





Aspiration

Level of service is reasonably well defined for Local authority
services since there is an annual public consultation process in
which levels of service can be debated.

Link to economic
growth

Horowhenua District Council believes that an improved commuter rail
service between Levin and Wellington would add value. There is one
train that leaves Palmerston North and picks up passengers in Levin
at 7 am and takes them to Wellington by 8.30am. It returns them to
Levin by 7.00pm in the evening having left Wellington at 5.17pm. We
believe that an additional train in each direction 30 minutes later
would make Levin a more attractive commuter suburb.

We also envisage a stop at Manakau where pedestrians from
Manakau Village and cyclists from Waikawa could make use of the
service.

Improving commuter services means that existing housing
infrastructure (in the Horowhenua) can support additional economic
activity in Wellington

Section 193

It should be noted that your document exaggerates the availability of
a government subsidy for drinking water. The process put in place to
access that funding ensured that most TLAs, including Horowhenua
District Council, were unable to access it before it was cut off on 1
September 2009. We look forward to its reinstatement, because
without it, much of the expenditure that we have forecast in our
LTCCP will not proceed.

Section 344

Horowhenua District Council applauds the objective of removing
unnecessary barriers to infrastructure development.

Section 347

Horowhenua District Council supports consideration being given to
making “outline consents” easier.

Sections 79, 374
and 375.

It is not just over the last decade that we have been under investing
in roading. That has been occurring for several decades. What
makes it worse is that: what investment we have made has not
always been optimal. One of the peculiar features of our prioritisation
system has added to current problems by ensuring that the
investment that was made was focussed on short-term palliatives
rather than a strategic approach. The strategic approach would have
left us in a better position today.

As is noted in section 375 the internal rate of return when the B/C
cut-off is 4 was over 50%. This situation arose from using a discount
factor of 10% on future benefits when calculating the NPV of a
project. This would be appropriate if all projects with B/C of 1 were
being funded, but with a cut-off of 4 the IRR should have been set at
around 5. This would still have ensured that selected projects had an
IRR of well over 10%, but it would also have ranked the projects with
long term benefits more highly.

This must be changed.




