenua District Council have released their Draft Growth Strategy, which 
identifies the western section of this block (termed LS6) as an area of possible re-zoning to 
provide for residential development. Along with the current consultation on the Growth Strategy, 
Council are actively working with landowners to ascertain the levels of support for this future re
zoning. 

Impact on the rates pool - removal of a large number of properties from the pool of rates 
required in Manakau will likely result in rate increases for remaining properties, plus there will be 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 
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Comment by Project Team 

Manakau is the only township potentially affected. While both S6 and S7 will directly affect 
some existing rural residential properties south and east of Manakau (including Manakau 
Heights), the options pass 'behind' the village. They will not affect potential development of 
the area on land west of the township. 

We are aware of these lines. Consultation will be undertaken with all service providers in 
regard to effects on their networks once an alignment has been chosen. 

The commentary provided here appears to be hearsay and substantially incorrect. There was 
a small area of designated land (owned by NZTA) between Lake Horowhenua and SHl, but 
this was not part of a continuous designation. The designation was removed by letter to the 
Council as the RMA provides. The submitter is correct that the timing coincided with 
consultation on options to link SHl and SH57. 

This project is the top (equal) ranked project in the Horizon region (as prioritised by the 
Horizons Regional Land Transport Committee) as it encourages growth. 

Effects on the Gladstone area, including the pattern of development provided for by the 
District Plan, are taken into account in assessing the landscape and visual effects of the 
options, as well as in the District Development criterion. 

The relative effects of the route options on existing patterns of development and proposed 
growth in the area was taken into account in the ranking scores with respect of landscape 
and visual matters. The implications of the options on alternative growth plans for the area 
east of Levin were separately assessed in more detail in the report 'Implications of Route 
Options on Levin Urban Growth Area, Isthmus, Updated 1 March 2018'. This report concluded 
that N9 lends itself to both the pattern of development anticipated by the operative district 
plan and also to urban expansion proposed in the draft 'Horowhenua Growth Strategy 2040'. 
NS was somewhat similar to N9 in this regard. While N4 has a good fit with the pattern of 
development anticipated by the operative District Plan, it would not have as good fit as N9 or 
NS with urban expansion proposed in the draft Strategy. 

See commentary above. 

See commentary above. 

Comment noted. However, the expressway is expected to contribute to further growth in the 
Horowhenua and Central North Island areas, and it is anticipated that this will be reflected in 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

NS & N9 

All options 

S6 

NS & N9 

NS and N9 

NS and N9 

NS, primarily 
and N4 

All options 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

an inevitable increase in rates to be collected as a result of maintenance of the existing State greater rates income over time. Divestment of the existing state highway sections which 
Highway becoming a responsibility of HDC. would be no longer needed involves processes of negotiation and agreement between NZTA 

and HDC as to responsibilities and land allocation. 

Project Objectives - Safety, Efficiency, Resilience, Connectivity 

The new government has priority goals which may affect immediate funding, should a delay occur 
The project will be assessed against the new Government Policy Statement on Land Transport 

it will allow for deeper investigation of the features that impact this option for Taylors Road to 
Funding before a decision on how to proceed is made. 

All options 
Forest Lakes. This investigation also needs to occur if funding is approved. 

Irrespective of preferred option, NZTA must recognise the significant uncertainty and costs 
imposed on all potentially affected properties. Therefore it must define a preferred route as a 
matter of urgency. It must not slip past its "mid 2018" deadline. 

Noted. All options 
Should the Agency not be able to determine a preferred option by mid-2018, either through 
government policy not to build the road, or through public feedback, then it should formally 
abandon all shortlisted options immediately. 

An NZTA decision to prefer S7 as the expressway route would be irrational and contrary to 
common sense. It is not legally viable in terms of NZTA's own functions and it is not legally Comment noted. S7 
viable as an ultimate decision under the RMA. 

Engineering Considerations and Design 

Can building over the fault line be mitigated? To some extent it can, depending on where structures are needed. S7 

Constraints map needs updated - fault line: https://www.eqc.govt.nz/sites/public_files/3619- We will update our constraint maps. It appears as though S7 could be along the fault line 
S7 

Northern-Ohariu-Fault.pdf around Kuku east as well. 

What research has been undertaken into the potential drainage around this option - given that 
The constraints maps were developed to record areas of historic flooding and were further 

the Arapaepae Road / Queen Street area has a history of flooding issues and how does the NZTA 
verified in consultation with Horizons RC flooding team. Management of stormwater quality 

propose ensuring that this option will avoid this problem both during construction and in the 
and quantity during construction and operation is a requirement of major roading projects. N4 

longer term? 
When the preferred corridor has been selected, this detailed stormwater assessment and 
design will take place. 

S6 behind Manakau likely follows a splinter off the Northern Ohariu Fault. I, along with 
colleagues, mapped the soils and geology of this region, including a report to EQC on the From the report it still appears that it is S7 that follows the fault line, not S6. However, we will 

S6 
northern Ohariu fault. The ground immediately south and east of Manakau is likely to be soft and continue to investigate this stated splinter fault. 
wet. 

The section from N9 to Koputaroa Road should be four lane not two. Then returning to two lanes. 
Traffic volumes of less than 5,000 vehicles per day do not warrant four laning, however we 

N9 
will consider future proofing for this. 

The 300m corridor should be 500m as homes within the 300m corridor that only require some 
A Tier 1 noise assessment has been undertaken on the shortlisted options. This has 

land to be taken but not all will badly affected by noise, vibration, dust etc. during construction, & 
investigated all protected premises and facilities (including dwellings) out to 250m of the All options 

ongoing road noise once the expressway is built. If extend to 500m these affects would be 
reduced. 

centreline of each route option. 

Careful thought needs to be given to the southern connection to the Pekapeka to Otaki 
expressway. I understand that there is to be a roundabout near Taylors Rd. The express way There will not be a roundabout at Taylors Road as part of the Peka Peka to Otaki or O2NL 

All options 
must not have a roundabout on it!!!!! Otaki North and Levin expressway need to connect work - SHl will continue uninterrupted. 
uninterrupted 

To accrue all the necessary benefits needs to connect to an Otaki bypass. 
The proposed expressway will connect to the Peka Peka to Otaki project, which includes an 

All options 
Otaki bypass. 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

NOTE YOUR JOURNEY TIMES CAN be manipulated by having ll0kph on NEW Expressway and 
50kph through Manakau, hau and 80kph or 90kmp for the remainder of the highway, THIS 
WOULD ALWAYS induce motorists to take a slight longer but faster route than and shorter but 
slower route. 

Please don't stop at the current point shown on these maps. SH 1 from Koputaroa Road to Foxton 
is dreadfully congested as it is. There are no passing lanes and significant areas where passing is 
double yellowed. It seems unproductive to have good flowing traffic suddenly hit an already 
constricted road. If the new expressway finished at the new bridge, as the title to the aerial map 
suggests, at least after Foxton there is a 30km stretch of fairly good road to help ease any bottle 
necks. 

Ensure we can still use the Koputaroa exit onto the SHl road into town. 

Noise and vibration may reverberate more within a confined valley. 

If you use S6 and N4 then the link should be straighter. I do not understand why there is a 
"hump" in the light yellow line as shown on the map. 
I would think that the straighter the better, and this would also (hopefully) not slice McLeavey 
road into 2 parts. 

What is the rationale behind the kink in the roadway? 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 
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Comment by Project Team 

The comment is correct. The current assumptions are l0Okm/h speed limit on the 
expressway and retaining the existing speed limits on SHl, but other alternatives are 
possible. The model uses a cost approach to assign vehicle trips, i.e. it takes account of both 
time and distance. All options have been assessed on a similar basis for consistency. 

North of the project area, the agency has adopted the North of Levin PBC (Preliminary 
Business Case) which includes two new northbound passing lanes north of Koputaroa Road 
and south of Whirokino bridge, safety improvements near Poroutawhao School and 
realignment of the curves at Waitarere Beach Road. This will address the highest risk areas. 

Yes, movements between Levin and SHl north of the expressway will be retained. 

Advice has been sought on this as part of the Tier 1 noise assessment. This is not normally 
the case. 

The acoustic effects arising when traffic noise is generated and received in the vicinity of 
steep, undulating landforms such valleys do not usually include any known reverberation 
effect. Although some impulsive sounds (such as a rifle shot) in such environments will 
usually result in reflected sound that is audible (an echo), this is not a phenomenon affecting 
traffic noise. The effects of traffic noise in valleys can be summarised as follows: 

a) Valleys enable elevated receiver sites to receive sound that has travelled from the source at 
a considerable distance above the ground surface (which avoids or largely reduces the sound 
absorbing effect the land surface has on the propagation of sound over significant distances). 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

All options 

Northern 
options 

This effect can be accurately modelled within the detailed assessment stages of the project. S6 

b) Under calm air conditions, valleys can form complex temperature profiles that arise 
temporary under certain conditions. Studies have shown that such effects can account for 
level changes between -3 dBA and + 10 dBA relative to a homogeneous atmosphere, however 
this is for receiver sites over 1 kilometre from the road (where received noise from a distant 
highway would not normally be considered a significant noise effect). The guidance on sound 
modelling set out within NZS6801:2008 Acoustics - Measurement of Environmental Sound 
ensures an adequate range of meteorological effects, including temperature gradients) are 
accounted for within the modelling results. 

Vibration caused by vehicles travelling along the highway is to be investigated in detail at 
subsequent stages of a project when the detailed alignment is being developed. 

The corridors were selected in order to try and limit effects/ impacts on identified 
constraints, but this connection between the north and south routes needs to be considered 
further once the routes are chosen. Comments noting a desire for an efficient direct route will 
be reviewed when the preferred options are known. 

Generally this is to avoid constraints but the specific location referred to is unknown. 

S6/N4 corridor 

NS 
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In October 2009, the World Health Organization (WHO) Regional Office for Europe published 

Night Noise Guidelines For Europe
3

 (NNGL) to provide evidence-based policy advice to EU 

Member States in the development of future legislation and policy. The NNGL expanded on the 

earlier 1999 WHO Community guidelines on the issue of sleep disturbance, and concluded 

recommending an 'interim target' of 55 Lnight for protection of sleep and well-being. 

The NNGL for Europe provide aspirational goals for policy makers to consider when aiming to 

minimise the impact of environmental noise on the population during night time. As defined 

in EU-directive 2002/49, these guidelines adopt the “Lnight” noise unit as the night-time noise 

indicator. The guidelines adopt a definition of night as being by default 23.00 - 07.00 - 

however Member States may adapt this to the sleep pattern of the population.   

The NNGL indicate Lnight levels of 40 dB, being the lowest observed adverse effect level for 

night noise as the recommended target.  However, most Member States adopt higher Lnight 

values for traffic noise.  The Lnight noise limits for traffic noise quoted in Table 1.1 of the 

guidelines indicate Lnight limits applying in different EU countries which range from 40 dB 

(Latvia and Netherlands) to 62 dB (France).  

For a number of reasons, the WHO approach is not strictly comparable with the applicable NZ 

Standard. The NZS6806:2010 recommended threshold for investigating noise mitigation at a 

level of LAeq (24 hr) 57 dB is a threshold which lies; 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Key feature for me is where S6 links to the Northern options as our property is in the "transition 
zone". The logical path seems to be along just west of Arapaepae Rd, with an overpass (Like 
Ngarara Rd near Waikanae?) for Kimberley Rd residents east of Arapaepae. S6 links to N4 with the 
big interchange at Tararua Rd. Access for industrial traffic to Tararua Rd industrial zone and to 
Levin town would be along current local roads. For this, while it would probably wipe out my 
house (!) keeps access to Levin for others along Arapaepae Rd which becomes a local road till the 
northern interchange 

1947 plans for this part of the highway designed by Bob Semple the then Minister of works. To 
my knowledge these plans are still in someone's hands in Levin. My memory of the plan was that 
immediately over the hau river there would be a large inter change roundabout. There would be 
no disruption to local traffic or traffic to Kimberley & SH57. The road would then veer to the left 
and up the plateau; jump Muhunoa West Road then Jump Buller Road. Then run parallel to and 
between Bruce Rd & CD Farm Road. It would then jump Hokio Beach Road and run through the 
HDC yard; Jump Makomako Road; go through Donelly Park to a large roundabout at Queens street 
then continue between Lakewood Grove Road and lake Horowhenua. It would then veer around 
Kawia Road, Jump Lyndsay Road and veer left to merge with SH 1 to the new bridge at the 
Manawatu River. If you study this plan closely you will find there would be little disruption to most 
traffic and little disruption to people's lives, especially in the McKleavy & Kimberley Road areas. 

Suggest the NZTA adopt the W.H.O. "NIGHT NOISE GUIDELINES" for Europe. 
These are 40dB in our situation. 
The NZTA proposes 5 7-64 dB which is unacceptable. 
This level is dangerous for public health and the ongoing costs will be high. 

3 WHO Regional Office for Europe, Night noise guidelines for Europe, Copenhagen. 
http:/ /www.euro.who.int/ docu ment/e92 845 .pdf. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

The detail of the transition between the northern and southern corridors will be developed 
further when the preferred corridors have been selected. This will also include local access 
arrangements and where interchanges will be located to provide access onto and off the 
expressway. 

Options to the west of the existing SH 1 route were considered during the MCA processes but 
have not been shortlisted due to a variety of issues. 

This suggestion has been reviewed and investigated by a noise expert as part of the Tier 1 
noise investigation. He has reported as follows: 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

All options 

All options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Should route 6 be chosen, I submit that you change the alignment of the proposed corridor 
through the western/bottom end of North Manakau Road. You avoid the nine houses and/or 
properties on North Manakau Road, which currently lie within the proposed corridor, and 
therefore much of the associated purchase costs. I understand that two of these houses have 
some historical significance also. 88 North Manakau Road was the old school house and 
Arranwood, which was built in the late nineteenth century and has some architectural and 
environmental significance (see Mr G Gilpins submission). Whilst my proposed may affect some 
other properties (but just one if any houses) the effects are far less than those of the present 
proposed corridor. 

S6 is quite naked has less trees protecting from the high winds. I believe a wind barrier would be 
great limiting strong winds. I'm a motorcyclist not to sound selfish but in open spaces in windy 
days it's horrible. Trees and shrubs are a great natural way of limiting this. 

There seems to be a tendency in road reconstruction to cut down on safe service lanes and 
drivers can find themselves in a no man's land while trying to merge into or out of traffic, as a 
builder, we are taught to identify hazards and there are still some on SH 1 through Manakau even 
though they have rectified a lot of the newly marked roads and traffic islands. 

Local access onto SHl from 257 & 255 SHl and the neighbouring properties: need to have a safe, 
convenient access on and off of SH 1 in both directions. Concern a proposed medium barrier 
being erected on SHl preventing local traffic from turning from their driveway. 

As we are at the end of PP2O and beginning of O2NL we understood the roads would be 
continuing on the same lines. Transit already owns the land to the west of our properties and we 
understood there would be minimal social, cultural, environmental or physical ramifications if the 
road ran close by the current SHl, and then could continue onto S6 or S7 or whatever is decided. 

If the people who may be affected by the interchanges have not had notification they should be 
alerted ASAP. Will the interchanges sit within the corridors already identified? 

An alternative route, which could minimize those effects, is that which could head north off the 
current route of SHl, from the passing lanes, north of the Forest Lakes Rd intersection. This route 
would then travel to the west of Manakau, Tatum Park and the Railway line, until crossing the 

hau river and travelling eastwards, south of the hau vineyards to head northeast to re-join the 
expressway near the Kimberly Rd Arapaepae Rd corner. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

In summary, the recommended NNGL noise guidelines are not considered applicable to the 
O2NL project which is based on the assessment of noise effects and application of suitable 
mitigation under NZS6806:2010. 

Best efforts will be made to find the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide 
corridors so as to avoid, for example, houses and other features as far as possible. 

This is a matter for detail design and mitigation. 

The expressway will be designed in accordance with current national design standards which 
for an expressway route includes very high standard merge and diverge lanes. 

Access to individual properties has not yet been determined and will be undertaken as part of 
the next phase of the design process once the preferred corridor has been selected. 

A number of different alignment have been investigated through this area, but the shortlisted 
alignments run to the east in this area to avoid environmental and cultural constraints. 

The locations of the interchanges are not yet known and they have not been designed. When 
the preferred corridor is known and more detail of possible interchange locations has been 
developed, any additional landowners that may be affected will be contacted. 

Options similar to this were considered in earlier assessments of options. 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

S6 

All options 

All options 

Southern 
options 

All options 

All options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

The placement, of the two lane link road from SH 1 and SH 5 7. (Arapaepae road.) It is clear to 
see that a straight line has been drawn from SH 1, to SH 57, No regard at all has been given to the 
route the road takes. i.e. Ground topography, etc. 

Let alone the numerous homes, Life style blocks, Totally wiped out, or access cut off. Approx. 20 
plus properties gone or affected. There is no need for it to be this Bad. Redesigning the Route is 
a no Brainer when you look at the ground Topography, Ease of construction etc, etc. There is a 
Clear alternative that needs to be seriously looked into. You only need to view the option to see 
it's the logical place to put a road. All I ask is for the head Engineers / Design Team to come and 
have a personal look at the option. ( Not from a Google Map) Access can be gained from my 
properties to view the route. (161 Fairfield road, & 114 Heatherlea east road.) Which has clear 
benefits. This is by far the least obtrusive, on everyone. There will still be homes lost, 
minimising this should be part of the process. Not the other way around. I went to a Meeting at 
Barry Richards on Tuesday 6th. 64 Sorensons Road. Attended by Lonnie Dalzell and Team. I was 
Surprised to hear that the route of the 2 lane link road from SH 1 to SH 5 7 was fixed. What 
happened to consultation? On this section, as the rest of the Route from Otaki to Levin. There has 
been a lot of discussion, Conjecture, that the Consultation process is a Crock. I hope you prove 
me wrong. !!. As said previously all I ask is for the option to be looked at Seriously, Looked at 
personally, Pro's and Con's Discussed, over both options. Then a better informed decision made. 
Horo D Council had a District Plan done around 2007. On a map I have it shows a similar bypass 
option. Although not 100% correct, it's basically in the best position. It's all flat Farmland, (dry 
stock) so easy enough to shift around. Even the two people from NZTA that visited us viewed my 
proposed route, (you can see most of it from my house.) 

The developer that invested, developed and produced the Manakau Heights and Glenmorgen Rise 
subdivisions that now house up to 50 lifestyle property holders of which a large percentage will 
be affected by this new proposed Expressway way S6 and S7, either directly or indirectly. Back in 
2000 when this subdivision was being considered NZTA was approached to find out their plans 
for the future for this area of the Horowhenua. [We were] advised by letter from NZTA that there 
was no chance of an expressway ever going via the Eastern route but if planned would be routed 
via the West. 

Manakau Heights and Glenmorgen Rise subdivisions have an underground bore with water pipes 
that feed all 50 sections in the subdivision and the S6 corridor is located directly over this bore 
and pump also keeping in mind that there a number of easements surrounding the pump shed 
and water pipes and accessways to the bore to be taken into consideration. 

Alternative route suggestion: suggest the effects of this proposed S6 route could be minimised by 
heading North from current SH 1 route at the passing lanes North of the Forest Lakes Intersection, 
passing to the West of Manakau, Tatum Park and the railway line, until crossing the river and at 
that point travel Eastwards, South of the hau vineyards to head North East to re-join the 
expressway near the Kimberly Road/ Arapaepae Road Corner. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

Best efforts will be made to find the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide 
corridors so as to avoid, for example, houses and other features as far as possible. The offer 
to come and view the land from the submitter's property is appreciated. 

Best efforts will be made to find the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide 
corridors so as to avoid, for example, houses and other features as far as possible. 

Any details of previous confirmed proposals for an alignment to go west rather than east of 
the current SHl are not known to the NZTA project team and no records of this nature have 
been found. 

NZTA will have to provide replacement water supply if this corridor is selected and the bore 
supply is affected. 

Options similar to this were considered in earlier assessments of options. 

Option / 
Location 

Northern 
options 

Southern 
options 

S6 

All options 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

When I called into the pop shop I brought up the question of electric vehicles and self-driven 
vehicles and how this has been factored in to traffic modelling. I provided my email address. But 
to date no one from NZTA has replied answering this question. I believe your modelling for traffic Automated and connected vehicles and infrastructure are becoming more prevalent and the 
flow 2041 is short-sighted because I can't see where you have taken this crucial element into nature of transportation will change. However, exactly how it will affect numbers of vehicles 
account. In fact www.nzta.govt.nz/resources/transport-model-development- and the space that they will need is still a subject that has wildly different forecasts. We are 
guidelines/docs/tmd.pdf doesn't seem to take it in to account either. The nature of travel in 2041 keeping a close eye on this, however, key project objectives are to reduce the incidence of 
will be quite different from what it is today 2018. Therefore I do not believe the proposed fatal and serious crashes and to provide a resilient alternative route. An offline solution 
expressway will not be as resilient as we need it to be. The traffic modelling seems to follow the achieves these objectives while new transportation technologies emerge and can then be 
earlier report of July 2012. used by automated and connected vehicles in future. All options 

The hill (on right when facing South) on Manakau Heights Drive is shown in the options graphics 
at least 100 metres inside the corridor yet in other documentation that hill is marked as an 
ancestry land mark. Therefore should the corridor be 100m further East through Manakau The small distinctive bush-clad hill south of Manakau is acknowledged. Best efforts will be 
Heights Drive and subsequently impacting a number of properties not currently in the 300m made to find the best practicable alignment within the 300m wide corridors so as to avoid 
corridor? this hill which falls on the edge of the corridor. S6 

Concerns regarding how NZTA will mitigate lighting at night at these interchanges. These are very 
bright and will have impact on those who are near this. This is a matter for detail design and mitigation. All options 

The curves at Waitarere and the intersection with Waitarere Beach Road are already dangerous. 
The expressway will encourage more development at, and traffic from, Waitarere. North of the project area, the agency has adopted the North of Levin PBC (Preliminary 
The traffic coming off the expressway is going to quickly have to adapt to very different driving Business Case) which includes two new northbound passing lanes north of Koputaroa Road 
conditions. The intersection is going to be particularly dangerous as traffic volumes will have and south of Whirokino bridge, safety improvements near Poroutawhao School and Waitarere and 
already significantly increased by the time the expressway is opened. Therefore the intersection realignment of the curves and safety improvements in the vicinity of Waitarere Beach Road. northern 
needs to be improved well before the expressway is in use. This will address the highest risk areas. options 

This is the Northern Ohariu Fault. If the S7 corridor is selected the precise location of the 
fault would be ascertained (through fault trenching) to determine the exact location. The 
likelihood is the corridor would be marginally offset from the fault line. Structures would 

S7 it doesn't just cross a fault line it runs parallel to one for 2.5kms approx. ordinarily be avoided from being directly on the fault due to the displacement risk. S7 

The best time to plan safe cycle ways is when a new road is being planned because they are a lot 
more expensive to plan and implement later, and they are usually small, patchy, and unsafe. The 
cycle way needs to be set back from the road with a barrier between it and the road which is not a A cycleway will be investigated as part of the expressway project, however further All options 
great problem at the road planning stage, but will future-proof the road and bring huge benefits consideration needs to be given to exactly where to locate this. This will be done as the 

for tourism, sport and recreation, and the health care and exercise of our population. preferred option is progressed. 

This valley has the reputation as a Micro Climate and has climatic conditions which differ to that 
compared with Levin and other surrounding areas. The area is renowned for its wind eddies 
formed from the wind current and the canyon effect from the steep river banks starting at the Information noted. S7 
DOC reserve. Another feature is its ability to have localised gales which are felt only in portions of 
the whole valley. The valley is unique. 

Below ground springs which appeared in our vicinity on Queen St East Noted. N9 

There needs to be cycling and walking access across and along roads and interchange. This is a matter for detail design and mitigation. Walking and cycling provision will be 
All options 

investigated as part of the full works. 

Kimberley Rd is quite narrow and for some reason there are more sunstrike accidents there near Various 'online' safety measures are currently being considered on SHl and SH57 in the Kimberley Rd 
summer. project area, to be provided in advance of the expressway which is a number of years away 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

We do not believe that NZTA has put the correct weight on the impact to protected premises and 
facilities (PPF) and associated ill health for the community as should be required under the 
international standards. 
Noise should be included as an important SEPARATE criteria in the MCA. 

NZS 6806:2010 and the NZTA guide for State Highway Asset Improvement Projects both require 
that all PPF be assessed within 200m from the closest traffic lane. Simply put, a Tier 1 assessment 
can be based solely on the volume of traffic at the design year and the number of PPFs within 
200m of the proposed alignment providing an initial indication of potential noise exposure. This 
submission believes that this investigation must be ongoing given the requirement in the RMA 
that actual and potential noise effects must be assessed and this is done from the NZTA's 
Environmental and Social Responsibility Screen using the NZS 6806 5 Assessment-Matrix-0.5 

Generally investigate the failings of the NZS 6806:2010 standard and, with Standards New 
Zealand, update NZS 6806:2010 to take into account the Night Noise Guidelines. 

Proposal for an adjustment to be made to the route for the link corridor between SH57 and SHl 
from where it is currently, to slightly further south of Sorenson Road (see map accompanying this 
email to show proposed alternative route). 
The purpose and focus of this submission is to mitigate the negative impact on Sorenson Road, 
which is under the purple line linking the SH57 area back to SHl on the NZTA route map. We have 
identified a similar yet easier route for NZTA's link road and have attached map to show this. Our 
reasoning is as follows: 
The majority of houses in Sorenson Road are at the southern end of Sorenson Road. Sorenson 
Road is a small rural road off Heatherlea East Road. It accommodates businesses, lifestyle blocks 
and single dwellings. All sit on land that cannot be subdivided, because the land is classified as 
type Al soil. 
These properties have been identified as affected by the proposed Eastern Route link road for the 

taki to North of Levin project by NZTA. 
The proposed pathway for that part of the corridor links the proposed Eastern Route with 
Highway 1 just North of Levin. It will cut across Sorenson Road removing some houses and result 
in complications for others to access the end of Sorenson Road and the Private Road off Sorenson 
Road. 
In addition most of the houses at the southern end of Sorenson Road are likely to be demolished 
if the Eastern Corridor goes ahead according to meetings held with NZTA staff to date. 
We propose that NZTA change the pathway of their existing purple line linking the Eastern 
Corridor to SH 1 through Sorenson Road slightly, and instead take that link road through the 
empty farmland to the south of these properties. 
(The open farmland is further south of the current proposed route linking the Eastern Corridor 
with SHl and well behind the properties at the southern end of Sorenson Road. It is owned by 
Max Haigh. Hugh Bentall has spoken with Max and Max is open to the idea that part of his land 
be used in this way). 
The advantages of this proposed alternative link road are that it would: 
• Avoid all the gullies, waterways and pond systems in Sorenson Road 
• Continue to be a short and direct route 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

from opening. These comments will be considered alongside the online safety improvements 
being developed. 

As multi-criteria analysis is considered a reliable and well recognised method for systematic 
identification of a preferred option, often involving a diverse range of aspects (or criteria) are 
to be included within the evaluation - including intangible values which cannot readily be 
translated into monetary terms. However, the choice of criteria, and how matters are grouped 
within criteria depends on a wide range of circumstances, including the nature of the project 
area and the other matters which also need to be taken into account. 

The Tier 1 noise assessment has considered PPFs within 250m of the centreline of each route 
option which ensures distant PPFs are included within the noise assessment. 

As the Tier 1 stage does not involve detailed use of the NZS6806:2010 methodology, no 
failings have been identified to date in applying the concepts of this Standard to the O2NL 
Project. As the project progresses it is recommended the Transport Agency, via investigation, 
confirm the detailed methodology and criteria of NZS6806:2010 are entirely suitable for 
application within a Tier 2 or 3 "preferred option' noise study. This "Pre-Tier 2/3" 
investigation should identify what aspects of NZS6806:2010 might appear inappropriate and 
require amendment, if any, to best address the project's social and environmental impacts. 

Comments on the "Night Noise Guidelines have been provided in response to other 
comments. 

Further consideration of a moderate relocation of this corridor (between existing SH 1 and 
SHS 7) will be assessed to determine whether a corridor is possible from both a geometric and 
impact perspective. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

All northern 
options -
Sorensons Road 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

• Have fewer obstacles and geotechnical issues to address. 
• Be simpler, easier and likely less costly to construct. 
• Save the properties/houses at the southern end of Sorenson Road and off the associated Private 
Road from being in the affected path of the current proposed link from the Eastern Corridor to 
SHl. 
• Allow Sorenson Road to remain intact and preserve the local community. 
• Ensure everyone at the southern end of Sorenson Road would be able to maintain access to 
their properties via Sorenson Road. 
• Obviate the need to demolish houses at the southern end of Sorenson Road and affect less 
properties and businesses over all. 
Please see map of suggested modified link route attached. 

Recess the expressway into the ground and build Queen Street over it to reduce light and noise 
pollution and visual effects. 

Regarding the issue of noise and bearing in mind that there have been a few complaints about 
excessive noise on M2PP I would ask that everything learned from M2PP and being currently 
applied there (e.g. Removal of rumble strips and use of low road noise asphalt) be applied to the 
more densely populated area between Tararua Road and Roslyn Road. 

According to Google there is a fall of elevation downhill travelling north the length of Arapaepae 
of 28 meters over the 7 km from Kimberley to Heatherlea East Rd. A viable proposal would be to 
drop the corridor 6 meters below ground level to conceal the largest trucks, mitigate noise and 
absorb toxic fumes by planting the slopes. 
Clever Engineers could achieve this by diverting expressway surface water runoff and ground 
seepage into a drainage network which consistently falls to the north. (Currently the storm water 
for Queen St East travels alongside a deep ditch on the LHS along Arapaepae Rd. A corridor below 
the level of local roads would eliminate surface flooding issues. 
They have achieved this through the gully section south of Cambridge, my home town on the way 
to my brother's farm I asked where the expressway was and he said 'you passed over it.' I went 
back the next day and was amazed how well it had been integrated into the landscape. 
Queen St East remains at ground level and crosses a bridge also at ground level. The topsoil 
reinstated prior to planting the sloped sides but the surplus excavate Alluvial gravel subsoil (B 
and C Horizons) used for embankments elsewhere in the flood prone areas. 

Our rural property runs right up to SHl just north of where the 4 lane highway transitions to 2 
lanes - right at the point where this work may be undertaken - and we have a number of issues 
that we wish to register at is time. 

There are already heavy traffic flows through this part of SH 1 & we are wondering how a widening 
& levelling of the road is even possible with the limited space available & without a boundary 
change & the forfeiture of land? A widening of SH 1 to include overtaking lanes will also 
potentially mean that the highway be moved closer to the actual dwellings along this route? To 
date there has been no approach to us or any of those who will be affected. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Comment by Project Team 

This is identified as a potential mitigation measure in the landscape and visual report. Other 
design considerations would need to be taken into account. 

Noise from highways can be reduced by barriers and by including designing the highway to 
operate within a man-made depression in the normal land surface. The assessment of the 
viability of such noise mitigation measures is a key aspect of the detailed traffic noise 
assessment undertaken with Tier 2 and 3 noise investigations yet to be carried out for the 
O2NL Project, and also need to be considered reasonable in terms of practical and cost
effective to implement given local ground conditions. 

The use of low noise road surfaces and the placement of ATPs (rumble strips) will form part 
of future detailed traffic noise mitigation investigations to take place at the subsequent 
stages of the project. Learnings from earlier projects will be incorporated into the O2NL 
project. 

Vertical and horizontal alignment of the preferred route when selected is a matter for detail 
design and mitigation. 

The agency has adopted the North of Levin PBC which includes a new northbound passing 
lane north of Koputaroa Road. Consultation and discussion with landowners would be part of 
future work on this project. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

All options 

Northern 
options 

Northern part of 
the corridors 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

The current stretch of SHl along this part of the road where the 'bumps' are, is subject to serious 
flooding on the eastern adjoining properties in any kind of heavy or sustained rainfall. 

Currently the land east of SHl is already significantly higher than that to the west & any run-off 
from the properties to the eastern side of SHl run across/under SHl and into ours & neighbours 
properties. We are already approximately 1 - 2 metres below the current road level - If the 
bumps are to be levelled out & presumably raised, the drainage issue on this part of the road will 
be seriously affected & we see a need for some thorough investigation, because we see this being 
worsened by this current proposal. Once again, to date there has been no approach to any of 
those who will be affected. 

Volumes of traffic which are currently high will be largely impacted by traffic coming north 
because transitioning from 4 lanes to 2 lanes. We fully understand the 'concept' of traffic being 
'split' between those going north on SHl & those who turn eastward from Levin towards 
Palmerston, reducing some impact. However northern bound traffic already does this and it has 
no effect whatsoever on the volumes of traffic travelling north on SHl - We know this because of 
the difficulty we personally experience trying to get onto SHl from Te Whanga Road. This is 
particularly difficult & dangerous on most weekends & especially over a holiday weekend when 
traffic flowing north & south experience a substantial increase in volume. 

Whilst we can see that traffic flowing south may be eased because the road will transition from 2 
lanes to 4 lanes, this will not solve the matter of 4 lanes reducing to 2 for traffic travelling north & 
because of the multitude of heavy trucks & trailers & any other slower moving vehicles coming of 
the 4 lane highway, we can foresee a significant slowing down effect, which surely defeats the 
whole point of this costly project. Also we see a number of accidents on this stretch of road from 
time to time which instantly closes SHl. At least with a 4 lane road option the traffic has a better 
chance of moving around & continuing forward rather than SH 1 being completely blocked. 

There is no cell phone reception in this area ... so if there is an accident or a breakdown, it is going 
to be extremely difficult to get in touch with emergency services. 

We are uncertain whether Option N4 utilises the existing road corridor of SH 5 7 past Levin. The 
existing road corridor appears to already have reasonably well controlled limited frontage access 
(at least on the Levin side of the highway). If N4 doesn't use the existing corridor, then the new 
route should be sufficiently separated from this existing road that it can support land use on both 
sides of the existing road as a local road. 

Major concern from all the options would be the extra stormwater/run off that may run down 
Waihou Road. I am aware that you plan for managing this however I am sure there are likely to be 
times where this is not/cannot be managed completely. The options NS and N9 I feel could 
potentially add more water to what already flows down Waihou Road in extreme weather. 
This is what currently happens: 
The red arrows are the flow of water down Arapaepae and Waihou Roads. Most of that water 
meets at the drain on the corner of Arapaepae and Waihou on the southern side, my side of the 
corner. About 10 years ago the council put a ditch on the southern side of Waihou from the water 
race past what is now 151 Waihou Rd, and 153 Waihou. Since then the drain has, on the whole, 
coped with the excess water. However when there is extreme rainfall it does not, and the water 
builds up flooding the highway, and my front garden becomes a lake. The water flowing down 
Waihou Road then also goes through the Woolshed behind my place, round my garage and then 
round and, under my house, to join the water at the front. In 2017 there were two of these events 
within a couple of months of each other. 
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Comment by Project Team 

Any works associated with SHlbeyond the expressway tie-in near to Avenue North 
Road/Koputaroa Road are not subject to this investigation and engagement exercise. While 
some investigations have been undertaken on SH 1 between Waitarere Beach Road and the 
expressway tie-in, nothing has yet been confirmed and will be subject to full consultation 
and further design development. 

Traffic modelling has indicated the proposed 'split' northeast of Levin, with 4 lane 
transitioning to 2 lanes for SH57 and 2 lanes for SHl, is most suitable. 

Additional improvements are also being considered beyond the expressway tie-in near to 
Avenue North Road/Koputaroa Road. They are not subject to this investigation and 
engagement exercise. While some investigations have been undertaken on SHl between 
Waitarere Beach Road and the expressway tie-in, nothing has yet been confirmed and will be 
subject to full consultation and further design development. 

Noted. 

The N4 alignment does not use the existing SH57 corridor which would be retained as a local 
road alongside the expressway corridor. 

Stormwater design is a matter for detail design and mitigation. 

Option / 
Location 

Northern part of 
the corridors 

Northern part of 
the corridors 

S7 and S7A 

N4 

Northern 
options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

Option S6 runs across land that is designated as having a moderate risk of liquefaction as shown 
in a Figure 2.8: Faulting and Liquefaction in Manawatu Whanganui P.25. State of 
Ecological/Cultural Landscape, Decline of the Horowhenua Coastline Between Hokio and Waitohu 
Streams. Dr Huhana Smith, Aroha Spinks, Tipene Hoskins, Moira Poutama, 2011. 

Flooding between Wakefield and SH5 7 
The area between Wakefield Rd and Arapaepae Rd has significant issues with flooding due to the 
following: 
• Natural springs surfacing from the hills 
• A history of irrigation lifting the water table 
• Several artesian water sources 

Safety 

The proposed expressway is several years away from being built, so in the meantime there needs 
to be urgent safety improvements done to the present highway South of Levin to cope with ever 
increasing traffic volumes. Here is a list of improvements I would like to see done. 
"'Remove the right hand turn from SH 57 onto SH 1 at the Kimberly Road intersection and Railway 
crossing. It is very difficult to turn right here with large volumes of North bound traffic on SH 1 
also turning right onto SH 57. Traffic on SH 57 can queue for up to a kilometre while waiting for a 
large vehicle to turn right across busy SH 1. Such long vehicles also block the railway line and 
have no way of clearing the railway as these trucks cannot get out onto SH 1. Traffic wanting to 
go to Levin from East of this intersection can take the more safer route along Arapaepae Road to 
either the Tararua Rd, Meadowvale Drive, or Queen Street Intersections. 
"'Remove the South bound passing lane at Kuku and replace with a right turn bay for Kuku Beach 
Road. This rural road has a lot of heavy truck and school bus traffic. These vehicles approaching 
Kuku Bch Road from the North have to stay in the "fast lane" to be able to turn right here. The 
passing lane is also too short to be safe and has no run out area at its end. 
"' Close the North bound passing lane at Tatum Park as this passing lane is also too short with no 
run out area at its end . 
.,, Extend the Manakau 80 Km/h speed limit to North of the railway overpass and Waikawa Stream 
bridge as these two bridges are poorly designed and have very poor approaches. 
"' Close the Southbound passing lanes near Otaki as the traffic is having to slow down and there is 
no point in traffic racing to pass traffic which then is just behind them as Otaki is reached. Or 
perhaps leave the passing lane there and put in a medium barrier and incorporate these two lanes 
into the start of the new expressway. 
"'Put in North and South right turning bays at the intersection of Arapaepae Road [SH 5 7] and 
Tararua Road. This intersection is used by heavy truck traffic to access the Levin industrial area 
and traffic turning onto Tararua Road East to access the growing lifestyle blocks and forestry 
plantations. 
"' Build a roundabout at the Arapaepae Road and Queen Street intersection as this intersection is 
very dangerous for vehicles trying to cross over. This includes school buses and mobility vans. 
The speed limit on SH 5 7 between Meadowvale Drive and just North of Queen Street must be 
reduced from the current 100 km/h to 80 or even 70 km/h. 
I am a school bus driver and I see the problems on this section of road every day, so please 
consider the urgent need to address the safety issues on this very dangerous section of the 
highway network. 
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Comment by Project Team 

Liquefaction risk was considered as part of the MCA process. There is some liquefaction risk 
to all options at the southern project extent (near Otaki) as well as options S6 and S7A in the 
area around Kuku and the Ohau River (moderate risk). 

This information has been noted and will be investigated in detail once the preferred corridor 
option has been identified. 

Various 'online' safety measures are currently being considered on SHl and SH57 in the 
project area, to be provided in advance of the expressway which is a number of years away 
from opening. These comments will be considered alongside the online safety improvements 
being developed. 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

Northern 
options 

Existing SH 1 & 
SH57 

56 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

Interim safety improvements are needed at the SH57 /Tararua Road intersection. It's the only 
intersection on this stretch without turning bays and it's quite frankly terrifying some days. 
Increased development up Tararua Rd, forestry and more heavy trucks turning to go to the Various 'online' safety measures are currently being considered on SHl and SH57 in the 
industrial area in lower Tararua Rd are making this intersection very dangerous. Also not helped project area, to be provided in advance of the expressway being developed. These comments 
by the large number of power poles in the driver's line of sight. will be considered alongside the online safety improvements being developed. Existing SH 5 7 

Making highways safer is an on-going process and much has already been done between Levin 
and Otaki. 

There are a few very dangerous spots. The two bridges north of Manakau have been the scene of 
many accidents and deaths- they are curved on bends and are not safe for today's heavy trucks 
and fast traffic. 

The two intersections to Kimberley Road and Kimberley Road itself are in need of a major safety 
upgrade. 

A diversion starting before the Manakau bridge and extending south of Bishop's vineyard and 
These options have been previously considered in terms of online upgrades and also the linking up with Arapaepae Road would be a substantial improvement at much less cost than the 

eastern options. realignment as suggested is Option SA consulted on previously. While online or less 
comprehensive improvements would provide safety benefits, any improvements of this nature 

Even just replacing the two bridges to a safe and modern standard would help as well as some do not achieve the full project objectives that the Transport Agency is seeking to achieve with 
improvement to the Kimberley Road intersections. this project in terms of economic benefit, safety, access and resilience. Existing SHl 

Road safety as a reason for the Horowhenua extension of the K piti expressway. Road Safety 
should be top priority for everyone. In the short term at least, median barrier installers should 
arrive along with ambulances, fire truck and police, whenever there is another head-on collision, 
or an accident involving overtaking. Users of SHl and SH57 much be encouraged to stay in their 
correct lanes; to not cross the centre line; and to only overtake in passing lanes or when it is Comments are noted and reducing the occurrence of death and serious injuries is one of the 
definitely safe to do so. stated project objectives. All options 

Other / Process 

Western option: https:/ /www.scribblemaps.com/maps/view/Western Powerline Option/oOcjc 
Noted. All options 

cE69 

If the Government pull the pin on funding the building of the road then people need to know if 
this work will be used when it comes back on the agenda, local legend is that it will go back to 
the drawing board completely and any option could be considered in the future. This would 
create huge uncertainty and stress for people who are potentially affected. Noted. All options 

We are advised that early in 2017 members of the local community, iwi and relevant stakeholders Link to MCA report/ technical reports on the website: 
were invited to join the O2NL Project Reference Group (PRG). httgs:LLwww.nzta.govt.nz Lgrojects Lwellington-northern-corridor L taki-to-north-of-
There is no reference to who these stakeholders are or what the make-up of O2NL is. levin Ltechn ical-regorts L -

The submitter's comment is acknowledged, however the letter included an invitation to meet 
on a one-to-one basis. This appeared to be appreciated by the many people who took up the 

Being sent letters saying property is impacted, but without any map to indicate whether it is a line offer. Prior to the options becoming public, it was necessary to manage the release of 
through the middle of the house or simply a corner of a distant paddock, cannot be a information and respect individual landowners' privacy. For this reason, paper copies were 
consultation practice which respects the need to manage stress for an ageing population. not mailed out. -

This is correct. However, newer aerial photos of adequate quality over the length of the route 
Aerial maps on display at the pop-up shops are out of date and do not show the development were not available. These aerials were used for public consultation only, and did not form the 
within the road basis for analysis of potential impacts. -
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

The MCA evaluation of options is flawed, and the decision-making for the preferred option has 
not been properly explained; 
• Not including a proposed corridor for each of the three main route options - excluding a 
western route option - prior to public consultation undermines the validity of that consultation; 
• A further evaluation of a corridor for all three route options using other methods, in particular 
CBA and social impact, should be undertaken. 
• Another round of public consultation based on this further evaluation of the project and its 
corridor options, should then be undertaken, before NZTA makes a final route choose. 
• If no further investigations on corridor options are undertaken, and NZTA proceeds to a 
resource consent hearing on the information presently provided, it is my contention that any 
decision would be appealable on legal grounds, or could be subject to judicial review. 

There must then be a wider consideration than the MCA results, with different methods of 
evaluation being used. 
Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) has been widely used in New Zealand and overseas. However, there is 
much less use of it now than there was, and from my experience there has been a trend of using 
only the MCA approach as a formal structured evaluation - that can be made transparent to all 
parties and the public. 
CBA methods use monetary values or prices, and this is both its strength and weakness. It 
provides a quantitative evaluation and ranking that takes into account the degree of (monetary) 
differences (of both costs and benefits). This does not mean that it cannot incorporate non
priced values, and there are indirect ways of putting a monetary price on non-economic values. 

This was apparently the first time a community group had been involved at the MCA stage. The 
community people were simply interested individuals, many with a vested interest, and with no 
formal mandate of representation for anyone. 
Workshop 2 was scheduled to run from 2pm-10pm with 17 corridors being scored against 12 
criteria. An opportunity for 204 separate discussions. It ended up being very rushed and left 
community members frustrated and speculating about the quality and robustness of the 
consultation. 
At the conclusion of the scoring the group was then tasked with weighting the criteria. This really 
is an exercise in applying community values to the criteria and as such should have been made 
available to the whole community as part of the engagement. Many community members present 
were uncomfortable with this responsibility. 
NZTA suggested it be revisited at the next meeting and a small amount of time was devoted to it 
there. It was never put out to the whole community. 

Although community members were involved and put a lot of time in the reality was that we 
attended meetings to be told where NZTA was up to. Minimal notice was taken of opinions and 
comments from community members particularly around some of the MCA scores provided by 
outside" experts". 
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Comment by Project Team 

The process has been comprehensive and the submission appears to misunderstand the 
process and the level of detail (broad corridor within which an alignment is still to be 
identified). Further, CBA is less appropriate at the stage of route choice because of the many 
aspects that need to be taken into account (including environmental and social) which do not 
lend themselves to conversion to economic indicators. MCA has been developed precisely to 
address these inadequacies and is widely used (eg, in UK by local government on Treasury 
advice, and by the NAMs Group in New Zealand). 

Social impacts have been included at this stage by considering the impacts on communities 
(amenity, severance, recreation and construction effects), and identifying and assessing the 
number of dwellings potentially affected across the broad 300m corridors. Social impact 
investigations would not normally be undertaken in any depth until an actual alignment is 
identified (but recognising that in the process of identifying an alignment it is necessary to 
seek to avoid, mitigate and remedy all adverse effects, including adverse community and 
social effects). Only at that stage can actual social impacts be comprehensively evaluated. 

Nevertheless, NZTA has undertaken an independent review of the social impacts of the route 
options. 

The process is still many steps away from a resource consent process, as resource consents 
(and a designation) can only be applied for once a detailed design has been developed. The 
steps in getting to the stage where applications/a notice of requirement can be lodged will 
include further rounds of community engagement. 

See comments in relation to previous submission. MCA provides a much wider and more 
comprehensive basis for comparative evaluation, and a more reliable basis than CBA, at the 
stage of route option choice. 

The comments in this submission are acknowledged as the submitter's opinion. 

It is not correct to say that "minimal notice" was taken of the views of community members 
during the MCA. This is apparent in the fact that a number of the scores awarded were not in 
accordance with those proposed by the specialists who presented introductory material for 
discussion on each criterion. 

The weighting from the workshop appeared to be an agreed position in the workshop 
context. However, two further weighting systems were also applied (derived from the next 
PRG meeting]. Five other weighting systems were also applied. 

It is not considered practical that the "whole community" including all those who had not 
been involved in the MCA process, could contribute to an agreed weighting. 

Option / 
Location 

All options 

All options 

All options 
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Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter 

A positive for S6 is stated as being "SHl no longer runs through the middle of Manakau". (NZTA 
O2NL Feedback Form). Horowhenua District Council's (HOC) proposed Growth strategy (Long 
Term Plan 2018 -2038), for Manakau shows future growth areas to the west, southwest and 
south of the existing settlement. Where is the middle of Manakau? 

Random people got letters. Our son didn't with the S6 option chunking through the west side of 
his block. Then people wasted time trying to find out who got letters to see where the road went 
in some sort of bizarre treasure hunt. We got 2 letters with 3 roads going through the farm. Soon 
a map showed up on Facebook with no western options and we suddenly see a crossover route 
going through our entire farm operation, we having lived for almost all our lives in Manakau 
expecting a western sandhill route (100 years between the two of us). Then the proper NZTA map 
came out. It was all done back-to-front. 

A number of concerns have been expressed about NZTA decisions made up to this point, 
including: 

•The sudden removal of previously viable routes on the Western side without robust justification 
or the opportunity to receive community feedback 

•The lack of a robust Social Impact Assessments 

•The lack of a Noise Mitigation Report 

•Traffic modelling which appears to be incomplete inaccurate, for example: 

not accounting for North to South modelling, and 

being based on assumptions about what motivates drivers to use particular routes, and 
their priorities 

•NZTA's intention to proceed to develop its recommendation paper to the NZTA Board prior to 
gathering detailed information on social impact and noise mitigation, as well as the extent and 
costs of other mitigations that may be necessary for each corridor 

Planning Blight 

A key issue is, and will continue to be, a lack of certainty as to whether the expressway will 
actually be built even if a route, as unacceptable to the community as it may ultimately be, is 
selected and approved in July 2018. The recently released Government Policy Statement adds to 
this uncertainty as to whether this project will proceed. 

Currently there is a very real prospect that the NZTA board will approve a corridor for a future 
expressway, but that government will not provide funding to build it, meaning the project will 
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Comment by Project Team 

The document referred to includes new growth areas (potentially to be rezoned for 
residential) only to the west of SHl. Manakau at present has a number of facilities (shop, 
Domain, cafe and other commercial operations) on the other side of SHl from the main 
settlement. 

There were an acknowledged number of problems associated with the original mail-out (e.g. 
streets with changed names, properties with no letterboxes, etc), and NZTA has done its best 
to rectify them. 

Feedback didn't identify the basis for the expectation that a western option would have been 
identified. 

These are expressed as "concerns". 

The reasons why western options were not furthered are set out in the report which resulted 
from the MCA, and also summarised in the material presented as part of the public 
consultation. There was no "sudden removal of previously-viable routes". 

Social impacts have been included at this stage by considering the impacts on communities 
(amenity, severance, recreation and construction effects), and identifying and assessing the 
number of dwellings potentially affected across the broad 300m corridors. Social impact 
investigations would not normally be undertaken in any depth until an actual alignment is 
identified (but recognising that in the process of identifying an alignment it is necessary to 
seek to avoid, mitigate and remedy all adverse effects, including adverse community and 
social effects). Only at that stage can actual social impacts be comprehensively evaluated. 

Nevertheless, NZTA has undertaken an independent review of the social impacts of the route 
options. 

Noise mitigation is addressed once an alignment has been chosen. Noise effects as part of 
amenity effects were included in the MCA's community impacts criterion. An earlier expert 
report on noise (prepared in relation to option T017) investigated noise exposure in the 
Manakau area. Subsequently a Tier 1 noise assessment of all corridor options has been 
undertaken. 

Traffic modelling has been undertaken for the entire project network and accounts for traffic 
going north and south. This model has been peer reviewed as being suitable for use. Route 
choice in a transport model is on an economic basis. Whilst it is acknowledged that each 
individual driver may have different motivations, it is not possible to model human factors in 
a traffic model. 

NZTA has obtained a preliminary noise and social impact report as a result of comments and 

Option / 
Location 

S6 

submissions received prior to preparing a report to the NZTA Board. All options 

This concern is recognised and will be brought to the notice of the NZTA Board as part of the 
reporting to be undertaken in June 2018. All options 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Area of Interest: commentary provided by the submitter Comment by Project Team 
Option / 
Location 

again stall, leaving the community in a further state of flux after already 6 years of changing 
proposals and uncertainty. 

Our primary concern is that affected property owners and the wider community are already being 
subjected to a blunt and unfair process and that will leave them in a situation of planning blight, 
where a route is selected and announced but no funding is committed to property acquisition or 
construction. This is a situation that would be is cruel and unfair to property owners left unable 
sell their property and in many cases not being able to realise the true value of their largest 
investment. It will also place them in a dire position of uncertainty and inability to move on with 
their lives. 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

8. CONCLUSION 
Community feedback has provided the 02NL project with more detailed information about 
key features of importance as well as identifying additional features that need to be taken into 
account. 

In principle, the community supports the 02NL project and recognises something needs to 
be done to improve the safety, resilience and congestion associated with the stretch of State 
Highway 1 and State Highway 57 between Otaki and north of Levin. 

There is some community support for S6, on the basis that it aligns with project objectives 
identified by the 02NL project. A number of people would rather see S7 progressed as it 
avoids impacting on Manakau village, but others recognise S7 has other challenges in terms 
of engineering considerations. There is strong support for N4 in the north as it is felt that this 
option meets the project objectives and has less impact on district development. 

When people identified which full corridor they supported, S6 and N4 were preferred. 

9. NEXT STEPS 
A preferred corridor was selected following this engagement with the community and took 
into account, among a number of other factors, the views of people who live, work and travel 
in the area. We also carried out additional ecological, heritage, social, noise, and vibration 
assessments following questions raised by the community, and these helped shape our way 
forward. 

The next steps are further investigation and design. We will work with property owners, and 
the wider community to progress design of the road within the preferred corridor. 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

APPENDIX A PROJECT UPDATE ON SHORTLIST 
OPTIONS FOR PUBLIC 
CONSULTATION FEBRUARY 2018 

V Ota ki to north of Levin 

PROJECT UPDATE 

Have your say 
We are asking people for their feedback on 
a short list of corridor opt ions for the Otaki 
to north of Levin (02NL) project. 

The O2NL project will improve the safety and resilience of State 
Highway 1 (SHl) and State Highway 57 (SH57) and support 
regional economic growth by delivering a state highway that 

meets current and future transport demands. 

After our community engagement last June, we developed 
a long list of options which we then assessed to produce a 
shortlist of options. During this process we met regularly with 

the Project Reference Group. We will provide more information 
on the option assessment process at the community information 

sessions being held in February in March and also at our pop-up 
shop which will be open from 7 February 2018. 

Project objectives 
to reduce deaths and serious injuries on the state 
highway network 

to reduce travel times on the state highway network 

to enhance the resilience of the state highway network 

to provide appropriate connections that integrate the 
state highway and local road networks to serve urban 
areas. 

February 2018 

Community knowledge 
In June 2017. we sought the various perspectives 
of people who live, work and t ravel in the area. This 
has helped us understand community values and 

interests, including cultural, environmental, business 
and social issues, to help us to achieve the best 
outcome for the region and for road users who travel 
through the region. 

In early 2017 we asked members of the local 
community, iwi and relevant stakeholders to 
join the O2NL Project Reference Group ( PRG). 
The purpose of the PRG is to provide information 

and a community voice as part of the O2NL project 
investigation process, helping us understand local 
issues and opinions and provide feedback directly to 

their whanau and community. The project team and 
the PRG meet on a regular basis and this is planned 
to continue throughout the life of the project 

In late 2017, the Waiopehu College Year 13 

Geography class investigated the potential form of 
cycling infrast ructure that could be provided as part 

of the project. The students collected data from the 
community by undertaking a survey. They provided 
the 02Nl project team with their assessment and 
recommendations. Copies of the students' research 

can be found on the project website (www.nzta.govt. 
nz/projects/wellington-northern-corridor/otaki-to
north-of-levin/technical -reports). 

NZ TRANSPORT 
- 111- AGENCY 6taki to north of Levin 

WMAl<OTAHI New Zealand Government 
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The options 
We want to hear your views on the shortlisted optlons. 

Community input is an important part of this project and we 

encourage everyone to give us t heir feedback. 

W hen you give your feedback, please reference your comments 

to the specific opti on(s). We'd like to know more a bout why you 
like or dis like an option so we can understand what's important 
to you. Providing reasons with your feedback will help us to 
better understand the issues o r benefits .:issoc iated wit h a 
particular option. 

Southern and northern options 
Each corridor between Otaki and north of Levin is made up of a 

sout hern option (56, 57, 57 A) and a northern option (N4, NS, 
N9). Each of the three southern options can be lin ked wit h each 
of the northern options to form nine pote nti al corridors for the 
O2NL project. 

All of t he corridor opt io ns: 

com prise a 300 metre wide co rridor in which a road cou ld 
be constructed. The fi na l width of the road is likely to 
be between 60 and 100 me·tres. Th is inclu des room for 
stormwate r runoff treatment, em ba nkments and plant ing. 

Additional width is likely lo be needed at interc hanges and 
where new local road connections need to be provided 

a re to the east of the existing State Highway 1 

begin at Taylors Roa d north of 6 taki, linking to the Peka Peka 
to 6taki section of the Kapit i Ex.pres.sway current ly under 
construction 

rejoin the existing SH1 just north of Levin. 

What about options to the west? 
Route opt ions to the west of Levin were considered as part 
of the option assessment process. However, none of these 
opt ions were shortlisted due to the following factors: 

some of the options have more signi fica nt 
environmental effects tha n options located to the east 
of 5H1 

people t rave ling to Levin or Pa lmerston North are 
not li kely to use a western option due to the longer 
trave ling t ime 

they wou ld have significant cu ltu ral effects. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

For more rnloonalklll 111511 www.nzta.g11t't.nz/02NL NZ Transpc,t /\gaJcy I 3 

Potentially affected properties 
In late January 2018, we sent a letter to a ll property owners 
who a re potentially affected by a ny of the short li sted options. 
We a re available to tal k to property owners in person and 
di scuss the corridor options and answer any que ries they 
may have. 

If you believe your property may be affected by a ny of t he 
shortli sted options and have not received a fetter from us, 

please contact the project team at 02NL@nzta.govt.nz or 
phone 0508 625 4636. 

Interim safety improvements 
We are considering investigating furthe r interim safety 
improvements to the sections of SHl and SH57 that run 
through the 02NL project area . These invest igat ions will 
consider small scale improvements t o the current roads to 
provide immediate safety benefits ahead of constructi on 
of 02N L. 

More informat ion about t he improvements will be 
ava ilable at ou r upcoming community information 
sessions and our pop-up shop. 

Interchanges and local road access 
All of the proposed opti ons cross Ice.a l ro.a ds and properties. 
Locat roa d access to a ll properties would be maintained as part 
of the construction of any of the opt ions, and .a ll local roads 
would be reconnected to the existing network. This level of 
design would be undertaken afte r a preferred corridor option 
has been sefected. 

New interchanges will provide access on and off the new 
state highw.ay, however, the numbe r, location a nd form of the 
interchanges will depend on the prefe rred corridor option. 
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4 I NZTramporl ,\;ency Otaid to north of L,,tn PrejeCI F<bruary 2018 

Have your say 
We would like to hear your view. on the shortlisted options. 

You can give feed back by: 

speaking to us a nd providing feedback at one of our 
community information sessions or our pop-up shop 

completing our printed feedback form 

having your say online: www.nzta.govt.n2,/ 02NL 

emailing us : 02NL~ nzta.govt.nz 

writing to us: Otaki to north of Levin Project Team, 

PO Box 5084, Thomdon, Wel lington 6145 

phoning us: 0508 625 4636. 

Please provide your feedback by Friday 16 March 2018. 

We will use your feedback to help us select a corridor 
option between Otaki and north of Levin. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Community information sessions 
We are holding eight community information sessions 

during February and early March and we'd love to meet 
you and hear your thoughts on the options. Please drop in 
and see us! 

Manakau 
Saturday 10 February, 10am-2pm 

Manakau Community Hall, 12 Mokena Kohere Street. 
Manakau 

Koputaroa 
Wednesday 14 February, 2pm-4pm 

Koputaroa Community Hall, 399 Koputaroa Road, 
Koputaroa 

Levin 
Saturday 17 February, 10am-2pm 
02NL Pro1ect Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street. Levin 

Ohau 
Thursday 22 February, 3pm-7pm 

Ohau Public Hall, Muhunoa Road West , Ohau 

Family Fun Day 
Saturday 24 February, 10am-4pm 
Levin Adventure Park, 93 Oxford Street. Levin 

-----
Levin 
Thursday 1 March, 4pm-6pm 

Waiopehu College, 74 Bartholomew Road, Levin 

Poroutllwhao 
Wednesday 7 March, 2pm-4pm 

Poroutawhao Community Hall, 800 State Highway 1, 
Poroutawhao 

Levin 
Friday 9 March, 4pm-8pm 

02NL Project Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

APPENDIX B - ENGAGEMENT MATERIAL 
B.1 Display Boards 
B.2 Newsletters 
B.3 Landowner letters 
B.4 Media release 
B.5 Advertisements 
B.6 Shortlisted options 
B.7 Feedback form 
B.8 Property information sheet 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 66 
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B.1 Display Boards 

j\ J, TRANSPORT 
\l.7 ~W,CY 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

' Otald to north oflevin Project 1 

New Zealand Government 
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WHAT ARE 
WE CONSULTING 
ON? 

SHl 

We are asking people for their feedback on a shortlist of 
corridor options for the Otaki to north of Levin (02NL) project. 

After our community engagement in June 2017, a long list of 
options was developed and assessed. This process is described 
on the following boards. 

I'-.. Of.W 

0 1/ 

Shorutuador,tJOm 

~ - TRANSPORT 
I ~ ~W,CY 
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taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 2 

The shortilsted opuons we are 
consult.Ing on are shown in u,e 
diagram on the left 

The 02NL proJect will 1mpr!lVI! 
the safety and resilience problems 
associated with sectlOrts or State 
Highway 1 (SHl) and State Highway '51 
(51-157) The project proposes a higher 
quality route that W11 enhance road 
safety and allow roUable JOOrneys and 
connections between the matn freight 
hubs of Wellington (and the South 
Island) with areas to the north and 
east. such as Palmerston North and 
Hawke·, Bay 

W HY NOT 
IMPROVE THE 
EXISTING ROAD? 
The current and forecast high levels 
of traffic on SHl and SH57 means we 
need to consider provldr,g a high
standard four-lane state highway with 
central median and edge barriers arid 
grade separated Interchanges 

It IS d1fflrult to upgrade or convert the 
existing state highway Into a high
standard four-lane road state highway 
due ta the following factors 

To meet design standa~ rnplace 
extsllng bridges and aVOld hlslortQII 
bullchngs, marae and urupa, only 
30% of the current road would be 
able to be used 

As the new road would ooed to have 
a central mOOlan barrter and accass 
points onto the new road would 
be llmlted, parallel roads would 
noed to bo constructed to provide 
access to existing properties and 
business. These are llkely to be 
needed on each Side of the new 
road resulting 1n e,ght lanes of 
roads 1n some loc:at1ons. nus would 
cause S1gnlf1cant community effects 
partlculaf1y through Manakau. Ohau 
and L.eV1n. 

New Zealand Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 3 

ENGAGEMENT HIGHLIGHTS 2017 
In June 2017, we sought the various perspectives of people who live, work and travel in the area. This has 
helped us understand community values and interests, including cultural, environmental, business and social 
issues, to help us achieve the best outcome for the region and for road users who travel through the region. 
This information together with our technical information was used to develop 23 possible corridor options. 

1,676 
,.,..attin.mdopc,11diays,, 
drop in sessions and COIIW!uniy 
~5• J-W.luly2017 

Q 553 
pimanclatidaen 
~ ........ II" ill .... 1300 

~ Hlllta'--dialds, 
busil'leunandbnd-own,,en1ttht 
mnoftht~period 

YOU SAID 

wtWU:GtwUV.~ b>pomtia~GpCIOmllotha-sldiawtn. 

wtWIU.:. T1i.t. ... .-.OICCl:ll.nb1ll1Nopilons.Nt-a:111$111aM 

""AscuCDPldor1Dhantc'la>\"I.-JM1rlllbu•m~bltrt:ablittott ::::;::..,.«.~.z~~--lh_._,.e.aopq.gttty 
wt WIU.; Consider hew ID IMIJP!I op00125to m:ilnb., ~•'s ~ and 
produaivelsd. 

FEEDBACK SUMMARY 
Route suggestions 
Some people talked about routes to the east of l.eYln,. others 'M)Uld 
ralher see a route to the west of Lem. It fS Important to find a route 
that mlnmtses tMlmpad on ,es~lal and agrfCUIWral land. Some 
suggested lhat the pl)feC.t shoAcl alsotmpto't'e SHI to Foxton or tie,,ond. 

Bypass 
There was strongsuppo,t kw the need to bypass Lem and other 
townshlps/Vltages. Some concern was expressed about remcMng 
passing traftlC and potential trade lrOm Lem, but lhe mafOr1ty 
recognised the need to reduce coogesuon aid mo¥e heavy W!hldes out 
of the l.ewl town anbe. 

Safoty 
There wece posftJW! commerds about the recent safety ~Ye:ment.s. 
and more comments hlghllgtatg rema111ng safety concerns on the 
networt.Jlt.e~ tntfflecUons, the-narrow~ ind lack of 
sale pas,l"ll opporuut.1es. 

ValUH 
There are a oomber ol featLRS oorque k> the Horowheooa District 
htghty i:-oduct-Jve sOUS; <dtp character. mar.- rural lltestyk!' spWual 
connection between lae HorowheflUa and the T.warua Ranges; her1lage 
bulldlngS. 

'\ J. TRANSPORT 
"l\;7 ~ ENCY 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

_,... .. 

-T'Mldlqr.111rrabaws"-fha--ot1rrtW11Stmd/bl"tmpatt.wa bylhamt'T"1JMV 
1htoi.Jah Ju1111120l7C1P9IIJITWl1..VauanS1M:1hls.m;iponcu-'MOSi19~2Nl 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

(haki to north of Levin Project 4 

SHl between Otaki and Levin prov ides a strategic and economic link to Wellington, the port, 
airport and central New Zealand. SHl has a key role in enabling the flow of people, goods and 
services throughout New Zealand. 

TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
TrafflC volumes on SHI betWEOO Otakl and Levin are shown In the 
diagram below. The flgtm!5 shown a,e the average dally trafflC numbe!, 
(both d!roctlons) In 2016. 

TRANSPORT 
~ . .UP 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

RESILIENCE 
There ls no local alternaUve route between Manakau and Ohau. whieh 
means when SHl Is closed due to flooding or crashes, driver.; either 
need to wait or Uravel via State Highway 2. This adds another two hours 
to the }Oumey between Waik.anae and Palmerston orth and can cause 
significant congestion 

SAFETY 
SHI between Otak1 and llO(lh of Levin has experienced a high number 
of accidents resu ng In deaths and serious Injuries.. SH57 from Its 
lnlersecllon with SH! through to Heatherk!a East Road also has a poor 
safety record. SO deaths and serbus ln)UrleS have occurred on these 
h ghways over the past five y,,ars. The diagram below shows the number 
aOO locatton of accidents resulting In deaths and senous Injuries over the 
p<!rlod 2011-2016. 

New Ze;,land Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Projed 5 

INVESTIGATION PROCESS 

I OPTION ASSESSMENT 

MAPPING CONSTRAINTS AND DEVELOPING OPTIONS 
The features identified by the community during the June 2017 engagement were used to update our 
constraints map. This information combined with technical information provided by environmental, 
engineering, planning, property and transport specialists, was used to help identify potential corridor options. 
The map below shows some of the constraints. The darker the colour, the more constraints in that location. 

A sel<ac!lon of maps showing all features and constraints. locludlng geotechn!Cal, land and soils 
class 111formalkm and landscape character 1nformalloo, such as whether tt IS a natural or bull 
envlroMll!!l~ 1savallableon the project website www.nztl.govu,z/02NL 

~- TRANSPORT 
11;7 ~!.tP 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 6 

Tho projOCI loam hold two day-lOng wodshops In August 2017 wrth tho PrOjOCI Reforonco Group to analyse possible corridor opllo"'
Envlroomontal, onglnoortng, planning, property and transport spoclallsts provldod Information on tho offocts of oach. Ovo, 50 pooplo attondod 
each workshop. At workshop 1, tho participants ldonllflod 10 add!~onal corridor opllOns and dtscussod tho assossmont cnterla. At workshop 2, 
tho participants scOfod an of tho 23 options aga nst tho following 12 allerla. 

CRITERIA 

.!h .JS 

----
-} -
e:::=. Nl., NA, R N9 = Yka'T'Uft1p6ahlittiY1lu. 
~ 11C1k,~l1ru 

~ ·-
= = = 
~ 

l~=Ss~~ 
1==~===~1~ 

S\.Sl.1l, 55 and SS hliht, lbly II) 

1hct1~;uof~51.v,nlht;,i,-

1~=~~~1 

;\ __-l TRANSPORT 
\\7 ~ !.tP 
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um 0 Iii 

THE MULTI 
CRITERIA PROCESS 
MuItI C•Itena AnalyslS (MCA) 
IS a method usod during projects 
to compare the potential effects 
01 different aptlons against a range 
ot criteria.. 

The cr1t~1a choser1 reflect the 
Issues tnat need to be considered 
and take nto account such as 
speclftc local features, hQfltag~ 
cu wral arid ocolog cal va ues. 

MCA prov dos a systemabc 
framewo,k for work"1g through 
the merits and d sadvantagos o• 
each option and involves scoring 
the optlor.s aga1t1st :he cnterla. 
The MCA scor ng system kier:trties 
how lavourably an optkln performs 
against each cnterlOrt The crrtena 
are wOlgt,tod to r,,lloct :ho n!la!lvo 
Importance of each cnto,1011 In a 
particu ar situation 

New Zealand Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 7 

The Multi Criteria Analysis process concluded that a number of options should be discarded. The scoring 
demonst rated that some opt ions wou ld potentially have significant environmental effects which could not be 
appropriately mitigated. 

The remaining options are shown below. 

+ 
H 

:\ __ TRANSPORT 
\\7 ~ ENCY 
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NEXT STEPS 
• Traffic modelling. 

Assessing constructability 
to provide a much better 
understanding of the 
potential construction cost. 

The resu lts of these 
investigations are provided on 
the next board. 

We also discussed the opt ions 
again with tangata whenua. 

NelY Zealand Government 
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TRAFFIC 
MODELLING 
Following tho Multi C111orla Analysis (MCA) 
assosslTlOflt we looked at what olfocts tho 
rnmatnln:g options wouJd haw on traffic. 

Tho diagrams opposite show Ira lc flows on 
tho mar, roads If a western option IS bull!, or 
~ an eastern option IS buUt. or If no new road 
Is built (extsllng road network). 

The lrafflC flows shown depict trips that 
ong1nai. from sooth of the pro)Oet area 
(Ota I and furthet south) and are headr,g 
north. 

The thicker the lines on tho diagrams, the 
roore tra IC that would use the route. 

The lrafflC modelling shows that 

Eastern options closest to Lovin woold 
be wel used by trawllers to Levin, 
Shannon and Foxton. They would prOYlde 
good safety, Joorney limo rol1ab1llty and 
accesSlblllty Improvements for most 
travellers. 

Far eastern options (that use 8) are 
unllkl!Jy to be used by trawllers to Levin. 

Western options are unlikely to be used 
by roost people tlllV<!lllng to Levin, or 
throogh to Shanoon. 

On tho basrs that western options (51-Nl 
and 58-N6) and far eastern (NS) opt10ns 
would not be used by large numbers of 
travellers, and that tho ma)Ortly of trawllers 
would Instead use the current state highway 
network, the western and far eastern optlons 
h3"" been discarded. 

ThlS trafflC model Ing work was undertaken 
uSlng a computer prograrrrne that simulates 
tho current road network (all roads. 01ciud1ng 
Intersections. lights. pedestrian and rail 
crosSlngs. roundabouts, speeds etc). This 
programme ls also able to took a what might 
happen In the future. allowing for growth In 
populat10n and Jobs both In tho region and 
across tho coontry Tho Horowhenua Dts!rlct 
Council has advised tho Transport Agency on 
where future hoUSlng and cornmercJal areas 
m1gh1 be bu It over the next 20 years. 

\_ TRANSPORT 
~ ~ w,cv 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 8 

CONSTRUCTABI LITY 
We Invost1gatod the constructabll y of the remaInr,g options· 56, 57, N4, NS and N9 to Improve 
oor understanding of how much It might cost to build each opt10n. This Involwd SIio vISlls and 
colloctlng property, hydraullC and gootochnlcal Information. This data showed that all options 
ImIolvlng 57 woold be approximately S300m more expensiv,, than options Involving 56, as It 
includes several largo bridges and requires more earthworks. 

There:fore. we considered a variation of S7 that aVOlds part of Manakau and some drfhcult terrain, 
but Js 2km longer. This varlatlOI\ known as 57A. IS estimated to cost approximately $18OM more 
than 56. 

New ea land Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

' 
' Otalri to north oflevin Project 9 

SHORTLISTED OPTIO 15 
The short listed opt ions propose a four-lane state highway separated by a median barrier and include 
a bypass north of Levin. The options all begin at Taylors Road north of Otaki, linking in with the Kapiti 
Expressway, and end just north of Levin. 

All opUons would allow the construcl!on of four-lane sectlOns of the 
state highway north of L..,r, In the future tt needed. 
Each opllon Is represented by a broad 300 metre wide 
corr1dor hin whieh a proposed expressway will be able to be 
constructed. The final design width of the road Is likely lo be 
between 60 and 100 me res and may be placed anywhere within 
thQ 300 metre wide corndor. This Includes room for stormwater 
runoff treatment, embankments and planllng. Additional width 
will likely to be needed at Interchanges and where new lac.al road 
connections nood to bE! proV1ded. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 75 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Projed lO 

The short list is made up of three possible corridor options. All three options connect with the Kapiti 
Expressway (Mackays to Peka Peka and Peka Peka to north of Otaki) and link to the three possible northern 
corridor options. The key features below list some of the advantages and disadvantages that have been 
identified so far. We are seeking the community's views on these. 

SOUTlRNOPJlON 5' 

TICHNlCAUY BEST PERFORMING OPTION 

tt 4-
111)!1: ...:;;s:- >s= f!! 

IO 
> 
E 
~ .. 

+ -IO 
> 
~ 
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z 
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SOI.JllDN OrnDN S7 SOUTllEIII OPTION S7A 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 11 

The shortlist is made up of three possible corridor options. All three options link to the three possible 
southern corridor options and to a northern bypass of Levin located between SH57 and SHl.The key features 
below list some of the advantages and disadvantages that have been identified so far. We are seeking the 
community's views on these. 

"' ~ 
E 
lS .. 

+ -
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- ·--
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Otaki to north of Levin Project 12 

Boards 10 and 11 discuss northern and southern corridor options. By combining options from the northern 
and southern sections, complete corridor options, beginning at Taylors Road north of Otaki and ending just 
north of Levin, are formed. The transport benefits and the costs of nine complete corridors (comprised of 
different combinat ions of southern and northern sections) are provided in the table below. 

',: • .... 
S6 - N4 24.1km 

S6 - NS 24.4km 

S6 - N9 24.2km 

S7- N4 25.2Jcm 

S7-NS 25.5km 

S7- N9 25.3km 

S7A - N4 26.1km 

S7A - NS 26.4km 

S7A - N9 26.2km 

~ 

~- TRANSPORT 
I ~ ~W,CY 
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6½ mInutes 

6m1nutes 

S½ mlnutes 

114 minutes S¾ mrnutes 

50 seconds 5\4 minutes 

15 seconds Smlnutes 

Esllmalad niducllon ~ daotm 
and scarlaus lnJurlQs civay s,...,. 

28-30 

26-28 

24 

- . 

' 

$690m-S800m 

$920m - $1.06bn 

$830m-$960m 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

INTERCHANGES 
Interchanges will be requi red as part of the O2NL project. They will provide 
access onto and off the new state highway. The number, location and form 
of the interchanges will depend on the preferred corridor option. 
Interchanges will be neoood at the locations shown In the ftgure below. These will provide accc,ss to: 

Levin from the north (locatod near to the intersection of SHl with 
Hoa he<lea East Road). 

LeY!n from the south (localed around Taransa Road 0< lmbeftey Road). 

The north of l..eV1r1 from SH57, wh8'e the new expn,ssway connects wrth the existing state highway. 

We are also considering an Interchange to the north 0< to the south of Manakau. 

Please note: we are collecllng Info<ma Ion now to lnfa<m the next phase of Investtgallons. No cleclSIOll on 
Interchange tocaUoos wII be made as part o this (February-March 2018) community engagement process. 

EXAMPLES OF POTENTIAL INTERCHANGE TYPES 

;\ __-l TRANSPORT 
\\7 ~!.tP 
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Otaki to north of Levin Project 13 

LOCAL ROAD ACCESS 
Al of the proposod comdor options 
cross a number of local roads and 
properties. local road access to all 
properties would be malrtlalnod 
as part of the construction of any 
of the options. and all local roads 
would be reconnected to tho existing 
network. This level of design would be 
undertaken after a preferred corridor 
optlon has b~n selocted. 

WALKING AND CYCLING 
W. have had good support and 
feedback from the local community 
on the proV1s1on of new and enhanced 
walking and eyei ng facIlrt1es. Research 
that students from waIohopu College 
undertook also supports the provIs10n 
of these fac111t1es. 

Dunng the next stages of rwesUgatlon 
we w1I consider opportunities for these 
faclrtles including 

provldrng facllrtles on the current 
road (now Sill) to take advantage 
of the Significant rrouct1on In traffic 
that wlll occur should a r.ew state 
highway be constructed 

providing new facllrtles parallel to 
and as part of the new state highway 

WAIOPEHU COLLEGE 
RESEARCH INFO 
In late 2017. the Walopehu Col~ge Year 
13 Geography class Investigated the 
potential form of cycllng lnfrastrucb..irl! 
that could be pft7Vlded as part of the 
protect. The students colected data 
from the community by undertak.tng 
a SUfVl!Y They provldod the 02NL 
protect team wrth ther assessment 
and recommendations. Coples of the 
students' research can be found on 
the profecl websrte (www.nZU.-'l. 
n,/pn>Jocb/lrl!hlgtan-north.,,.. 
corrldor/--to-north-ol-t...ln/ 
tacmlaf-n!po,ts) 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

INTERIM SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS 
TO SHl AND SH57 

Otaki to north of Levin Projed 14 

We are currently investigating further interim safety improvements to the sections of SHl and SH57 that run 
through the 02NL project area. These invest igations will consider small scale improvements to the current 
roads to provide immediate safety benefits ahead of construction of 02NL. The types of improvements that 
might be undertaken to SHl are shown on the diagram below. More information about the improvements wil l 
be made available later this year. 

SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS TO 
SHl NORTH OF LEVIN 
We need to address the poof sa ety reco,d for 
th15 section of the SHI between Levin and the 
Manawatu Rrver. 

The current proposed safety lmprowments for 
thl5 section of SH1 Include rea lignment of SHI 
at Wattaren, Curves and pr0¥1Sk>n of north 
bound passing lanes to the nOflh and south of 
he Waltarerl! Curves 

W2 have committed to d scusslng and co· 
doslgnlng these proposals with the local 
community and l'NI and we wlll commence this 
work once a pmferrecl corridor option has been 
selected. 

SH57 SAFE ROADS 
ALLIANCE 
The Safe Roads Alllaoce WIii be Investigating 
what ln1)rovements can be undortaken 
o the southern section of SH57 between 

Heat Iler lea [ ast Road and SHI. Detalls of these 
Investigations wlll be available later. 

The Safe Roads AJl1aoo, 1s currently 
underta ng safety improvements to SH57 
between Heatherlea [ast Road and Shannon 
These will loclude safety barriers. rumble 
strips, wider centre bnes and wider shoulde~ 
Details are available on the project web site: 
www.nzta.govt.nz/projocu/Sh57•sl11•to
shilftnon 

"\_i TRANSPORT 
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HISTORY AND 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
RISK 

Otald to north of Levin Project 

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF THE HOROWHENUA-KAPITI 
Maori have occupied the Horowhenua-Kapiti coast for more than 700 years. 

Before the 1880s, maori settlements were concentrated in the coastal dune belt and adjacent to the major 
rivers, lakes and wetlands. Within the forest, sites of maori occupation were generally located in small 
clearings or along the margins of the streams and tracks that crossed the forest. The rivers and coast also 
provided the main routes for the movement of goods and people. Maori living in the area benefited from a 
diverse and rich range of plant and animal ( fish and bird) resources. 

The first European settlers were whalers and traders who arrived in the middle decades of the 19th century 
and lived in or nearby the maori settlements. 

The forested land to the east was not heavi ly settled until after the completion of the Wellington-Manawatu 
Rai lway in 1886. Prior to this, the forest was still being used primarily for resource gathering, including bird 
snaring, collecting forest fruits and obtaining timber. Tracks out of the area also passed through the forest. 

In the 1880s, settlements shifted in land nearer to the ra ilway line as it was the primary transportation, 
trade and communication route. During th is time there was considerable forest clearance with new settlers 
occupying land made available by the government at Otaki, Manakau, Ohau, Levin, and Shannon. 

'\_ TRANSPORT 
, 1,7 ~!..t'P 
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Otalki to north of Levin Project 15 

Fol lowing this consultat ion we'll use your feedback, along with our techn ica l assessments and 
fieldwork, to identify a preferred cor ridor for the Otaki to north of Lev in project. 

Once feedback is received and considered, advice on a prefe rred opt ion will be presented to the 
NZ Transport Agency Board in mid-2018. The next steps for the project will take into account 
changes to the Government's transport system prioriti es which w ill be out lined in the new 
Government Policy Statement. 

We appreciate the importance of this project to the community and the impact it has on 
the w ide range of stakeholders. We'll keep the community updated as we progress through 
the decision-making process. 

PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT 

,,TRANSPORT 
e,.s;~cv 
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BUSINESS CASE PHASES 

Strategic case 

Long li st t o short list 

Engagement 

i!il"IUl►1if 
Short 11st of corridor op Hons 

Engagement 

N Z Transport Agency Board decision 
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• drop kllo our pop-up shop: 
1830daod-..i... 

• complete our printed 
,-i,1orm 

• haw yow say onltne: ---..,.i.,,zJO-
• email us: 
021L~ 

• wrtte to us: 
Otakl to_,, of Levin 
PnljoctTum 
PO Box 5084, Thomdon. 
Welllnaton 6145 

• phoneus: ---
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B.2 Newsletters 

9~ZTRANSPORT I. 
AGENCY /J _,_..,_•.1.,. J 

Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

Otaki to north of Levin update - January 2018 
31 January 2018 

On Monday 5 February the New Zea land Transport Agency will be presenting the shortlist 
of corridor options for the Otaki to north of Levin project. 

A newsletter will be sent to 14,000 households in the area which will include the shortlisted 
options and information on how we developed these options. This information will also be 
available on our website, at our Levin pop-up shop and at commun ity information sessions 
being held around the region. 

The shortlist of options has been developed following our last round of engagement with 
the commun ity in June 2017 when we sought the various perspectives of people who live, 
work and travel in the area. Th is commun ity engagement has helped shape the project and 
the development of a long list of corridor options for further assessment. 

Information wil l also be available online from Monday 5 February at 
www .nzta.govt.nz/ otaki-levi n-project. 

We'll be advertising the opening days and hours of our pop-up shop, and the dates and 
venues of our information sessions prior to each event. 

From 7 February until 9 March, our shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin will be open every 
Tuesday, Wednesday and Frid ay from 10am-4pm, and Thursday from 12pm-6pm. Feel 
free to drop in t o speak t o a member of the project team. No appointment is requ ired. 
We're also holding eight commun ity information sessions during February and March. You 
can find a list of the information sessions at the bottom of this update. 

We've recently written to all potentially affected landowners offering to meet them in
person. This is t o ensure that they have an opportunity to discuss with us, in person, how 
the shortlisted options may affect the ir property. 

From 7 February we look forward to discussing the shortlisted options w ith the wider 
community at either our pop-up shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin, or at one of our 
community informat ion sessions. 

Community information sessions 

Please drop in and see us at any of our information sessions! 

Manakau information session 

Date: Saturday 10 February 
Time: 10am-2pm 
Location: Ma nakau Community Hal l, 12 Mokena Kohere Street, Manakau 
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Koputaroa information session 

Date: Wednesday 14 February 
Time: 2pm-4pm 
Location: Koputaroa Community Hall, 399 Koputaroa Road, Koputaroa 

Levin information session 

Date: Saturday 17 February 
Time: 10am-2pm 
Location: O2NL project pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin 

Ohau information session 

Date: Thu rsday 22 February 
Time: 3pm-7pm 
Location: Ohau Public Hal l, Muhunoa Road West, Ohau 

Family Fun Day information session 

Date: Saturday 24 February 
Time: 10am-4pm 
Location: Levin Adventure Pa rk, 93 Oxford Street, Levin 

Levin information session 

Date: Thu rsday 1 March 
Time: 4pm-6pm 
Location: Wa iopehu College, 74 Bartholomew Road, Levi n 

Poroutawhao information session 

Date: Wednesday 7 March 
Time: 2pm-4pm 
Location: Poroutawhao Community Hall, 800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao 

Levin information session 

Date: Fr iday 9 March 
Time: 4pm-8pm 
Location: O2NL project pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin 

More information 

For more info rmation on the Otaki to north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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~~
ZTRANSPORT 

AGENCY 
_ ... , .. . ... J 

Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

View larger image [PDF, 3.9MB] 

Aerial view map now available 
12 February 2018 

An aerial map showing the Otaki to north of Levin project overlaid with shortl isted 
corridor options is now available for you to view on our project website: 
www.nzta.govt.nz/o2n l/ maps 

We will be updating the aerial map periodically as more updated information becomes 
available. 

More information 

For more info rmation on the Otaki to north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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~~
ZTRANSPORTJ 

AGENCY _,._...,:•.u~ 
Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

Additional technical reports available online 
16 February 2018 

Addit iona l techn ica l reports are now available on the Otaki t o north of Levin project 
website : 

• Project update on short list for consultation - February 2018 
• 02NL Community Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) Report - September 2017 
• 02NL SHI interim safety improvements - August 2017 
• Constraints maps - August 2017 

View all 02NL technical reports here 

More information 

For more information on the Otaki to north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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~~
ZTRANSPOR.T 

AGENCY 
-•••..:•.u~ I 

Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

Additional technical reports available online 
1 March 2018 

Additional techn ical reports are now available on the Otaki to north of Levin project 
website: 

Taylors to Levin Northern Connection - Report on identification and assessment 
of options - November 2016 

• Appendices A-C 
• Appendix D 
• Appendices E-H 
• Appendices 1-M 

Taylors Road to Ohau River Four Laning - Further Options Report - September 
2015 

Taylors to Ohau River Four Laning - Preliminary Options Report and Addendum -
Apri l 2015 

View all O2NL technical reports here 

More information 

For more info rmation on the Otaki to north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2n l@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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~~
ZTRANSPOR.Tj 

AGENCY 
....,~_.. o,.; ""-•• 

Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

Background reports 
9 March 2018 

Two background reports are now available on the 6taki to north of Levin project websi te : 

Preliminary assessment of the economic effects of the O2NL project (construction 
activity and Levin retail centre effects) - August 2017 

This report provides a prel iminary assessment of the economic effects of the O2NL project 
du ring construction and, when the road is open, on Levin t own centre. The assessment of 
effects on the t own centre does not account for predicted population growth or any town 
centre development o r changes. 

2017 Engagement - summary of key points 

This report summarises materia l gathered during the June 2017 enagement and provides 
technica l special ists' commentary. 

View all O2NL technical reports here 

More information 

For more info rmation on the 6taki t o north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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~~
ZTRANSPORTj 

AGENCY _, .... ,: .... , .. Otaki to north of Levin 

Project update 

Submissions now close at 5pm on Friday 23 March 
2018 

16 March 2018 

We have extended our feedback period on t he 6taki to north of Levin proj ect t o 5pm Friday 
23 March 2018. 

Click on the button below to provi de your feedback . You can also email your feedback to 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Submit your feedback 

More information 

For more information on the 6taki to north of Levin project, contact us at 
o2nl@nzta.govt.nz 

Visit our website www.nzta.govt.nz/o2nl 
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B.3 Landowner letters 

l\.7?TRANSPORT 
AG ENCY 
W AJ(. A.ICOlAI I I 

19 January 201 8 

Dear Si r/ Madam 

State Highway 1 Otaki to north of Levin (02NL) project 

Level 5, The Majestic Ce r'lltre 
100 Willi s Street 

PO Box 5084, L.a mbton Q1.1ay 
Wellington 01 45 

New Zealand 
T 64 4 894 5200 
F 64 4 89 4 3305 

www.nzta.govt.n z 

The purpose of t his lette r is to provide you wit h advance notice that your property may be affected 

by the Otaki t o north of Levin (0 2NL) proj ect . We are about t o begin the next round of engagement 

w ith t he wider public on corridor opt ions. Before this commences, we would li ke the opportunity to 

discuss w it h you how this project may affect you and your property. 

During our last round of engagement w it h the local community in June last yea r, we explained t hat 

the project scope had been reconsidered due t o t he higher t han ant icipated growth in the 

Horowhenua area and recognit ion of the need for longer term planning fo r t he route from Taylors 

Road, Otaki, t o t he north of Levin. We also confirmed that no decision had been made on t he 

recommended corridor fo r t he project and that we were going to undertake further technica l wo rk 

to identify and assess potent ial opt ions. 

Backgrou nd and process 

We have sought the community's perspectives in order to better understand the fu II range of values, 

int erests and issues associat ed with t he 0 2NL project . Th e project has received excellent inte rest 

fro m the community, wit h more t han 1500 peop le attending our comm unity event s, talking t o our 

project t eam, and engaging w it h us through our online channels. We've also met regularly wit h 

representat ives of t he community and key interest grou !}s such as the Automob ile Associat ion, 

Federated Fa rmers, Horizons Reg ional Council and the Horowhenua District Council. We greatly 

appreciate all the comments we've received and the t ime that has been taken by the community to 

hell} us to bett er understand t he va rious perspective.s of those t hat live, work and t ravel in the area . 

This valuable informat ion alongside our technica l informat ion was used t o develop a long list of 23 

co rridor opt ions. More recent ly, toget her with iwi, st akeholders and members of the community, we 

sh ortlist ed possible corridor O!)t ions. In February, we will seek community feedback on the 

shortlist ed opt ions to info rm our recommendation to t he NZ Transport Agency Board. We anti cipate 

confirming a preferred corridor in mid-2018. 

Potent ially affected properties 

We have ident if ied t hat your property sits wit hin at least one of the short li st ed 300 met re w ide 

co rridor opt ions. Once we have selected a preferred option and completed detailed design, we wil l 

be able to confi rm whether your property is affected. 
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Before we share t he shortlist of opt ions w it h the wider community in February, we would like t o 

meet wit h you t o discuss how the options may affect your property and to answer any quest ions you 

may have. 

We w ould be happy to meet wit h you at your property, or at our 0 2NL project drop-in shop at 183 

Oxford street, Levin. Please contact the project t eam, either by email: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz or 

t elephone: 0508 625 4636 to set up a meet ing on a day and t ime that suits you. If you email us, 

please include your telephone number. You are welcome to brin g along other people to the meet ing 

to support you or we are happy to meet in small groups if you would prefer this. 

It is important t o us that people whose properties may be affected by the project have appropriate 

support, inform ation about t he property purchase process and know who to contact should they 

have any quest ions about the project. If at any t ime, you fee l that you or someone you know may 

req uire an independent counsell ing service, please advise us and we w ill do our best to assist you or 

them w it h appropriate support or an advisory serv ice. 

We have included a property info rmat ion sheet which provides some informat ion regarding property 

purchase processes in case your property is eventually directly affected. 

Please cont act my t eam if you have any quest ions at 02NL@nzta.govt.nz or 0508 625 4636. 

Yours sincerely 

Lonnie Dalzell 

Otaki to north of Lev in Project Manager 
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B.4 Media release 

Public feedback sought on 02NL preferred route shortlist 

5 Feb 2018 

The NZ Transport Agency has released the shortlisted corridor options for the Otaki to north of 
Levin (02NL) Project and is inviting public feedback to help refine them to a single preferred route. 

NZTA's Director of Regional Relationships Emma Speight says the shortlist has been developed 
following the first round of public engagement and takes into account the submissions of people 
who live, work and travel in the area. 

"This input has been hugely valuable and helped shape the project. We started with 23 options and 
with the help of feedback have refined this down to nine," Ms Speight says. 

"We are now asking for further input from the community so that we end up with a single preferred 
route which best serves the community and balances that against the needs of road users." 

02NL shortlisted options 

- louill10ld\ 
- Ital ... 

~~eo0ull £xOlt'S.i""~ 

IIIJiwttoot..,.,.. 

- 2'-""MCt'"" 
St~l()rpt,cindfve~! 
to ocn.w: once w,dts- Jll:~< 
~lud-n.,. C'Ofl'lpltted 

The shortltsted options propose 
a lour-lane slate highway 
separated by a median bamer. 
The options all begin at Tayb s 
Road north of Otaki, fin ing in 
w,th the Kap,11 Expressway, and 
end just n0< th of Levin 

a:m 

]

ny northern apl,on can 
onnect to any southern 

option Thus tho alignment 
of conn. ections between 
northern and southern 
options as shown here is 
,ndicat.ve only 

Download the Otaki to North Levin shortlisted options [PDF, 448 KB] 
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The shortlisted options all begin at Taylors Road north of Otaki, linking in with the Kapiti 
Expressway, and end just north of Levin. 

Each corridor between Otaki and north of Levin is made up of a southern option and a northern 
option. There are three southern options (S6, S7, S7A) and three northern options (N4, NS, N9), 
which form nine potential corridors. 

"All the options west of Otaki were ruled out during the consultation process because of the 
significant environmental and cultural implications. They also would have increased travel times for 
commuters traveling to Levin or Palmerston North," Ms Speight says. 

Anyone interested in submitting feedback on the shortlisted options will be able and to view them 
and comment in a variety of ways: 

Visit our project website at www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL(external link) 
Email us at 02NL@nzta.govt.nz 
Filling out a feedback form when visiting our pop-up shops from 7th February 
Visit one of the community information sessions starting 10th February. 

Once feedback is received and considered, advice on a preferred option will be presented to the 
NZTA Board in mid-2018. The next steps for the project will take into account changes to the 
Government's transport system priorities which will be outlined in the new Government Policy 
Statement. 
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Community information sessions 

Location 

Manakau information session 

Manakau Community Hall 

12 Mokena Koh ere Street 

Manakau 

Koputaroa information session 

Koputaroa Community Hall 

399 Koputaroa Road 

Koputaroa 

Levin information session 

O2NL project pop-up shop 

183 Oxford Street 

Levin 

Chau information session 

Ohau Public Hall 

Muhunoa Road West 

Ohau 

Family Fun Day information session 

Levin Adventure Park 

93 Oxford Street 

Levin 

Levin information session 

Waiopehu College 

74 Bartholomew Road 

Levin 

Poroutawhao information session 

Poroutawhao Community Hall 

800 State Highway 1 

Poroutawhao 

Levin information session 

O2NL project pop-up shop 

183 Oxford Street 

Levin 

Pop-up shop 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Date Time 

Saturday 10 February 10am-2pm 

Wednesday 14 February 2pm-4pm 

Saturday 17 February 10am-2pm 

Thursday 22 February 3pm-7pm 

Saturday 24 February 10am-4pm 

Thursday 1 March 4pm-6pm 

Wednesday 7 March 2pm-4pm 

Friday9 March 4pm-8pm 

Between 7 February and 9 March, the O2NL project pop-up shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin will be 
open to the public every Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday from 10am-4pm, and Thursday from 
12pm-6pm. 

More information 

For more information on the project, go to www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL(external link) 
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B.5 Advertisements 

Have your say! 
Starting 7 February, have your say on the shortlist of options to help select a corridor for the Otaki to north of Levin project 

We would like to meet you and hear your views on the shortlisted options. Please come along to one of our community 
information sessions or stop by our Levin Pop-up shop. 

We will use your feedback to help us select a corridor option between Otaki and north of Levin. 

Community information sessions 
We are holding eight community information sessions during February and March. Please drop in and see us! 

MANAKAU 
SATURDAY 10 FEBRUARY, 10AM·2PM 
Manakau Community Hall, 
12 Mokena Kohere Street, Manakau 

KOPUTAROA 
WEDNESDAY 14 FEBRUARY, 2PM·4PM 
Koputaroa Community Hall, 
399 Koputaroa Road, Koputaroa 

LEVIN 
SATURDAY 17 FEBRUARY, 10AM·2PM 
02NL Project Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street_ Levin 

OHAU 
THURSDAY 22 FEBRUARY, 3PM-7PM 
Ohau Public Hall, M uhunoa Road West, Ohau 

02NL Project Pop-up shop 

FAMILY FUN DAY 
SATURDAY 24 FEBRUARY, 10AM·4PM 
Levin Adventure Park, 93 Oxford Street, Levin 

LEVIN 
THURSDAY 1 MARCH, 4PM·6PM 
Waiopehu Col lege, 74 Bartholomew Road, Levin 

POROUTAWHAO 
WEDNESDAY 7 MARCH, 2PM·4PM 
Poroutawhao Communrty Hall, 
800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao 

LEVIN 
FRIDAY 9 MARCH, 4PM-8PM 
02NL Project Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin 

Starting 7 February until 9 March, our shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin, will be open every Tuesday, Wednesday and 
Friday from 10am•4pm, and Thursday from 12pm·6pm. Feel free to drop in to speak to a member of the project team. 
No appointment is required. 

You can also: 

have your say online: www.nzta.govt.nz/02Nl 

email us: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz 

write to us: Otaki to north of Levin Proiect Team, PO Box S084, Thorndon, Wellington 6145 

phone us: 0508 625 4636 

Please provide your feedback by Friday 16 March 2018 

For more information visit www.nzta.govt.nz/02Nl 

NZ TRANSPORT 
AGENCY 
WAKA KOTAHI 
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Now is the time for you to have your say on the shortlist of opt ions to help select a 
corridor for the Otaki to north of Levin project. 

We would like to meet you and hear your views on the short listed options. 
Please come along to one of our community information sessions or stop by ou r 

Levin Pop-up shop. 

We wil l use your feedback to help us select a corridor option between Otaki and 
north of Levin. 

Community information sessions 
We are holding eight community information sessions during February and March. Please drop in and see us! 

MANAKAU 
SATURDAY 10 FEBRUARY, 10AM-2PM 
M anakau Communit y Hall, 

12 Mokena Kohere Street. Manakau 

KOPUTAROA 
WEDNESDAY 14 FEBRUARY, 2PM-4PM 
Koputaroa Community Hall, 
399 Koputaroa Road, Koputaroa 

LEVIN 
SATURDAY 17 FEBRUARY, 10AM-2PM 
02NL Project Pop-up shop, 
183 Oxford Street, Levin 

OHAU 
THURSDAY 22 FEBRUARY, 3PM-7PM 
Ohau Public Hall, Muhunoa Road West, 
Ohau 

NZ TRANSPORT 

!\E~tP 

FAMILY FUN DAY 
SATURDAY 24 FEBRUARY, 10AM-4PM 
Levin Adventure Park, 

93 Oxford Street. Levin 

LEVIN 
THURSDAY 1 MARCH, 4PM-6PM 
Waiopehu Col lege, 

74 Bartholomew Road, Levin 

POROUTAWHAO 
WEDNESDAY 7 MARCH, 2PM-4PM 
Poroutawhao Community Hall, 
800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao 

LEVIN 
FRIDAY 9 MARCH, 4PM-8PM 
02NL Project Pop-up shop, 
183 Oxford Street. Levin 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

02NL Project Pop-up shop 
Start ing 7 February untll 9 March, our shop at 783 
Oxford Street, Levin, will be open every Tuesday, 
Wednesday and Friday from 10am-4pm, and Thursday 
from 12pm-6pm. Feel free to drop in to speak to 
a member of the project team. No appointment is 
required. 

You can also: 

have your say onl ine: www.nzta.govt.nz/ 02N L 

email us: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz 

write to us: Otaki to north of Levin Project Team, 
PO Box 5084, Thorndon, Well ington 6145 

phone us: 0508 625 4636 

Please provide your feedback by Friday 16 March 2018 

For more info rmation visit www.nzta.govt.nz/ 02NL 

~ Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Have your say! 
Now is t he time for you to have your say on t he short list of opt ions to help 
select a corridor for the Otaki to north of Levin project. 

We would like to meet you and hear your views on t he short listed opt ions. 
Please come along to one of our community info rmation sessions or stop by 
our Levin Pop-up shop. 

We wi ll use your feedback to help us select a corridor option between Otaki 
and north of Levin. 

Community information sessions 
Please drop in and see us at one of our commu nity informat ion sessions. 

OHAU 
THURSDAY22FEBRUAR~ 
3PM-7PM 
Ohau Public Hall, 
M uhunoa Road West, Ohau 

FAMILY FUN DAY 
SATURDAY24FEBRUAR~ 
10AM-4PM 
Levin Adventu re Park, 
93 Oxford Street, Levin 

LEVIN 
THURSDAY 1 MARCH, 4PM-6PM 
Waiopehu College, 
74 Bartholomew Road, Levin 

POROUTAWHAO 
WEDNESDAY 7 MARCH, 
2PM-4PM 
Poroutawhao Community Hall, 
800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao 

LEVIN 
FRIDAY 9 MARCH, 4PM-8PM 
O2N L Project Pop-up shop, 
183 Oxford Street, Levin 

NZ TRANSPORT 
AGENCY 
•'1J«AIIO'"" l4 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

02NL Project 
Pop-up shop 
Start ing 7 February until 9 March, 
ou r shop at 183 Oxford St reet, 
Levin, will be open every Tuesday, 
Wednesday and Friday from 
10am-4pm, and Thursday from 
12pm-6pm. Feel free to drop in to 
speak to a member of the project 
team. No appointment is required. 

You can also: 

have your say online: 
www.nzta.govt. nz/ 02 NL 

email us: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz 

write to us: Otaki to north 
of Levin Project Team, 
PO Box 5084, Thorndon, 
We llington 6145 

Please provide your feedback by 
Friday 16 March 2018 

For more informat ion visit 
www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL 

New Zealand Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Have your say! 
Now is t he time for you to have your say on t he short list of opt ions to help 
select a corridor fo r the Otaki to north of Levin project. 

We would like to meet you and hear your views on the shortl isted opt ions. 
Please come along to one of our community informa tion sessions or stop by 
our Levin Pop-up shop. 

We wi ll use your feedback to help us select a corridor option between Otaki 
and north of Levin. 

Community information sessions 
Please drop in and see us at one of our commu ni ty information sessions. 

LEVIN 
THURSDAY 1 MARCH, 4PM-6PM 
Waiopehu College, 74 Bart holomew Road, Levin 

POROUTAWHAO 
WEDNESDAY 7 MARCH, 2PM-4PM 
Porou tawhao Community Hall, 800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao 

LEVIN 
FRIDAY 9 MARCH, 4PM-8PM 
O2N L Project Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin 

02NL Project Pop-up shop 
From 7 February until 9 March, our shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin, 
w ill be open every Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday from 10am-4pm, 
and Thursday from 12pm-6pm. Feel free to drop in to speak to a 
member of the project team. No appointment is required. 

You can also: 

• have your say online: www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL 

• email us: 02N L@nzta.govt. nz 

• wri te to us: Otaki to north of Levin Project Team, 
PO Box 5084, Thorndon, Wellington 6145 

Please provide your feedback by Friday 16 March 2018 

For more information vis it www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL 

NZ TRANSPORT 
AGENCY 
WIO;(A l(()T.-.14 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

New Zealand Government 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

FREE Family Fun Day 
Saturday 24 February, 10am-4pm, 
Levin Adventure Park 

We'd like to meet you and hear your views. 

We'll be there ra in or sh ine wi th free children 's 
entertainment and a sausage sizzle. 

Have your say on the shortlist of opt ions to 
help select a corridor for the 6 taki to north of 
Levin project. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION VISIT www.nzta.govt.nz/02NL 

N TRANSPORT 
AGENCY 
'N"-'Acor.A"4 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

New Zealand Government 
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B.6 Shortlisted options 

Shortlisted options 

1' 
N 
LEGEND 

- Existing State Highway 

- local roads 

Railway 

Pelca Peka to Otald &:pressway 

Route options 

} ·~-
- 2 1anesection 

% /)" Stage 2 Option deYelopment 

w, :u~~:~:::i:~1ategic 
NOTt: DlqJ.n, Is lndleatlve ont, .r,d not to scale 

The shortlisted options propose 
a four-lane state highway 
separated by a median barrier. 
The options all begin at Taylors 
Road north of 6taki, linking in 
with the Kapiti Expressway, and 
end just north of Levin. 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

I 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

Any northern option can 
connect to any southern 
option. Thus the alignment 
of connections between 
northern and southern 
options as shown here is 
indicative only. 

New Zealand Government 
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Shortlisted options 
The shortlisted options propose a four-lane state 
highway separated by a median barrier. The options all 
begin at Taylors Road north of Otaki, linking in with the 
Kapiti Expressway, and end just north of Levin. 

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

NZ TRANSPORT 
...._ .. ,_ AGENCY Otaki to north of Levin 

W/411.Al(OTAHI New Zealand Government 
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B.7 Feedback form 

NZ TRANSPORT 
AGENCY 
WAKAKOTAHI 

Feedback form 
February/March 2018 

Otaki to north of Levin 

We are asking people for their feedback on a shortlist of corridor opt ions for the Otaki to north of Levin (02NL) project. 

Please use pages 1 and 2 of this form to provide your views on the shortlisted corridor options, which are shown on pages 3 and 4. 

You can drop this form off to us at our pop-up shop at 183 Oxford Street, Levin, or any of our community information sessions; 
or re turn to us by email: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz 
or mail: Otaki to north of Levin Project Team PO Box 5084, Thorndon, Wellington 6145. 

Contact Details 
Full Name: . 

Are you giving feedback on behalf of a group or organisation? Yes D 
Email address: 

No 0 

Would you like to subscribe to receive updates on this project by email? Yes D 

Questions 

No0 

Each option shown on pages 3 and 4 of this feedback form includes a list of key features - posi t ive and negative. We'd like to know more about why 
you like or dislike an opt ion so we can understand what's important to you. Providing reasons wi th your feedback will help us to better understand 
the issues or benefits associated with a part icular opt ion. Please provide your comments in the tables that follow. If there's not enough space, please 
use addi t ional pages and include the question number with your response, or email us your feedback to 02N L@nzta.govt.nz. 

S6 S7 S7A 
1. What key feature s are most important to you? 4. What key features are most important to you? 7. What key features are most important to you? 

2. Are there any other key features we should be aware of 5. Are there any other key features we should be 'iNlare of 8. Are there any other key featu res we should be aware of 
that would potentially impact this option? that would potentially impact this option? that would potentially impact this option? 

3. Have you got any other comments relat ing to option S6? 6. Have you got any other comments relat ing to option 57? 9. Have you got any other comments relating to option 57A? 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 104 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

2 l NZ Transport Agency 

Questions 

N4 NS N9 
10. What key features are most important to you? 13. What key featu res are most important to you? 16. What key feat ures are most important to you? 

-- ----·-·- --·-·---·- ·- ·- _ ... -·--- --·-·- ·-
11. Are there any other key features we should be aware of 14. Are there any other key features we should be aware of 17. Are there any other key features we should be aware of 
that would potent ially impact this option? that would potentially impact th is option? that would potentially impact this option? 

, .. - - - - - ...• "' - - - '" 

- --- - - -- - -·----·-

-·- - - ·-· "-··" 

-- "·--
12. Have you got any other comments relating to option N4? 15. Have you got any other comments relating to option NS? 18. Have you got any other comments relating to option N9? 

·- - --

Interchanges 
Interchanges will be needed to provide access to: 

Levin from the north (located between Roslyn Road and Hea therlea 
East Road) 

Levin from the sou th (located around Tararua Road or Kimberley Road) 

The north of Levin from SH57, where the new expressway connects 
wi th the existing SH57 

We are also considering an in terchange to the north or to the south of 
Manakau. 

19. A decision on where interchanges will be provided will not be made 
until later. To help us please provide your thoughts or comments on where 
in terchanges are located. 

Other comments 
20. Is there anything else you'd like the Otaki to north of Levin Project team 
to know or consi der? 

Please provide your feedback by Friday 16 March 2018. 

Nga korero muna - Important privacy information: All personal information 
that you provide via this feedback form will be held and protected by the 
New Zealand Transport Agency in accordance wi th our privacy sta temen t 
(available on our websi te) and with the Privacy Act 1993. 

Otaki to north of Levin Project February 2018 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

1' 
N 

- 1-... <W'I 
S-,.l°"""'-.c,p,_. 

:.:-:.:.;::~ 

-·· 

The shortlisted options 
propose a four•lane 
state highway separated 
by a median barrier. 
The options all begin at 
Taylors Road north of 
Otaki, linking in with the 
IQpiti Expressway, and 
end just north of Levin. 

.• 

Any northe rn option 
can connect to any 
southern option. 
Thus the alignment 
of connections 
between northern 
and southern options 
as shown here is 
indicative only. 

Thank you very much for providing your feedbad<. 

If you have any questions, please contact us: 02N l@nzta.govl nz 

Keep up-lo-date with the project on our website: www.nzta.govt.nz/02Nl 
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SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

For more information visit www.nzta.govt.nz/ o2nl NZ Transport Agency I 3 

Southern options 
The shortlis t is made up of three possible corridor options. All three options connect wi th the Kapi t i Expressway (Mackays to Peka Peka and Peka 

Peka to north of Otaki) and link to the three possible northern corridor opt ions. 

SOUTHERN OPTION S6 SOUTHERN OPTION S7 SOUTHERN OPTION S7A 

TECHNICALLY BEST PERFORMING OPTION 

Any northern option can coonKI. 
to any southern option. Thus the 
alignment of connections belv.<een 
northern and southern options a!. 

shown here is indicati...e only. 
NOT£:[)ygramis in:liabW!onlyandnol 1oscali!, 

tt .#, -1111 Appro,i.,..te .toc,,o•-··-..... ....... ~c:~ .... of':'.~~----,. __ 
107 upt•ZJOha $420 - 480m 

• Estimate based on .availabll!:aen.al photccraphy. 
•• ctas.s I, II and Ul soil a,~seKCluding land In sman blocks and land 
zoned for othe, purposes. 
••• Ind1catrve 2017. 

Project Objectives 

Best safety performance of all options 

Shortest and most direct route to Levin 
Provides best journey time saving 
Most resilient option as has fewest and smallest 
structures 

Environmental & Community 

SHl no longer runs through middle of Manakau 
Best performing at the MCA. Overall least 
challenging and best opportunity to manage 
effects 
Likely to have least cultural effects of southern 
options 

Cost 
• Lowest cost option 

Environmental & Community 

Affects Manakau properHes 
Affects up to 230 ha of highly productive lands 
Social, community and recreation effects on 
Manakau 
Affects residential properties and farms located 
to the east of existing SHl 

Some cultural effects 

6taki to north of Lev in Project February 2018 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

Any northern option can connect 
to any southern option. Th us the 
alignment of connections. between 
northern and southern options as 
shown here is indicaiveonly. 

NOTE: [)ygramisn::IUIIYt!My andnotlosc.ale 

tt .#, -1111 App-•-bl Apptolli""'bla-...,,,.a.,otdNlings ot"';t."!:i~IIOis ..... ....... 
15.llun 57 upte315hai S640 - 740m 

• tlt1mate b.ast!don available aet1al photo&rai>hy. 
•• Class I, I I aod Ill so1l ai-eas excluding land In small blods and land 
20ned fo, other purposes. 
••• lnd1ca11ve 2017. 

KEV FEATURES OF THE SOUTHERN OPTIONS 

POSITIVES 

Project Objectives 

Some safety performance, but is 1km longer 
than 56 

Provides good journey time savings 

least resilient option. Crosses a fault line, large 
bridges and fills required 

Environmental & Community 
Affects least number of properties 

Avoids some potential effects on Manakau 
Takes SH1 away from Manakau township 
Likely to have least cultural effects of southern 
options 

NEGATIVES 

Environmental & Community 
Affects significant bush/ecological areas 
induding Manakau campsite 
Affects up to 315 ha of highly productive lands 
Affects lifestyle properties including those 
located to the south of Manakau. 
Affects farms, businesses and residential 
properties (located m the Waiauti Valley - east 
or existing SHl) 
Some cultural effects 

Cost 

• Highest cost southern option 

Any northern option can connect 
to any .southern optioo . Th~ the 
alignment of connections between 
northern and southern options as 
shown here is indicative only. 

NOTt::Di~is indcabwo~and not lo scale 

tt .#, -1111 ~--- A,pp,-.-bl-1 

.... .. ,111 flU"":""tt!!-:'• ofp-a~llll~~oik 

16.7km • upte290 h,i ---• Est.m3\e based onav.allablt! aenal photography. 
•• Class I, II and Ill so.larl . .Uexdudnt& laod lrl small blocks 3f'ld land 
zoned for other pu,poses. 
••• lndu:ative 2017. 

Project Objectives 

Some safety benefits, but Is 2km longer than 56 

• Provides some Journey time saving 
• Moderate resilience - less structures 

Environmental & Community 

Avoids some potential effects on Manakau 
• Tak.es SH1 away from Manakau township 

Environmental & Community 

Poor fit w,th the landscape as road traverses 
diagonally across from Wa1auli valley towards 
existing SHl 
Affects significant bush / ecological areas 
including Manakau campsite 

Affects up to 290 ha of highly productive lands 
Affects lifestyle properties located to the south of 
Manakau 

Traverses some farms, businesses and residential 
properties (located In the Waiaut1 Valley - east of 
existing SHl) 
Some very large bridges and fill required 

Some cultural effects 

Cost 

• H,gh cost option 

106 



Ō

Proa
cti

ve
ly 

Rele
as

ed
 un

de
r th

e O
ffic

ial
 In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82

SHl taki to north Levin Engagement Summary 

4 I NZ TranslX)rt Agency 

Northern options 
The shortlist is made up of three possible corr idor opt ions. All t hree op t ions link to the th ree possible southern corridor options and to a northern 

bypass of Levin located between S HS 7 and SHl. 

NORTHERN OPTION N4 NORTHERN OPTION NS NORTHERN OPTION N9 

Local roack 

c:::::t 41anesection/OptionN4 

- 2 lane section 
Any northern option can connect to any southern option 
Thus the align ment of conned ions between northern 
and southern options .is shown here is indicative only. 

NOTE: Oug.--i is n:lil::i11Neonly.w::lnottoua 

tt .,11, -1111 .....,.,_Iii ...,,. .. -.... 
~ .. ~ ""~:!..~ ... , of~~; .... ...... 12 upt.40hll $2:I0 - 320111 

• Es! ,mate based on a11a~able ,u,rial photowaphy. 
•• Class I, II and ll l s.o1lar~sea.clud1nglar1d 1n smaO bloc::~and land 
roned ro, othe, purposes. 
... lndicatrve 2017. 

Project Objectives 

Good safety benefits 
Shortest route with good journey time benefits 

Opportunity for good access lo Levin town centre 
Opportunity to provide access to planned industrial 
development areas identified in District Plan 

Aligns with road corridor identified in the District 
Plan 'Green Belt growth area'. 

Environmental & Community 
• Uses existing infrastructure corridor with 

opportunity to address severance effects of SHSB 

Cost 

• low cost opt10n 

Environmental & Community 
Close to and likely to affect significant ecological 
areas 
Close to and could affect historic homestead 
Some affect on productive land 

Affects lifestyle residential property and local 
community 
Affects property and businesses located on the 
eastern side of SHS7 

Otaki to north of Levin Project February 2018 

NZ TRANSPORT AGENCY - Dec 2018 

Loc:il 10alk 

c:::::t 4 lanesection / Option NS 

- 21anesection 

Any northern option can connect to any southern option. 
Thus the alignment of connections between northern 
and southern options as s.hown here is indicative only. 

NOTE: Dugr.n is indicilWeonly Mldnot to s~e 

tt .,11, -1111 Apptfllftllil ,,_ ... -..... 
~ ... ""~~:...~ ..... of~.--...... 71 upte95ha $280 - 320m 

• Estimate based on avalableaerial pho1011aphy. 
•• Cl.au I, II and Ul so1la,~sexclud1ngland In smaa blocks.and land 
1.oned lo, olhc, purposes. 
••• Indicative 2017 . 

KEY FEATURES OF THE NORTHERN OPTIONS 

POSITIVES 

Project Objectives 

Good safety benefi ts 
Good journey time benefits 

Opportunity lo provtde access to planned 
industrial development areas identified in the 
District Plan 
Provides access to Green Belt growth area 
identified 1n the District Plan 

Environmental & Community 

• Avoids significant ecological areas 

• Avoids historic homestead 

Cost 

• low cost option 

NEGATIVES 

Environmental & Community 

Some affects on productive land 
Affects lifestyle residential properly and 
community 

Potential effect on some businesses 

Local roads. 

c:::::::::t 4 lane section/ Option N9 

- 2 lanc section 

Arrt northern option c.an connect to any southern option. 
Thus the alignment of connections between northern 
and south~n options.as shown here is indicati"4! only. 

NOTE:OlapH11s,f'ltk,111Jw,ottf.ill'dnoltol;C.ilile 

tt .,11, -1111 ,._,, ....... """" ........ .... ~ "~~d=I· of~-:..~~• C'.oit ... ...... 74 upll130ha $2I0 - 320ln 

• Estimate based on available aerial photog,aphy. 
• • Class I, 11 and Ill so~ aie• cxcLld1ng land In small blod.s and land 
tonedlo,othei purposes 
••• Indicative 2017. 

Project Objectives 

Good safety benefits 
Good journey time benefits 
Opportunity to provide access to planned 
industrial development areas identified in the 
District Plan 
Provides access to Green Belt growth area 
identified 1n the District Plan 

Environmenta I & Community 

• Avoids significant ecological areas 
• Avoids historic homestead 

Cost 

• low cost option 

Environmental & Community 

Close to and likely to affect significant 
ecological areas 
Affects produclive land 

Affects lifestyle residential property and local 
community 

Potential effect on some businesses 
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B.8 Property information sheet 

0 Otaki to north of Levin 

Property Information Sheet 
February 2018 

All of the s hort listed corridor options for the 02 NL project a re repre se nted by a 300 metre wide corridor within which a proposed 
expressway will be .a ble to be constructed. The final design width of the road is likely to be between 60 metres. and 100 metres. 
This includes width for stormwate r runoff treatment, em ba nkments and planting. Additional width will li ke ly to be neede d al 
inte rchanges and where ne w local road connect ions are needed. 

Some property owners will be affected by a ll of the s hortlisted co rridor options while other property owners may be affected by 

one or more of the s hort li sted options. 

Property owners affect ed by a ll of the opt ions are those wi th landholdings at the southern end of the project where all of the 
options connect with t he existing state highway a nd to the Kapit i Expressway (Mackays to Peka Peka and Pek.a Peka to north of 

Otaki). This point is fixed. Unlike the southern e nd of the project , the location whe re the options need to connect to the existing 
state highway network at the northern end is not fixed. It is subject to deta iled desig n investigat ions that will occur once a 
preferred corridor option is chosen. 

Once we have selected a preferred option a nd complete further detail ed design, we will be able to confi rm the effects on 
indi vidual properties. 

The NZ Trans port Agency wou ld typicall y commence the purchase of property needed for a project after Resource Management 
Act approvals have been obtained. In some instances there are special circumsta nces where we wou ld conside r acqu iring an 
affected property in adva nce. 

W here the NZ Transport Agency requires property for a public work, a La nd Information New Zealand (LINZ) accredited supplier 
is engaged to ca rry out the negotiations on the Agency's be half. 

If a property, or part of a property, is required fo r the project, the NZ Transport Agency will pay compensation on the basis of 
market va lue. Market va lue is not the persona l va lue to the property owner or the value t o the NZ Transport Agency, but is based 
on a n assessment by an independent registered valuer. 

If a property, or part of a property, is required fo r the project, the property owner may also be eligible for additional compensation 
of up to $50,000, depending on whether there is a dweJl ing on their property that will need to be acquired and whether that 
dwe lling is used as the ir principal place of residence. 

In addition to the market value of a property, reasonable legal and valuation fees a nd moving costs are reimbursed by the NZ 
Tra nsport Agency once t hey have been approved by LI NZ. 

If a property owner has a bus iness located on their land, they may clai m compensation for business loss resulting from the 
re locatio n of the bus in ess. The loss may include loss of profits zmd goodwill, alt hough the loss of profits must re late to proven loss 
of "actual profits"'. Loss of "'anticipated profits" is not provided for in the Publi c Works Acl 

In New Zea land, the Publi c Wo rks Act 1981 provides the power to acqu ire property for publi c works and also enti tles affected 
property owners to compensation. LINZ, on behalf of the Crown, is responsible for administering this Act. Further information on 
the Public Works Act 1981 is ava ilab le at www.llnz.govt.nz/crown-property/acqulstlon-and·dlsposal-land/publlc-works. 

If you have any specific questi ons relating to you r property, please get in touch with the Otaki to north of Levin 
project team either by email: 02NL@nzta.govt.nz or te lephone: 0 508 625 4636. 
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