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Transmission Gully Proposal Submission Form

Transmission Gully Proposal Submission Form
Section 149E of the Resource Management Act 1991, Form 16B
	To:
	Or

	Transmission Gully Proposal
	Email: transmissiongully@epa.govt.nz

	Environmental Protection Authority
	Fax: (04) 439 7714

	PO Box 10720
	[Note: if you are emailing or faxing your submission,

please mark in the subject line: Transmission Gully]

	Wellington 6143 
	


Note: A copy of this submission form must also be sent to the applicants as soon as reasonably practicable after you have served your submission on the EPA.

NZTA is acting as agent for the three applicants; please serve a copy of your submission to the applicant as below:

Greg Lee
NZ Transport Agency
Level 8, PSIS House
20 Ballance Street
PO Box 5084, Lambton Quay
Wellington 6145

Or email: greg.lee@nzta.govt.nz
Or fax: 04 894 3305

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / we have sent a copy of my / our submission to NZTA as required under section 149E(3)(b)(ii) (please tick √)
This is a submission on a matter in relation to which the Minister for the Environment made a direction under

147(1)(a) of the Resource Management Act 1991. This submission relates to the applications for Notices of Requirement and Resource Consents lodged with the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) by the New Zealand Transport Agency, Porirua City Council and Transpower New Zealand Limited for the Transmission Gully Proposal. It is important that you complete all sections on this form and that the EPA receives this submission before the closing date and time below. If you have any questions about making a submission, or you do not understand part of this form, please contact the EPA on 0800 CALL EPA, or visit http://www.epa.govt.nz/Resource-management/tg/Pages/default.aspx, for details of the Friend of Submitter, who is available to provide assistance and information on the board of inquiry process. 

Closing Date and Time for Submissions: 5.00 pm, Monday 31 October 2011
Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
Submitter Details

	Title:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Mr  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Mrs  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Miss  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ms (Please circle the appropriate title(s) print carefully below)

	My/Our Full Name(s):
	Living Streets Wellington (Ellen Blake)

	Postal Address:
	72 Majoribanks Street, Mt Victoria, Wellington

	Physical Address:
	     

	Work Ph:
	     
	Home Ph:
	04 973 2772

	Work Fax:
	     
	Home Fax:
	     

	Cell:
	021 106 7139
	Email:
	wellington@livingstreets.org.nz


Electronic Communication

 FORMCHECKBOX 

The EPA has a preference for receiving submissions via email, and for providing information and updates to, or serving documents on, submitters via email also. Please tick here if you agree to your email address being used for these purposes.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Or, if you would prefer to have a paper copy of documents please tick here. (Please note that this may not be possible with all documents and the means of communication with submitters may be the subject of directions by the board of inquiry).
Trade Competition

I am not* (*omit one) a trade competitor of the applicant. 

Omit this paragraph if you are not a trade competitor.
I am/am not* (*omit one) directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

a. adversely affects the environment; and

b. does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
Privacy

Your personal information provided on the cover page of this submission form will be held by the EPA, BP House (Level 1), 20 Customhouse Quay, Wellington. It will be used by the EPA as required for the administration of these notified Notices of Requirement and Resource Consent applications, and copies will be provided to the Board of Inquiry and the applicants, and may also be provided to other parties to the process. It will not be published on the EPA website. You have the right to access and correct personal information held by the EPA. The pages of the submission form following this cover sheet (including your name) and any attached information will be published on the EPA website, and made available to members of the Board of Inquiry, the applicants and the public for use in the processing and consideration of the Transmission Gully application.

Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
Submitter Position

Please tick (√) the relevant box(s) below to show whether you support the applications in full or in part, or oppose the applications in full or in part, or are neutral. Please note that you cannot both be neutral, support and oppose the applications in full; however you may be neutral to part of the applications and / or support and / or oppose the applications in part.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We support the applications in full
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We support the applications in part

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We oppose the applications in full
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We oppose the applications in part

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We are neutral on all aspects of the applications
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / We are neutral in part


The matters are listed below. Please tick the boxes on the following pages to identify whether you are making a submission on all of the matters being applied for or just some of them.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
I/we make my/our submission concerning all applications for Notices of Requirement and Resource Consents below OR

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
My/our submission only concerns the applications for Notices of Requirement and Resource Consents that I/we have ticked below (√):

	
	Support 
	Support in Part 
	Oppose
	Oppose in Part
	Neutral
	Neutral

in Part

	Applicant: NZTA - Transmission Gully Main Alignment

	Kapiti Coast District Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 1)

	NSP 11/2.001: A new designation for construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Transmission Gully Main Alignment) located between the proposed tie-in with existing State Highway 1 at MacKays Crossing to the southern boundary of the District at the Wainui Saddle.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Upper Hutt City Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 2)

	NSP 11/2.002: A new designation for the construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Transmission Gully Main Alignment) at the junction of the north and western boundaries of the District at Wainui Saddle.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Porirua City Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 3)

	NSP 11/2.003: A new designation for the construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Transmission Gully Main Alignment) from the northern boundary of the District at the Wainui Saddle to the southern boundary of the District at Kenepuru.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
Wellington City Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 4)

	NSP 11/2.004: A new designation for the construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Transmission Gully Main Alignment) from the proposed tie-in with existing State Highway 1 at Linden to the north-eastern boundary of the District.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Applicant: NZTA - Kenepuru Link Road Component

	Porirua City Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 5)

	NSP 11/2.005: A new designation for the construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Kenepuru Link Road), from Kenepuru Drive to the proposed Kenepuru Interchange, close to the boundary of the District.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Wellington City Council – Notice of Requirement (NoR 6)

	NSP 11/2.006: A new designation for the construction, operation and maintenance of a state highway (Kenepuru Link Road), from Kenepuru Drive to the proposed Kenepuru Interchange, close to the boundary of the District.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Wellington Regional Council – Resource Consents for the Main Alignment/Kenepuru Link Road

	NSP 11/2.007: (RC1) Land use consents for bulk earthworks and vegetation disturbance activities (including plantation forestry) for the construction of the Main Alignment and the Kenepuru Link Road (and associated access tracks and fill sites).
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.008: (RC2) Discharge permit for the discharge of chemically treated sediment laden water from erosion and sediment control devices to land in such a way that it may enter water.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.009: (RC3) Discharge permit for the discharge of chemically treated sediment laden water from erosion and sediment control devices to water.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.010: (RC4) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Wainui Stream and its tributaries and the realignment of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.011: (RC5) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Te Puka Stream and its tributaries and the diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
NSP 11/2.012: (RC6) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in the Horokiri Stream and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.013: (RC7) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Ration Stream and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.014: (RC8) Land use consent for the placement of a structure in Collins Stream.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.015: (RC9) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Pauatahanui Stream and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.016: (RC10) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Duck Creek and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.017: (RC11) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Kenepuru Stream and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.018: (RC12) Land use consents and water permit for the placement of structures in Porirua Stream and its tributaries and the associated diversion and reclamation of part of the river bed in this catchment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/02.019: (RC13) Land use consent for the replacement of eight (8) existing perched culverts in Duck Creek with culverts providing fish passage.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.020: (RC14) Land use consent for temporary stream crossings in streams required for temporary construction access tracks for the construction of the Main Alignment and the Kenepuru Link Road.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.021 (RC15) Discharge permit for the discharge of contaminants to air from industrial or trade premises.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
NSP 11/2.022 (RC16) Discharge permit for the discharge of contaminants in stormwater to land from industrial or trade premises.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Applicant: Porirua City Council - Poririua Link Roads Component

	Porirua City Council – Notices of Requirement (NoRs 7 and 8)

	NSP 11/2.023: (NoR 7) A new designation from Transmission Gully to Whitby relating to the construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed Whitby Link Road.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.024: (NoR 8) A new designation relating to the construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed Waitangirua Link Road.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Wellington Regional Council – Resource Consents

	NSP 11/2.025: (RC17) Land use consents for bulk earthworks and vegetation disturbance activities for the construction of the Porirua Link Roads.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.026: (RC18) Discharge permit for the discharge of chemically treated sediment laden water from erosion and sediment control devices to land in such a way that it may enter water.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.027: (RC19) Discharge permit for the discharge of chemically treated sediment laden water from erosion and sediment control devices to water.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NSP 11/2.028: (RC20) Land use consent for the placement of structures in Duck Creek.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Applicant: Transpower New Zealand Limited: Resource Consents

	Kapiti Coast District Council

	NSP 11/2.029: Activities requiring land use consent for the relocation of 6 electricity pylons (towers) in accordance with Regulation 16(1)(a) and 16(1)(b) of the National Environmental Standards for Electricity Transmission Activities (NESETA).
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Porirua City Council

	NSP 11/2.030: Activities requiring land use consent for the relocation of 18 electricity pylons (towers) in accordance with Regulation 16(1)(a) and 16(1)(b) of the National Environmental Standards for Electricity Transmission Activities (NESETA).
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Submitter Name: Living Streets Wellington
Reasons for Submission

If you are making a submission only on parts of an application for Notices of Requirement and Resource Consents, please note which part when specifying the reasons for your submission. 

The reasons for my / our submission are:
Living Streets Wellington is the Wellington branch of a national organisation that was formed to promote walking friendly communities.

Given that, Living Streets would welcome the improvements to the coastal communities that the application claims would occur.  However we are unable to support the application for two reasons:

•
The benefits being claimed are unlikely to be delivered in practice, unless there are specific steps taken within the project to ensure they are achieved; and

•
Even if there were such conditions, the cost of achieving those gains is far too high, in terms of the overall net negative effect on the transport system, the high economic cost, and the impacts on the environment.

We also consider that the expected benefits could be provided by alternative projects without the negative effects, such as a much smaller TGM road (a 2-lane road built to normal standards rather than an expressway) plus changes to the coastal road, or simply changes to the coastal road with existing roads being adjusted to provide the alternative route sought by NZTA.

Why will the benefits not be delivered?

Simply reducing traffic (which is all the project proposes) is not enough to make an environment walking friendly.

For a road to be pedestrian friendly and not act as a barrier to pedestrian movements (i.e. cause community severance) it must have the following characteristics:

Traffic volumes must be low enough to allow safe crossing without long waiting, or there must be frequent crossing points where pedestrians have priority over traffic (e.g. zebra crossings).  

An NZTA training course document includes a graph setting out the relationship between delays for pedestrians and traffic volumes.  The graph identifies a waiting time of less than 5 seconds as excellent, and more than 10 sections as a major concern and unacceptable in all situations.  For a normal road with no adjustments to assist pedestrians (such as kerb extensions), unacceptable delays will occur at around 400 cars per hour (average).  Excellent will be achieved at around 100.  

If we assume that most traffic will occur over a period of 16 hours (6am to 10 pm), then even the lowest vehicle volumes predicted by NZTA for the coastal route (at Paekakariki) will still be too high to achieve excellent levels.  Given the width of the road and the lack of traffic lights to break traffic into blocks, it is likely that even there delays will be in the unacceptable range.

At Mana, with over 20,000 vehicles per day, the NZTA course material makes clear that unacceptable delays cannot be avoided without special provision such as pedestrian crossings.

Where special crossings are needed, the road will still present a severance issue for the community.  Having to walk to such a crossing will frequently add to the distance that needs to be travelled to get to destinations, and creates a perception of separation.

Traffic speeds must be slow enough to reduce the risk of collision and reduce the risk of injury posed by collisions

The same NZTA documentation includes a graph showing the likelihood of fatality for a pedestrian hit by a car moving at different speeds. Up to about 25 kph the risk is negligible. At about 70kph the risk is almost 100%.  So open road speeds pose a significant risk to pedestrians.

In addition, the faster the traffic, the more likely a collision is, for two reasons. Firstly, pedestrians will find it more difficult to judge whether a crossing is safe, and secondly, the car driver will have greater difficulty braking in time if they see a pedestrian in an unsafe position (e.g. a child running into the road).

It is because of this relationship between speed and safety that Wellington City has been reducing speed limits in town centres to 30 kph, and in shared streets to 10 kph.

The proposed consent conditions do not require that there be any reduction in speed limits on the coastal highway.

Traffic must be slow enough and reduced enough to seem part of the community rather than an alien presence

This is a more difficult to measure and predict, but an equally important factor in assessing the effect of roads.  Where cars that are moving slowly through an area, their drivers can interact with pedestrians – make eye contact, adjust their behaviour to fit with what is going on around them, etc.  In those circumstances they will not seem an intrusion, provided the traffic volumes don’t create the delay problems discussed above. In fact some researchers would suggest that in those circumstances traffic can add to the sense of vibrancy, and contribute to things like the sense of safety.

But at higher speeds or higher volumes, and particularly where the traffic is “through” traffic that is simply trying to get past the community rather than being part of the community, such positive interactions will be difficult or impossible, and pedestrians will simply see cars that are imposing delays, noise and pollution, not people.

Roads must be designed with pedestrians as the priority users, rather than cars

For example zebra crossings treat pedestrians as the priority, while underpasses or over-bridges treat cars as the priority.  At Paremata, for example, the only safe way to cross the road between the residential area and the railway station and coast is via the over bridges.  This means that pedestrians must climb a steep hill (particularly difficult for mothers pushing prams, very young cyclists, wheelchair users, the infirm), and go a longer distance than the direct crossing would be.  

The road must not create a significant visual, physical or aural barrier through the community

If the road makes it difficult to see the part of the community on the other side (e.g. because of width or road infrastructure), makes it difficult to cross to the other side, or makes it difficult to hear what is on the other side (or even what is immediately around the walker), it will sever the community. 

This can be seen clearly at Paremata.  Imagine a mother standing on the inland side and trying to communicate with a child that has just got off the train at the station.  A cellphone would be the only practical option.  The road is very wide and has a number of infrastructure features that make it difficult to see the railway station from the opposite side.  It would be impossible to call, given the traffic noise. And to cross requires a detour across and over one of the bridges. If the road was instead a grassy park, seeing, calling and crossing would all be easy.

A shopping centre would also create a barrier, but a centre would be seen as part of the community, not an alien intrusion.  And good design would preserve sightlines of the coast, direct walking routes, etc.

It is impossible to imagine that TGM will change the situation in Paremata at all, given the predicted traffic volumes (44,100), unless the road was pushed underground.

And even in Pukerua Bay, vehicle numbers are still high and no changes to the road are proposed in the project to overcome the existing severe severance issues.

Conclusion

So in summary, the changes that the project is designed to cause on the coastal route will not in themselves remove the community severance problems created by the current SH1, and at the southern end will be too low to deliver any noticeable benefits at all.  To provide meaningful benefits, the project would have to include major changes to the coastal route, and these would need to be required as conditions of the project.

The changes we consider would have to be made to the coastal highway to allow the transmission gully project to generate benefits for communities along the current SH route are:

Reduce motor vehicle capacity and road width

Motor vehicle capacity should be reduced to a two lane road.  Any greater capacity will induce traffic and make crossing difficult.

Convert excess road capacity to active modes and amenity uses

Where the current road is more than two lanes, the excess capacity should be used to:

•
Ensure that lanes are wide enough to allow a car and a cyclist to occupy the same lane. This will greatly increase the ability of slower or less confident cyclists to ride safely in traffic, keeping them off the footpaths.

•
Create separate cycleways where that is appropriate, particularly where there is significant use by young cyclists (e.g. routes to schools) or difficult grades.

•
Create wide and well designed footpaths that can be used by pedestrians, mobility scooters and other similar users.

•
Provide amenity features that will make the routes more attractive for walkers and cyclists, such as shade trees, seating and signage.

•
Carry out landscaping that will make the areas seem more like quiet residential areas and less like a major highway.  This will greatly improve traffic behaviour.

•
Provide developments that enhance visual and practical connections between the transport corridor and adjacent features, such as the coast and other natural features, shops, community facilities, etc.

•
Ensure that rural roads without footpaths have very wide shoulders that offer a comfortable walking environment.

Ban heavy vehicles

Heavy vehicles that do not have a local destination should be banned.  These vehicles contribute the majority of vibration impacts, significant noise pollution, diesel fumes, and pose a significant drag hazard to cyclists and pedestrians that deters inexperienced cyclists and use of rural roads by walkers.

Set appropriate speed limits

As has now been accepted in Wellington City, speed limits in shopping centres should be 30kph.

The same speed should also apply in areas with significant recreational use, such as where the road directly adjoins the coast between Paekakariki and Pukerua Bay, or near schools.

There should be a 50kph or less speed limit in all other areas where there is significant residential development or high recreational use.  

There should only be limited areas of open road, only where the area has a strongly rural character and there are no significant pedestrian movements across the road, and only where wide shoulders can be provided.

Change intersections and road arrangements to facilitate local traffic movement

Where there are important destinations adjacent to the corridor, traffic movements into and out of those destinations should be easily made and prioritised over through traffic. This would include townships (e.g. Paekakariki), recreational destinations (e.g. QE Park), public transport nodes (e.g. Paremata railway station), and also where there are significant local roads that enter the corridor (e.g. the Paekakariki Hill Road). In many cases the current arrangements make those movements difficult at times of high traffic flow.

Where the current SH arrangement makes vehicle/cyclist or pedestrian movements between parts of communities difficult (e.g. from parts of Pukerua Bay to the beach, from Pukerua Bay railway station to Muri) these problems should be corrected.  

Ensure that pedestrian and cyclist facilities encourage residents to use their local environment, recreational assets, shops and community facilities by making journeys to these pleasant and safe.

Change the corridor environment to reduce the “highway” feel

Where the corridor enters a major township (e.g. Pukerua Bay) there should be a clear “gateway” sending a signal to motorists that they are now within a township and should behave accordingly.  This would not be things like speed signs, but rather things like landscaping, sculptural features, etc to signal the change in environment.

Road design, speed limits, signage, parking facilities, lookouts, etc should encourage exploration of local features by people using the corridor for transport purposes.  

Why TGM would still not be acceptable in its current form

Even with those changes to the coastal highway included as conditions on the consent, TGM would still not be acceptable as a transport project because:

•
It increases overall road capacity, inducing traffic

•
It is too expensive, depriving other transport projects of needed funds

•
The benefits (e.g. of having an alternative route) could be provided by a far smaller road built to a lower standard

•
A smaller road that wasn’t designed as an expressway could be designed to avoid many of the serious impacts on the environment. For example it could have bridge crossings that reduced impacts on streams. It is the expressway standard that is driving some of the worst environmental features of TGM.

Given that there are better alternatives available, the designations for TGM should not be granted.

Given the size of the impacts of the TGM and the lack of benefits, the consents should also not be granted.



I / we seek the following decision from the board of inquiry (provide precise details including the general nature of any conditions or changes sought):

Decline all the applications
Wish to be Heard

Please indicate below whether you would like to speak at a hearing for the Transmission Gully proposal. Use a clear tick in the appropriate box below (√)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / we do not wish to be heard and hereby make my / our submission in writing only (This means that you will not be advised of the date of the hearing and cannot speak at the hearing)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / we wish to be heard in respect of my / our submission (to speak at the public hearing) (This means you can speak at the hearing. If at a later date you decide you no longer wish to speak at the hearing you can withdraw from being heard)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 If others make a similar submission, I / we will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing. (This is only for parties wanting to be heard) 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 I / we intend to call expert witness(es). Please indicate the disciplines of expected expert witnesses. (If you do not tick this box, you can change your mind later and decide to call experts to give evidence in relation to your submission, provided you do so in time to meet any procedural direction the Board of Inquiry might make.)
The disciplines of my expected wintess(es) are related to walkability and pedestrian issues:
	Ellen Blake
	31 October 2011
	     
	     



Signature
Date
Signature
Date
(Signature of submitter, or person authorised to sign on their behalf is required. Note signature is not required for electronic (email) submissions. If this is a joint submission by two or more individuals, each individual’s signature is required.)
Additional Important Information

Information Updates

Correspondence from the EPA to submitters will be sent by email, or hard copy, as noted on the second page of this submission form. All information will also be available on the EPA website

http://www.epa.govt.nz/Resourcemanagement/tg/Pages/default.aspx
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Amended 01 October 2011 EPA0074

