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Further Investigation
Outcomes

Traffic Modelling - Shortlisted Options
The traffic modelling results demonstrates the following:

 When considering the project objectives the western options and
far eastern option (N8) do not generally perform well

« The western options do not provide good access to potential
economic growth locationsdr connectivity to Levin.

« Options that use S6 provide the best journey time saving options
(and thus will have theest safety and economic benefits).

« The eastern options:are much better performing options from a
transport performance perspective and provide much better
opportunities, to fit with the economic growth objectives
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Constructability
« The remaining options (S6, S7, N4, N5 annd N9) were assessed to
better understanding of constructionxisks and thus likely cost.

Due to greater uncertainty and lack)of accessibility, an aerial
investigation was completed fof.'S7 which showed it would

« Traverse highly variablesand incised terrain
* Included a number of&ignificant gullies
« Cross floodplains
In addition S7 travetses a fault line (which was already known)

These conditions\are significantly different to those that exist on
the other corridar options and are reflected in the estimated cost
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Constructability - Southern Options

The MCA, constructability and traffic mo@lmg assessments show

that options that use S7: \?‘
« do not provide the same level ansport benefits as those
that use S6; C§<

are 35-40% more expensige than options that use S6; and,

would (as compared t ) minimise effects on the local
community at Mana%f(although it would still effect the
southern part of anakau heights areas).
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Constructability - Option S7a

During the MCA process the community*members on the PRG
identified an alignment that used the.,southern part of S7 and
then joined onto S6 to the north,;once past Manakau. This was
called S7A.

It would avoid most of the settlement of Manakau (like S7) but
will avoid some of the argdas that cause the significant costs
differences between the“options that uses S7 and those that
use S6.

Accordingly, optiens that used S7A were decided to be
reconsidered and subject to traffic modelling and
constructability assessments
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Constructability and traffic modelling - Opti@@ 7a
Traffic modelling and constructability an?ﬁ%ms of options that use
S7A shows that these options would: v
« provide less transport benefits option S7 (and S6).
« 2km longer than optionséﬁat use S6
1 km longer than thosé&(that use S7.
« cost 22% more than o t’%ns that use S6
« $155m-9% 180n’<§¢ore than S6 options
« options tha@ S7A are $105m-$120m cheaper than S7
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Constructability - Northern Options

« All three northern options achieve the@mect objectives
« No Constructability concerns ide ﬁed

« When assessed there were on%@mor differences in terms of
scale effects
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Tangata Whenua

Additional hui have been held with Ngati Raukawa and
Muaupoko regarding the O2NL prqject

The information and opinion provided at the MCA workshops
was repeated and reinforced,

Confirmed that options to4he west of SH1 and Levin traverse
and effect areas of cultutal significance, including urupa, marae
and land holdings

Concerns about options located to the east of SH1 (and Levin),
were also expressed. However, they advise that as compared
with the westérh options, these issues will be able to be
addressed through design and mitigation.
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Purpose

The purpose of this round of engagement is:
« To outline the options investigated as‘part of the MCA process;
« Explain the MCA process and the atitComes;

« Obtain feedback on the short listed options to help us make a
decision on the recommended‘option;

« Provide information on nexé steps for the project; and
« Highlight that S6 is currently technically best performing.
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Similar approach from last time, |nclud|ng.<<O
« Contact individual landowners \é
« Newsletter C)\?\’

« Community Information Days <<\
« Community and Stakeholderéfoup Meetings

* Project Pop-up Shop, Le,z&izg/

* Online
Q/%
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Community Information Days

Manakau information session: Saturday 10 February, 10am-2pm
Manakau Community Hall, 12 Mokena Kohere Street, Matakau

Koputaroa information session: Wednesday 14 February, 2pm-4pm
Koputaroa Community Hall, 399 Koputaroa Road, KopUtaroa

Levin information session: Saturday 17 February,’10am-2pm
O2NL Project Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Streét, tevin

Ohau information session: Thursday 22 February, 3pm-7pm
Ohau Public Hall, Muhunoa Road West»Ohau

Family Fun Day information session: Saturday 24 February, 10am-4pm
Levin Adventure Park, 93 Oxfotd Street, Levin

Levin information sessionsThursday 1 March, 4pm-6pm
Waiopehu College, 74 Bartholomew Road, Levin

Poroutawhao information session: Wednesday 7 March, 2pm-4pm
Poroutawhao Comymunity Hall, 800 State Highway 1, Poroutawhao

Levin information session: Friday 9 March, 4pm-8pm
O2NL Projeet’Pop-up shop, 183 Oxford Street, Levin





