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: SUBJECT: ASSEESHENT OF ROUTES Fl.‘JrR THE PROPOSED EXFRESSWAY FROM

- PEKA PERA TO NORTH OTAKI
: _r' .

INTRODUCTION

| wias requestad 10 complete the Tolowing _tashs:

Task 1 Documeant previous route options

Tagk 2 Tdantify whathar any adoitional rotes should ave baan ifenfified.

Task 3 Screaning of options consitened o identify;

fay nﬁ.mmmwmrmw excluded (Hhese a;:d‘lms will go no further),

{b}  Opfions that have Listifably been fokifed,

fel  Opfions that reguire furfher imveshinstion fo refain u.rre,'el:'i'.

To undectake lacks 1 and 2 it has bean necessary to review the history of transparation
planning (n Kapit and Horowhenua, Under the task 1 and 2 headings below is therafors &
concige histoncal surnmary focused on the ideniification of route options far improving the
managamant of Stale Highway traffc.

TASK 1 = DOCUMENT PREVIOUS ROUTE OPTIONS

In the 1850 & middie line proclamation for & new State Highway motorway thraugh Kapiti to -
be s 4 498 4775 ] Footton wes gazetted. The route from south of Parapareumu to nerth of Levin generally fokowad
fix, G4 4 439 4776) the ling of the cosstal sand dunas and was therefore commonly referred to as the *Coastal’ or
urbanBurbanp.co.nz | “Sandhillz" motorway roue.

In the late 1980's the designation for the Sandhils matorway route north of Peka Peka was
uplifted but it was retained south of Peka Peka.

In the mid 1990's Transh NZ (THZ} and Kapid Coast District Council {KCDC) agraed thal the
Sandhlls motonway Gesignation from south of Peraparaumu to Peka Peka should be changed
{0 a designation for a distict road arterial {known 25 the "Western Link Road’) with KCDC ag
ihe desigrating autharity. This was confirmad by the Environment Cowd in 2002
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Aeeordingly, since the mid 1980's TNZ's State Highway sirategy for KaptiHorowhenua has
boen to impeove the exisling State Highway and to support KCDC's praposed Westarm Link
Road.

In 18868 THZ cormmssioned Worley L o prepare 2 Hemalangi o Walkanae Study”, Its
¢ purposa was b cary oul nvestigations, consullations, and assessments of the options for the
fubure management of State Highway freffic and fo idenlify the "best® State Highway
improvement opton, The *Himatangi fo Wakanas Review and Developrrant Repart” {January

2000y summarizes the imestgations, consuliations, ar'-d agsessments unterisken of the
options for managing Stata highway traffic.

For the Peka Peka to Olaki section, the Stugy icentified e opfions - a Coastal route and a
Cenbral route, Aftached in Appendix 1 are desorigfions and plans of these routes. They are
conceptual. A& Coastal roule obviguely rvolved the construction of a new State Highway
wharaas [t was arvisaged a Cantral rowte would more or less follow the axisiing State Highway
and maka significant use of sections of &, 1hus enabling staging and lower costs.

The Study recommanded that a Cantral route should be preferad to-a CoastalSandhille rowse
and this was endorsed by-ihe THZ Board in December 2000,

I 2001 THZ eommiseioned Merites Lid fo prepars 2 Scheme Assessrart Report (SAR). Its
purposs was o daterming the most appropriate aignment and intersaction strategy for a four
[ane exprassway along a Caniral roube. Attached in Appandic 2 are the alignments assessed by
the SAR (2002). The SAR ecommendad alignment & shown on the plans In Appendlx 2 and &
referned o as the “easiem roule”.

Buring consullation on fhe SAR, afematve mules were progosed by Te Horo Road Acton
Committee (THRAC) and ndividuals. The altemative mules (somefimes referrad to as the Te
Waka routes) ware genaraly fo the wes? of the ewsting State Highway with a new bridge
crossng between Otakl and Otakl Beach. In response, THZ commissioned Merdec Lid o
prapare a Schame Asgessment Report Addendur (SARA), Aftached in Appendix 3 are the Te
Waka alignments assassad by the SARA (2003).

In 2003, and afer considering the SAR, SARA and resulls of consullation, the THZ Boarg
endorsed the SAR recommendad alignment for the expreseway shown on tha plans in
Appendix 2

In 2005 THZ commissioned Maunssll Lid (previously Mertec Lid) bo prepare & “Western
Comidor - Swdy™. This considersd  several multi-modal anbancarment  inidatives and
recommended thal evan with such ephancements lo other ranspod modas, an expréssway
standard State Highway was regured.

I 2008 MZTA commissianad L:-pus Imtamational Consultants Lid (Opus) o prapane te “Kapit
Scoping Sudy” and in 2008 2 “Technical Reperl”: The 2008 raport endorsed the expressway
alignment recommandad by the SAR [(2002) and recommeandad furher alignment and design.
refnements prncpally relafed to inlersaction’nterchanae location and design.

[ 2009 thare was consultation on MZTA's praferred alignmant for & new exprasswey through
Kapil and Horownenua as part of the Government Roads of Mational Significance (RoNS)
nitiatwa.



-~ In Degember 2008 NZTA's Board confirmad its exprassway proposal and alignment from Peka
Faka to norh Ofakl, subect to fudher design refinement investigations.

In June 2070 NZTA's Board heard oral submissions from represantafives of the Te Hore Road
Action Commites [THRAC) and Counly and Rahui Roads Group [CRRG), The thruest of the
submissions was that THRAC and CRRG considared that there had been no genuing public
congultation on afternatives, that NZTA had given inadequate consideration of atemalives, that
ihe edverse offects of NZTA's prefarred roube are significantly graater than assessed by NETA,
and that i a motorway riuts was ragiired a Sandnills route was suparior. Afler considering e
matters raisad by THRAC and CRRG, the Board confirmed its Dacamber 2000 decigion, |

I 2010 NZTA commissioned Opus 1o assis! it 4o refine the design and alignrent of ils prefierred
ghignment for & new expressway, 10 underake consultafion fo assist NZTA with design
refinament, and In due cowse to lodge applications for the required statutory approvals. The
dasign refnement aptions are shown in the consuftation pamphiet dated February 2011,

TASK 2 = IDENTIFY WHETHER ANY ADDITIOMAL RﬂIJT“ES SHOULD HAVE BEEN
IDENTIFIED.

The main initisl guestion is whether there are any significarly diffarent routes to these that
have been identfied in Task 1,

The ‘Himatangi 1o Waikanae Review and Develapmant Report” (Worley Lid, Janwary 2000
states that ‘many opfios ware considersd sssenfisly covaring afl possihie opfions from the
Tarauas to the coas” (p1)” Howaver for the Paka Peka fo north Ofakl section, no "Foathils”
routes ware specifically dantified or assessed in the Reporl, Nor his evidence yet been foind
that such routas were assessed by Werley Ltd and reason given for discarding these routes.

The “5H1 Ctaki to Paka Peka Exprassway Repart of Prefiminany Consulation” (August 3001)
records s numbar of submifters dicd nod suppor any of the progosed ooflans arguing et any
bypass should be confined fo rwal areas, preferably using the old “Sanadfulie” roufe or possibly
fiy the:east towsards the fothils”. This was reported in the Scheme AssesSment Repar (SAR
2002 p 24) but no assessment included of foathills routes,

The submission to the MZTA by the Kapit Coast Distrist Councl (KCDC) dated 20 Ostober
2008 incluses the statement that °.. ideal)y 5 bypass should be lbested near the adoe of & nral
fown with sfrong fnkages fo the focal cenire. This is thearstically possibla fo e sast of Ciak/
around the edge of the Walohu Flales residential araa bul there are issuas and impacls which
make Such an approach wikely” (p4d), -

in June 2010 the Board heard a submission by Te Hore Road Ackion Committes [THRAC) and
County and Rahui Read Group (CRRG) that advacated a Sandhills, Te Waka or footivlls routes.
Attached in Appendi 4 are the concsptual route alternatives contained In the weittan
submission by THRAC and CRRG. The subsaguent Board Pager makes no speciic referance
to foothills routes, perhaps refacing the focus of the oral submissions,

In late 2010 Opus were requesied b dentify polential focthils route akematives and entified
two conceptual altematives. These are shown in the draft Arl:amahl.ra Coridors Tachnizal
Feasuhllrtj.r Raport’ (Opus January 2011) )

It is recommended that NZTA assess the effects of these two foothils route allermstives.
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TASK 2 = SCREENING OF OPTIONS CONSIDERED TO IDENTIFY:

a) OPTIONS THAT HAVE BEEN JUSTIFIABLY EXCLUDED {THESE OPTIONS WILL GO
NO FURTHER).

bj - OPTIONS THAT HAVE JUSTIFIABLY BEEN INCLUDED.

¢} OPTIONS THAT REQUIRE FURTHER INVESTIGATION TO RETAIN OR REJECT.

This task essentialy requires an assessment as to whether TNZNZTA has given adequate
consderation to roule abematives (5171(1)(b) of the RMA). ’

Case law has provided the follwing clarification;

»  The lest in relafion to the adequacy of consideration of alematives is 1o be satsfied thet
the requiring suthority has not acted arbirasily or given only cursary considerstion to
aternatives o

o ltis not for the CourlEPA to assess the relative merits of sach allamative and make &
detarminaton 2 1o the prefamed altlemative.

# - The test i 1o be satsfled frat NZTA hes cemied out sufficient investigatons as to
alternsfives so as o salsly Bself a5 to the sismetive put forward in lts Notice of
Reguiramend, '

« - Ifthe adverse effects of tnat chosen rowse are found by the CourtEPA 1o be too great, the
Motice of Requirement will be declined.

# The assassment of the environmenial effects "of afematives shoud reflect (ideally
expresely or fafling that, by implication) the weighting of the identified mattars wder Part 2
of the RIMA,

In sofar as the consideration of atenTatives is concerned, the ‘I:*i‘ra‘tangi to Wakanee Review
and Developmerd Resart” (Worley Lbd, January 20000 resulted in THZ nat preferring &
Coastal’Sandhils rowte. The foliowing findings of the Report support THEZ's decision:

*  Culural heritage mathers {archaeslogical sites, wetiand areas, (and water imtarface, waah
tapu including urupa in particuar) ssociated with coastal options “might not e ahie o be
negotialed with any cetainty” (p32 attached in Appendix 1).

*  The Regional Councd identified that the cosstal options “will be fraught wilh fssuss
important fo fengala whenua... " (p33 attached in Appends 1),

« . The Degariment of Conservation identifies that the coastal aptions are lkehy 1o (adversely)
impact on Maori land &nd cultural sites (p33 attached In Appandix 1) and noted patential
difficidtios with Maori kand (8 matter also identified an p34 in ralation to cosstal routes in
B Lenwin area).

‘s Historical igsues, Maod land  holdings, Maod economic opportunifios, sensibve
envionmantal and cultural sites, and changing land use paterns are identifies as
signifizant |ssues for the cosstel opfions (pR0 attached in Appendix 1);



# Coastal options were nol favoured from a bridge construction, hydraulic capeciy,
meintenanca, and risk (including fleading) perspectives [p14 sttached in Appendi 1)

o The polantisl adverse economic effect on Town Cenfres of motorwdy bypasses was
nated, ’

= Compared o the Coastal Route, the Central Route “provides both higher acoident and
trave! lime/operafing cost bensfils by aftracting fhe greatest number of users® and
“provides the largest sceident reduction for fhe same reason” (pB1 attached in Appendix
1

»  Sigkeholder consuliation was undaerlaken which assisted THZ o ba |nf|:|n'rrau about the
relatwe effacts of & “CoastalSandhlls” and a "Ceniral” routs,

The Report does not speciicaly refer fo RMA Part 2 or explicitly apaly the respective-waighting
of igentified maters, Howsver, a sigeificant number of the reasons for nof prefeming &
“Coastal’Zandhills® rouwte are matters of nafional impartance under 55, matiers to ba given
“particular regard to” unier 57, and "take into account” Treaty of Waitangi matiers under 58, In
pther words, if additional weight i placsd on the relevant matiers under Part 2, this would serve
in my opinion to reinforce the racommendations of the "Himatang! fo Waikanse Review and
Cevelopmant Report”

Mo publc consulfation was undedtaken during the 1998-2000 investigations and in relafion to
the "Hmatangl to Walkanae Ravew and Develsprment Report”. TMZ must thersfore have
considered at the time that the stakeholder consubation it did underiake was sufficient for TNZ
1o be informed about the Sxely significant adverse effects of 3 "Cosstal'Sandhils” rouie.

Vhile public consultation would hawe been bast practice, it i nat in my opinion & fatal daw in
femnas of meefing 3t71 of the RMA. This = pariculary in the conext of TMZ being an
axperenced roguiing authorky that would heve been wel aware of the RMA dificulties
associated with @ route that would hisect archeeologicel sites, wetlend areas, signifinant
landscape features (sandhils), waahi tapu and uupa in pariculsr, and in the ight of being
informed by the Fbegmr,al Council that cosstal aptons “will be Faughf wih sues nﬂpu.r'ﬂ.nt*u
* fangete whens. .

It is themafore considered thal a '.C-::as'.a.'s.anﬂlha' route was given morg than cursory
considerstion, was not arbitrarly discandad, and that TRE underook sufficient investigations of
& “CosstalSandhills" route 50 as 10 s3shy itsell that it should nat be prefered,

The subsequent S&I‘ama Assassrrant Resart (SAR 2002) prepared by Medtec Ltd has been
reviewed as well as same of the supporting working papsrs. Matiers to note from this report .
ncluda;

= Thera was public consuligtion in 2001, This informed people of THZ's prafarred strategy
{l.e. THZ's adoption of the recommendations of the “Himatangl to Walkarae Review and
Jevelopment Repor?) and consulted on alignment and highway design alternativas.
Furthar public consultation toak place in 2002



«  The effects of the alignment atematives for a8 Cantral Route were assessed by suitshly
qualified expess. .

» A comprehensive range of effects were assessed, In paricules, the effects expectedly
associated with sesking to locate an expressway throughiclose o a TowndUrbar Cenbre
{ie. in this case Olaki} wera essessed (ie. effect an ral, business, sovial severgnce,
landscapeivigual, land use, noise, vibrafion, heritage and iwi &ic). Ao assaesed wera
costs, consiruction effects, irafic effects, flooding effects etc.

& Alignment a%ernalives wers comparad. In the comparison process there was
consideration of “risk", incluging “designaton rek”. This included an assessmeant of the
relalive risk of each abgnment alternative in lerms of oblaining RMA aporovals, and
althaugh not explcily statad, would have included conskdaration of Parl 2 matters,

=  The efecls assessmend, companson of alternative ﬂ||g'1;"f‘ﬂl'lt5 and RMA risk assessment
wera undertaken with the input of Paul Thomas, an experienced RMA consuliant, as well
a8 ingut from other experienced RMA practitionars

In response o submissions by THRAC, CRRC and offiers, & Scheme Assessment Report
Addendum (SARA 2003] waz pregared by Medtec Lid. The altlernative rouies assessad by the
SARA are in Appandlnﬂ -

Matters fo nate from the SARA include:

& The specisiists commissionsd o assess the efects were all highly experisncec axpers in
Eheir figld,

»  An i culiural impael assessment preparad by Nga Hapu o Clakl concluded that e Te
Waka Road aphion canngt be supported,, " [SARA p18),

»  Tha effects assessment, comparisen of alternatives and risk sssessmeant wene undestaken
with the input of Paul Thomas and other experienced RIMA pra:mrlaﬁ 50 consistency of
RW& approach was malnained.

Wy concluslon therefore is thal both m.n SAR end SARA are uampreherﬁhe reparts that
demonsirale thal THZ gave move than cursory considerstion to the altematives under
consideration,

Both the SAR and SARA placed weight on the cpportunity. that the Central Rowte has in taams
of staging, an opporiunity mot avalabia to allemative roules. Howeyver, rI is noted that NZTAS
current progosal for the Central Route does not now propose steging.

CONCLUBIONS FROM TASKS 1, 2, AND 3

f. The two “Foothills” routes dentified in the draft *Akemnative Comidors Technical Faasibiity
Report’ (Opus .Ianuar:.r 2011} need o be assessed and compared 1o the NZTA Board
proposal,

2 I must be ensured that the routes are subject to Takr comparison, | wil therefore be
necessary o ensure thal the assessment of the efects of the roules (nclusing cost



estimates) have a consistent south point (in thiz case |ust noeth of e proposed Peka
Peka inserchangd) and north point (in this case Just soush of Manaksa),

3. For nisk managemant purpasss, it is considered that a “Te Waka type® roubs should also
be subject to essessment and companson with the NZTA Board proposal and the bwo
“Foathills" routes. This & bacause | is considerad inavitabie that such an altemative wil
be advocated by some submitters fo the Board of Inquiry. The recommendad Te Waka
type route is identified in the dreft “Altemative Comidors Technical Feasibiity Repor
(Dpus January 2011} ard is representative of the routes considerad by tha SARS (2003)
in résponse to the submission by THRAC,

4. THRAC and CRRG opposs the NZTA Board proposal and advocata that i there needs fo
be an axoressway, i should follow & Sandhills, Te Waka ar foothills route, An tssus
therefore | whether @ “Sandh®s” route should be added 1o the above routes for
assessment, || is considerad that such a route should not be added, mainy because i was
given adequate consideration by TNE in 1998-2000 and not prefarmed for goad R4 (and
other) reasons. The weight that would now be given o those reasons has arguably
increasad aver the fas? decada, reinforeng e original dectsion to discard this alternative.

PeterTC-:up
Resource Managamani Consullan
Urban Perspectives Lid



APPENDIX 1

ROUTE ALTERNATIVES AND SELECTED PAGES FROM THE “HIMITANGI TO
WAIKANAE REVIEW AND DEVELOPMENT REPORT" (WORLEY LTD, JANUARY
2000)
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- the width between side protection systems and the adequacy
of old styles of side protection

- generally, a large percentage of the nations bridge stock is of
about the same age which could result in peaks in required
future expenditure.

- the proximity of the highway to the sea probably contributes
to the rate of deterioration.

- any proposal to increase HCV axle weights will have a major
impact on the bridge stock.

The need to provide for the eventual replacement of a bridge
having regard to:

- the need to maintain a high level of availability, capacity and
safety during the bridge replacement period.

- the need to ensure that when it comes time to replace a
bridge, a high standard of geometrics is not compromised by
ribbon development. Too often the geometrics associated
with bridge replacements or upgrades have to be
compromised of "fit in" with the constraints on site. While
such may be satisfactory in the short term, such is unlikely to
be satisfactory in the longer term, having regard to the
economic life of a modem bridge structure.

State Highway corridors closer to the coast will generally involve
longer and more costly bridge structures, with the added risk of
increased maintenance or an increased rate of deterioration.
On a similar theme, the hydraulic capacity and safety factors
against scour etc, resulting in the loss of a bridge and / or its
approaches are a risk with respect to the objective of maintaining
availability. This risk probably exceeds that related to seismic
events given the higher probability of extreme climatic event
occurring, the progressive development nature of scour and
erosion, the historic standard of design, and changes in catchment
characteristics with time.

Similarly again, seismic risk exists with respect to the objective of

maintaining availability. Research has / is being carried out on this

input and retro fitting etc to reduce the risk are probable.

Bridges / subways etc. with dimensional constraints of one form or

another need to be addressed.

Specific

Whirokino Trestle Bridge

The condition of this bridge, its ongoing deterioration, strategic importance
etc indicates that addressing the issue of a reliable access over the
Manawatu flood plain is an issue the study needs to address

Railway Overbridge

State highway corridors which cross and re-cross over the NIMTR not only
involve costly structures but:

generally involve high skews and compromise geometric standards

in order to keep costs to a minimum

introduce other risks to the network e g. deraiiment, setsmic failure,

driver safety etc

w\EN5981709\wplreporis\r 8 d final\r&d01.doc
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Wellington Regional Council has land transport policy contained in the
Regional Policy Statement and is currently preparing its Land Transport
Strategy. This document is focussing on the integration of the road and rail
system from an overall transportation perspective and is in the consultation
phase. The present system is seen as not providing much integration.
Likewise, it is important to consider the linkages of this study to others which
have been, or are being, undertaken. WRC see the examination of SH
options on a continuum, and that addressing this section of the highway will
not ease bottle-necking on other parts of the same alignment.

Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council has no position on strategic
roading/transportation matters. The issues it is dealing with through the Land
Transport Strategy are related to the types of services provided and access
to these, particularly in Palmerston North and Wanganui. Discussion
identified that surface flooding of the existing alignment is an issue along
some parts of the highway.

Department of Conservation

Discussion of the options identified support for consideration of the existing
alignment and improvements that might be made to address conflict.

Part Coastal Route (2 laning) (PC)

Part Coastal Route (4 laning) (PC + 4)

Full Coastal Route (2 and 4 laning) (FC) (FC + 4)
Tangata Whenua

Within the coastal options effects related to cultural heritage matters
(archaeological sites, wetland areas, land water interface, waahi tapu
including urupa in particular) appear considerable and would need effective
negotiation to address. This comment applies equally to all coastal route
options.

In large part the full coastal alternative might reflect the ‘ultimate’ in highway
efficiency for the future, but it is also likely to contain the most significant
issues which will require negotiation. The entire area is considered waahi
tapu. The impression given is that this range of options might not be able to
be negotiated with any certainty.

Other Parties

The coastal options are identified as most likely to impact on wetiand and
natural areas, which have varying degrees and types of protection.
Consideration of tangata whenua values and cultural views was often
reflected in discussions. Within this framework it is possible from comments
to identify that some coastal options are viewed as less significant than
others. In particular, the full coastal route is most likely to impact and little
distinction was made between the part coastal route for 2 or 4 laning.

Tranz Rail Limited

Tranz Rail supports the full coastal route as it addresses the issues from its
perspective (ie. well away from current rail corridor and reduces the potential
for rail crossings)

Regional Councils

Page 32
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Wellington Regional Council identified that the coastal options will be fraught
with issues important to tangata whenua which will need addressing. These
are strong views/concerns about heritage and archaeological sites in this
area, as well as wetland considerations along the whole route, particularly
between the current highway and the coast.

Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council identifies that any alternative route
alignment may impact on the stopbanks along the Ohau and Manawatu
Rivers, inciuding the Moutoa Floodway. Other infrastructure assets are
unlikely to be affected.

Department of Conservation

All coastal options are likely to impact on Maori land and cultural sites
(urupa) in the area. Acknowledgement of the ongoing afforestation projects
on Maori land and the potential difficulties between landowner and tribal
interests.

Levin / Manakau Bypass Route (AA)

Levin / Manakau Bypass and Four Lane Existing Highway Elsewhere
(AA + 4)

Tangata Whenua

The subtle differences between the 2 and 4 lane options relate to the 4 lane
option bypassing Otaki, Levin and Foxton and a small area to the south of
Otaki (where the current highway would be bypassed to the west), whereas
the 2 lane option bypasses only Levin. Little comment was received on this
option as a whole except as it relates to the bypass of Levin. The Levin
bypass is identified as a significant issue. Tangata whenua issues are
summarised under the heading ‘Levin Bypasses’.

Other Parties

There is similarity between comments raised by tangata whenua and these
groups in relation to these options. In particular there is recognition that no
additional bridge crossings are required, particularly across the Manawatu
River and estuary, but the major issue will be the bypassing of Levin.

Upgrade Of Existing Highway (L + 4)

Eastern Levin Bypass And Four Lane Existing Highway Elsewhere
(D +4)

Tangata Whenua

The difference between these two options is the location of a Levin bypass.
Almost no comment has been received concerning the bypass of Foxton to
the east. On all the options showing a Foxton bypass the alignment has been
shown to the east of the current highway corridor. No conclusions can be
drawn.

References to these options are addressed under heading of the Levin
Bypass options.

Other Parties

Page 33
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Comment has been received that if the road does bypass Levin then the
route chosen should ensure the bypass is not ‘too far’ from Levin and that the
link road into Levin should be very accessible. Options for redevelopment in
Levin should the bypass happen have also been raised and favourable
comparisons made with other provincial towns and cities where bypasses
have been built.

Issues conceming the proximity to the lake of a western bypass have been
raised, together with concerns for cultural heritage values and the protection
of recreation areas in this vicinity. The impression gained is one of mixed
concerns.

An inland bypass option raises issues concerning railway crossings and the
distance from the town for such an option. The issues appear able to be
addressed. Most particularly the matter of the use of SH 57 has been raised,
rather than another crossing of the Ohau River.

Tranz Rail Limited

Tranz Rail has identified that it is not supportive of the option considering 4
laning through Levin, partly because Queen Street crosses the railway, and
partly because this option is likely to raise further issues concerning safety,
noise and pollution.

Regional Councils

The Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council identifies that the interest it has
in these issues concerns the location of a bypass between Levin and Lake
Horowhenua. The Council has ongoing responsibilities through the
management plan for the lake. A general plan for landuse controls is
currently being prepared for release and is likely to be significant in terms of
the highway options. A copy of this has been requested at the time of
notification.

Horowhenua District Council

Key officers of the Horowhenua District Council prepared a table showing
their view of the impacts of various options. This table is reproduced below.
Note that it has been provided for interest only, without standing and has not
been formally adopted by the Council.

CRITERIA

Option Cultural Heavy Avoids Proximity; | Consistent | Landscape Safety Allows Noise Con-
Issues Vehicles | Community | Economics | with Land | Preserved | Enhanced | Staged Effects struction
Protected | Removed | Severance etc Use Con- Reduced Delays
from Develop. struction Minimised
Urban
Areas

Existing X X X v v v v v X X
Alignment
Upgrade

Coastal X v X X ? ? X X v 4
Routes

East of Levin 7 v v v v v v v v X
East of Foxton ? v v X v v v v X v
v

Between Lake X v X v X ] v v
and Levin

West of Lake X v v X 2 &) v 7 v v

West of X v v X ? ? v X v v
Manakau

v = satisfies criteria
X doesn't satisfy criteria
Note : Criteria not "weighted”

Final Page 35
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12.  PLANNING IMPACTS

121 Planning Implications

Under f10 Resource Manaosmart Act Framgwork amy new SH comidor &
prosidad 0 By Desigration in Pe rebevan! Dstict Plans, The extant of such
GaRignations neads 1o be detarmisgd r & st Né Mol BN yaer penod in
Order 19 provice carsinty o al partes, but ieally should provide & flening
Tlosprint’ for the 24 yoor period 00 which the Shudy % bised

Nlﬁsw the: Stralegy Etuly oucomes entlyy geseral plaaning of
FRSOUTE Managemen! Hmiues R e Mtwe SH1 comdor. Al have
mpbicaticns for Fus desonadon process and wil requine canedidl investgaton
and aayss dutng the detaded environmental impact assessmont and
CONSILLGON SIEGES Oh & PRAMTRE CRLOA OF OOLONS. | REZR BZuel e
based on the research assumpsons. projections and inital consuitason
oucomes and 3 summarsed Deow.

. Higloredl Issued asscdaed win the ofgnad SH akgnment
parscuany land gits and land taking for roading purposes

. Exiert of Maod and holdings and economic  development
opporlnTtes reiated to ha land affeciad by consisl roule options

. Senstve enveonmantsl aod cutirs ames and dis wihin e
copstal comdor making rouwte opton dentfication and miigation
MEILTES Mck Comnicaled fd Unoanan

. Charging landuse petara within the southem and coastal areas
and particulanty the expeciations conceming deveiopment of Maon
@d holdings, and Hestyle (ruralivesdenta) cpportures snd nd
required 10 meet the needs of Ncreases popudascns

. 5000, cuttral. amenty, economic and salaly issues conceming
the Lewn Bypass cpdons and wdening of 1 axsting highway
theaugh Levin
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subdrasion comtroly snd the use of the S5 for frontage and acoess
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axiety andd eficuncy of e SH retwork and kmving frontoge snd
SCac)

12.2 Levin Bypasses
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wilumes and trequency Wil be Mty 2 rerder 8 'do nothirg’ or “urdanieg’
OPSON UISLEPOatEe.
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APPENDIX 2

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES FROM THE “SCHEME ASSESSMENT REPORT"
(MERITEC LTD, 2002)



Broad Uptions for the
mvestigation of SH 1 between
North of Otk and Peka Peka Road

Koste Opticms Nowth of Ol Récer

Figure 2: Broad options North of River — a3 for Nowsletter



Broad Options for the
mvestigaton of SH | between
North of Owusk: and Peka Peka Road

Roves Optwms South of Ovalti R er

Figure 3: Broad Options South of River - as for newsletter
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APPENDIX 4
ROUTE ALTERNATIVES FROM THE THRAC AND CRRG SUBMISSION (2010)
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