Report 99.538

N«h“ﬁ\w /497 Glo

4 u:‘ M );“ Q,{,,J ,J..al,«l;,b C
—@uww};a 19 . .

/

PSS oA ,L‘ﬂ—v\a-‘}v“‘“""“‘)\)u""ﬁ’“

W +¢ ? M‘LWL‘*
»W h%w H.? to w—ov‘)[c x
gy bdet o QL
W,}a,;w,

Lol -
;"’:_,ru.”,f\‘,_ -~ v’z, D g -

\JW }_ : }‘k J C Hevy @ ,L(Lt PN

V-L—b'kd\m-/_;) AP ;IA *“‘””“‘”’“"A"&' {‘b

L

R

P
L ! . + i
TN WIPU U oVt N Qe 2

LRI ’—Nf;, . ‘5 1, 1 j} et /':f »—m | ¢t ; /’} %"r
5o ,.1 . W,Lm,( ot TSy bl
\ . :
IJ,«; r*irx T K \/3 M—,,
Y L U ISTRONE

car Hlﬂ about you <t your cnvironment

"‘-olo

- A4}
o

N
OUNC



Prom J C Horne, 28 Kainuia Street,

r0: Wl lington Regional Land Tr anslagrtt thorrIjn t{/@?l rreetti ng, 15hSept . 1999
r and, I ngton 5, ph 475 7025

RE: Wellington Regional 'and Transport Strategy 1999-2004 - Sept 1999
Thank you for the document and the opportunity to coment on it.

The subtitle "Realistic Transport Choice"is unrealistic,. The docunent
|(T;nores the reality of our conmtments to the purpose and principles
of the Resource management Act 1991, sgenda 21, and Kyoto Protocol,
and ignores the inevitability of continuing oil price rises. It

i gnores the | essons to be |earnt from auckland - that building nore
roads induces congestion, profligate use of finite fossil fuels, and
i ncreases pol lution.

Foreword ~ page 1

Para 2 - it is NOT a balanced vision, because in the period 1999-2004
It proposes spending $166.5m + on roads, and a nere $52m + on public
transport infrastructure,

Para 3 - there is no sign of the change necessary to stop immediately
the pronotion of car use by cancelling all projects which would increase
the capacity of the road network.

Executive Summary - page 2-3

1. The vision is a mrage, because it fails to state when the transport
system wi1l becorme environnental |y sustainable,

6, It cannot be argued that the strategy is a new approach to transport
pl anning, when the proposed spending on roads IS well over tnree tines
more than on public transport infrastruciure, This neets the wants and
objectives of the roading |obby, but NOT the essential objective of
environmental sustainability. It is the same old, tired, failed,
businesss - as -usual transport planning, with the suggestion that

road pricing mght be used to fund increases in road capacity.

6b. It does not "valance the provision of road and public trans ort¥,
fOn the contrary, it proposes spending well over three tinmes nore on the
or mer .

Context - page 4-6
Regi onal Policy Statement - page 5

18e, It conflicts with bullet point 1, because by spending nore on
roads than on public transport infrastructure, it wll increase the
use of non-renewable fossil fuels, _ .
It conflicts with bullet point 2 because the proposed roading proH ects
wi Il encourage dispersed devel opment, and increase the adverse effects
of transport on human health, public anenity, and water, soil and air,
and ecosyst ens, ,

76 .Environmental | npact -~ page 13

This statement is correct, yet the strategy proposes spending far nore
on roads than on public transport infrastructure, so greenhGuse Qgas
pollution Wi || i ncrease.

(bj ective 5- Sustainability - page 35

156. ..."'oOperates in a manner that recognises"... is clunsy, Wy not.
say "meets"? "Supports an optinmal demand for energy"™ i s gobbl edegook.
It should say "Reduces the use of non-renewabl e energy".

Thene 5.1: Minimise the inpact of transport on the environnent

159. CO, em ssions. "Think gl obal I1y,_ act localiy", W are all responsible
for qur% | ngll C2 emissions.- NOW. This strategy will increase CC2

em ssions. It needs radical revision. all the projects which wl| increas
the capacity of the road network nust beelimnated, because each would
result in windwmcea traffic", and therefore increased CO2 em ssions.



page 2

160, Hwis it that no nention is made of the nost effective way to
decrease the inpacts of the transport system on the environment, that is
increasing the use of public transport???

Corridor Plans: overview - page 37 - , ,

1 have added up the proposed spending on. roading and on public transport
infrastructure for the period 1999-2004, and used the figures in this
paper,

Concl usi on

The docunment is fatally flawed. It seeks to Please as many voters as
possible, rather than nove our transport systemtowards environmental,
social and thus economc sustainability for the benefit of this and
ALL FUTURE GENERATIONS.,

J C Horme



