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Submission in relation to section 4.6 (Transportation) of the Hamilton City Council 2010/11 Draft Annual Plan.

I welcome this opportunity to submit on the HCC Annual Plan.  In particular I would like to applaud and thank those Councillors for their commitment to championing the rail service, and also HCC staff for their ongoing support to establish a rail service.  I appreciate HCC’s significant efforts to improve  integrated transport planning in Hamilton and the Region, in particular HCC’s as yet unmatched vision in continuing to strive for the multi-party support required to establish a viable commuter based Rail service between Hamilton and Auckland.
I am a supporter of the Campaign for Better Transport.  CBT represents a growing number of New Zealanders aware of the importance of sustainable, integrated and balanced transport policy on the economy and the environment.  
ISSUE 1: PROPOSED HAMILTON-AUCKLAND COMMUTER/PASSENGER RAIL SERVICES

1.1 The proposed Hamilton to Auckland commuter rail services must be mentioned in this years Annual Plan.  I note there is no mention of these proposed services in the Draft Annual Plan.
1.2.  Residents, businesses and ratepayers of Hamilton have demonstrated through an exceptionally well received petition of 11,500 signatures and through surveys indicate overwhelmingly ratepayers require and are willing to pay a rate for commuter rail services between Hamilton City and Downtown Auckland. The services must be established as soon as possible this calendar year.  The petition was presented recently to our local Members of Parliament and has been tabled for consideration to a select committee in Government.
1.3 I request the HCC to engage in talks with Environment Waikato and NZTA to cover the funding required for a two year trial. HCC should leverage an agreement from Environment Waikato so that it can rate for the train, at least in the catchment area that would be benefit from the services.  I also suggest HCC lobby NZTA to provide at least the normal PT subsidy, or the normal rail subsidy provided elsewhere which is greater than the standard PT subsidy.
1.4. The huge support for commuter trains from the wider community clearly shows that this Draft Annual Plan MUST include funding and planning for:

· Re-opening of the Hamilton Central underground station in preparation for the commuter services in a condition that is secure and modern and will attract usage.

· Spruce up Hamilton Railway Station (Frankton)-improved signage, security cameras, upgraded lighting and parking facilities.

· Investigation of suitable area for a railway station at Claudelands.

· State the amount of funding Hamilton City Council has set aside to help fund a two year trial (in conjunction with funding required from the NZ Transport Agency and Enviroment Waikato).

· Provision for a station at The Base (Te Rapa) to service northern Hamilton residents.

· Provide infrastructure and work with Environment Waikato to provide conveniently linked public transport services to train schedules at Frankton station or at the underground station/transport centre.
1.5. The Hamilton City Council must demonstrate to the ratepayers, residents and businesses that it is a priority that the rail services must start this calendar year.  Not doing so will risk losing the Silver Fern railcars that are currently available from KiwiRail.  If these railcars are used for other KiwiRail services Hamilton City and the region will have a significantly higher investment requirement to commence the service.   Securing the railcars and peak time slots at Britomart Station would demonstrate that the Council is prudent and acting in the best interests of its ratepayers. 

ISSUE 2:  53 (or more) Tonne Trucks:

2.1 HCC should not accept heavier ‘normal purpose’ trucks on its roads. I recommend instead that HCC ban them from local roads, with the exception of existing specialised heavy haulage contractors moving oversized equipment. I recommend HCC promote the introduction of a needed balance in transport policy, funding and regulation to provide Integrated Transport. I would like to see the creation of market incentives to encourage investment in and use of rail to move a significantly larger proportion of freight along key corridors than at present.  I do support a viable truck sector. However, it is preferred that in both the nations and the freight sectors long term interests any gains in productivity should not be at the expense of other forms of transport, or cost transfers to ratepayers, taxpayers and Local Government.   It is noted past weight increases for trucks have always led to demands for greater weight increases while rail is comparatively underutilised and suffers from under-investment. 

2.2 Little credible evidence has been supplied by the Minister of Transport or NZ Transport Agency of the costs imposed or that any productivity savings will be directly provided to the Hamilton City. The only direct noticeable results will be the costs to the City and its ratepayers for providing upgraded road pavements and bridges (as well as advanced wear and tear).
2.3 Heavier trucks represent a very significant transfer of costs onto Local Government transport budgets. An 8 axle 53 tonne truck, according to the fourth power rule, creates the potential for 2.1 times the road damage reducing pavement lifecycles as that caused by a 44 tonne 8 axle truck.   
This cost will be transferred, over time, to Local Government.  Regardless of any debate over how much trucks pay in attributable costs, this represents in any scenario a very significant cost transfer to Local Government of the costs of operating these larger vehicles.
2.4 The method through which truck weight increases have been gained are an unacceptable means of gaining increases in productivity for the truck sector and this factor significantly undermines the unsubstantiated claims of extra productivity they provide. HCC’s detailed submission in 2009 opposing heavier trucks on the basis of cost recovery and safety concerns is applauded. 
2.5 Safety concerns: The Minister of Transport was notified during the submission process that increased truck payloads represent greater danger to other road users than the present situation due in part to increased stopping distances.  Also, despite making up less than 5% of the vehicle fleet, heavy trucks account for approximately 20% of roading fatalities-whether at fault or not due in part to their comparative size.  
2.6 I believe greater road safety is a result of an improved balance of transport policy and funding of alternatives to road transport. Therefore, if Hamilton City Council allows these heavier trucks on its local roading network, the Council will, unfortunately, be seen to be endorsing increased danger to the public. Allowing longer, heavier trucks will be seen to be working against best international practice that improves road safety by encouraging freight to move by rail. 
I wish to thank Hamilton City Council for the opportunity to present this submission.
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