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Mayor and Councillors 
COUNCIL 

25 JANUARY 2011 

Meeting Status: Public 

Purpose of Report:  For Information 

PROGRESS REPORT ON EXPRESSWAY OBJECTIVES:  
MACKAY'S CROSSING TO PEKA PEKA 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1 To provide an update on progress against the project objectives approved by the 
Council for the proposed MacKay’s to Peka Peka Expressway.    

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION 

2 The Council’s significance policy is not triggered.   

BACKGROUND 

3 In August 2009, the NZTA initiated a consultation process on two alignment 
options from MacKay’s Crossing to Peka Peka and one alignment from Peka 
Peka to north of Ōtaki.  On 9  September, the Minister directed NZTA to consider 
including the “third” option of using the Western Link corridor for the 
expressway in the consultation process. A revised set of proposals was released to 
the public on 1 October 2009. 

4 The Council adopted its submission on 15 October 2009 (refer paper DP-09-716), 
and presented it to the NZTA Board on 31 October 2009. On 18 December 2009 
the NZTA Board announced that it had decided that the Expressway alignment 
south of Peka Peka would follow the Western Link Corridor (termed the 
Sandhills Expressway).   

5 At a meeting on 25 February 2010 the Council considered the invitation from the 
New Zealand Transport Agency (NZTA) to become a member of the Alliance 
being set up to develop and construct the Expressway between MacKay’s 
Crossing and Peka Peka. On the basis that involvement in the Alliance would 
provide a better opportunity to advocate for the community, the Council agreed to 
membership of the Alliance subject to a number of criteria detailed in that report 
(DP-10-806.)  

6 The relevant resolutions from that meeting were: 
 

That the Council enter into discussions with NZTA with a view to becoming a 
member of the Alliance, with membership subject to: 

a. Milestones for re-assessment of Council’s involvement being 
agreed, the first of which is agreement of the project objectives; 
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b. The Council’s automatic right to withdraw following any decision 
by NZTA Board to overrule a decision or recommendation of the 
Project Alliance Board; 

c. Protocols being adopted by the Alliance which recognize and allow 
for the Council’s duty to work in a transparent manner with the 
community and tangata whenua; and  

d. The Council having no liability for any costs arising from the 
Alliance contract, excluding the Council’s own direct cost of 
participation. 

 
That the Council prepares, in consultation with the community, its own set of 
project objectives to be taken forward for negotiation with the Alliance. 
 
That the Council notes its intention to work constructively with NZTA on the 
design of the chosen designation. 

 
7 Following this meeting a series of public workshops and meetings were held to 

develop draft project objectives. The objectives were presented to the Council on 
22 April 2010 for consideration and approval. (Report DP-10-870 refers.) The 
Council resolved to join the Alliance structure but made clear that at key 
milestones it would act as a submitter into the process.  Negotiations then 
occurred between Council and NZTA, with final objectives adopted 16 
September 2010 (Report SP-10-1024).    The objectives were subsequently 
adopted as Guiding Objectives for the Alliance Board.  These are attached at 
Appendix 1.   

 
8 The remainder of this paper briefly reports on progress against these objectives.      

CONSIDERATIONS 

Progress Against Guiding Objectives for Alliance Board 

9 The following section contains a brief assessment of progress against the final 
objectives adopted by Council in September 2010.  Objectives on Local Planning 
and Urban Form have been grouped together as many points are common to both 
objectives.    

Objective 1: General    

Comment 

10 This objective is primarily concerned with process.  The two issues which have 
required discussion are:  

 ensuring that the objectives adopted under the Resource 
Management Act framework do not collapse the matters covered in 
the Guiding Objectives for the Alliance Board to a level of 
generality that is meaningless.   In September 2010, the Council 
made clear that while Guiding Objectives are broader than matters 
that may be considered under the Resource Management Act 
(RMA), it expects the RMA objectives will be derived from, and 
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include sufficient detail, to reflect the intent of the relevant Guiding 
Objectives.   

 ensuring the multi-criteria assessment process is structured such 
that it links to the Guiding Objectives, with consistent weighting 
applied through the iterations of the process.   

11 Consistency is important as final assessment of options will be based on these 
assessment systems.  Work on the Memorandum has not yet commenced.    

Objective 2: Tangata Whenua 

Comment 

12 There has been a good process of relationship building and dialogue between the 
Alliance and the Takamore Trustees and it is understood that a wider Te Ati Awa 
working group has been established.    

.  
Objective 3: Levels of Service (road corridor)  

Comment  

13 Clause 3 (b) refers to the points at which the local network interacts in some way 
with the Expressway.  ‘Intersection’ is used to refer to a point at which the local 
network and the Expressway cross (but do not necessarily join) and the intention 
of this clause is to ensure a good level of connectivity, movement and flow is 
achieved at those points. This is a broader meaning than ‘interchange’ which is a 
road layout mechanism, e.g. on and off ramps, bridges, traffic lights, which 
allows the safe and efficient movement of opposing transport modes at the 
primary intersection of Expressway and local traffic. 

 
14 At this stage the level of confidence in the levels of service objective being 

achieved for local roads is relatively low.  This partly due to the timing of the 
work in that general Expressway alignment issues have been the focus of the 
current phase and in part due to the transport network model having been in 
development stages, i.e. combining the Kapiti transport model with the Peka Peka 
to Otaki model developed by Opus. While Council officers have supported this 
move they are still concerned at the limited zoning system (in the model) and 
network representation in parts of the local road network.  The coarseness of this 
approach is making the task of identifying local road network issues at the day of 
opening and in future years difficult.  

 
15 There is concern that there is not yet recognition of the importance of the need for 

the local road network being sufficiently detailed in the modelling work to allow 
adequate review of the impact of the expressway on local roads. These are 
important issues and if they are not addressed there is a risk that the community 
could inherit a local road network that performs at a lower level in terms of 
function and maintenance than could be expected at time of opening or in the 
future. These issues need to be addressed in the next phase and it is important that 
the modelling work and assessment information is improved.    

 
16 The assessment of the old State Highway, the need to design down to a local 

arterial as part of the project and to assist with tools to manage development 
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pressures has been recognised as important to the Council.  It has been agreed to 
commence this work earlier than previously planned.  It is encouraging to see 
some attention to planning for the future of the existing SH1 at this relatively 
early stage of the project and it is very important this continues, and that there is 
similar attention given to work on assessing (and planning for) the effects on the 
local network.  It is worth noting that on other projects there has been relatively 
poor recognition of the impacts on the local community of inheriting an ex-State 
Highway route which has not been made fit for purpose. 

 
17 Unless this work is advanced in parallel with the Expressway planning and design 

there is a risk it will not be included in the project when preliminary and detailed 
cost estimates are prepared.  This could mean  the work will not be funded fully 
from the project budget but will be funded from the NZTA State Highway 
budget, leaving the community with an expensive legacy, or an unsatisfactory 
local road network for some years to come. 

18 In terms of Clause c) (travel times), work to date has involved the selection of a 
series of origins and destinations (O-Ds) and the (old) model times between these 
shows that journey times for these would improve. However, it is the view of 
Council officers that a network diagram showing changes in times on all links 
should be developed to understand how traffic patterns and delays on the existing 
network may change and therefore what local road improvements e.g. changed 
priorities at junctions may be required at the opening of the Expressway.  At this 
stage, there is insufficient information available to demonstrate that Clause (c) 
may be achieved.  

 
19 Overall considerable further work is required before clauses (b) and (c) can be 

assessed in any detail. The alignment work that has been undertaken to date has 
looked at the Expressway and immediately affected local roads.  This has to be 
considerably broadened to ensure that local roads are being given the level of 
design and evaluation that is expected. 

 
20 Discussion on opportunities to reduce congestion in Waikanae town centre and at 

Elizabeth Street level crossing has not specifically been addressed.  This process 
will commence in the next month, given the PAB agreement to bring the work on 
SH 1 forward.   

 
21 In terms of using 2026 as the test year, this is underway but in the objectives 

there is an expectation that service levels will be maintained into the future and 
this needs to be kept to the forefront.  

 
22 Some flexibility around interchange design has been evident in the work to date 

but detailed designs have not been presented for consultation at this stage, so this 
is difficult to assess. This will be a very important consideration for the next 
consultation period. 
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Objective 4: Connectivity  
 
Comment  

 
23 The most significant change from the alignment proposed in September 2009 is 

the inclusion of interchanges at Waikanae (Te Moana Road) and Paraparaumu 
Town Centre.  The September 2009 proposal explicitly excluded the local 
communities from access to the Expressway for local trips between the two 
communities.  It provided no new opportunity for access across the Waikanae 
River.  The proposal for an interchange at Otaihanga and the consequent starving 
of the Paraparaumu Town Centre of direct access had been previously identified 
by Council in its submission of having significant economic and social impacts 
on the community, as well as raising the possibility of environmental and growth 
pressures in the Otaihanga area.    

24 This change was by no means a foregone conclusion going into this process. The 
very significant advocacy on the part of the Council and very importantly, the 
willingness of the Alliance partners to consider alternatives, has led to a major 
improvement in functionality for the local community.  However, there are 
consequences of the inclusion of the Te Moana Road interchange which will need 
to be addressed.  These are discussed below under Local Planning and Urban 
Form.    

25 In terms of other opportunities for greater connectivity north/ south there has 
been limited consideration of opportunities for left on/ left off between Poplar 
Avenue and Te Moana Road.  Council staff have undertaken some sensitivity 
tests on the network that show additional left on/ left off access could be added 
within the main urban area while maintaining the inter-regional function.  This 
issue needs to be more explicitly addressed in the process.    

26 Most of the existing local roads connections will be maintained in their current 
location. There is a concern that in some areas the focus is more on ensuring 
basic access (via the closure of roads and creation of cul-de-sacs with slip roads) 
rather than good quality connectivity.  This particularly refers to Smithfield Road 
and proposed connections in the Ferndale / Waikanae North to Peka Peka area.   

27 It is encouraging to see the local area movement survey being carried out to 
capture details of non-vehicular movements and this information will be useful 
outside this project. It is expected some of this detail will be provided at the next 
consultation stage.  Given the longstanding plans and priorities of this community 
and Council, it is good to see the statement ‘We seek to include new 
opportunities [for local connections] where appropriate’ (p.4) in the consultation 
brochure. However, this is not as strong as the statement in the objective, ‘All 
existing  and proposed …’ The Council will need to keep reiterating this message 
to ensure future connectivity options are properly explored. 

28 It is important that Council continues to support maintenance of east/west 
connections on whole route. Cycleways and walkways in Paraparaumu are 
particularly at risk of being lost. This particularly refers to informal east-west 
links across the Western Link Road alignment corridor which the local 
population uses. Any loss is negative effect given the position of walkways and 
cycleways in the user hierarchy in the Transport Strategy, and the severance this 

 Page 5 of 13 



will create.  It is important that there be a focus on retaining a greater level of 
connection in this area in the next stage of design work.    

29 More attention needs to be given to international best practice to improve the 
integration of adjacent land use and adjacent networks. The focus of design 
criteria (design speed, grade separation of junctions, lane width and number of 
lanes) and on the overall impact of actions on costs, has resulted to date in a  
relatively limited exploration of that integration.    

Objective 5: Resilience  
 
Comment 

 
30 The ability of the community to use the expressway for local trips will increase 

local resilience in an emergency, should the old SH 1 Bridge be out of action.  
Minimising barriers to east/west movements will also protect ability to move 
around the urban area.   

 
Objective 6: Delivery Programme 
 
Comment  

 
31 There is concern that pressure to lodge the Notice of Requirement etc. with the 

Environmental Protection Agency before the end of 2011 will have a negative 
effect on the quality of assessment and design and may lead to decisions to 
exclude components of work not directly associated with the expressway, e.g. 
local road network including existing SH1.   

 
Objective 7: Property Impacts  
 
Comment 

32 Fifteen properties are directly affected by the western alignment at Te Moana 
Road and 32 properties are affected by the Eastern alignment.  Twenty-eight  
properties are affected by the preferred route at Raumati South.    

33 Council has continued to advocate strongly that land-owners should be given 
certainty about impacts as early as possible.   It has also argued that consideration 
should be given to full property purchase of those properties where only a small 
portion of the property may be needed for the designation but where it will have a 
significant negative impact on residents.  In addition, Council has argued for 
consideration of purchase of property outside the designation where there may be 
the need for a significant buffer zone between the Expressway and residences to 
mitigate degeneration of residential areas, e.g. along the expressway route west of 
Arawhata Road. 

Objectives 8 and 10: Local Planning and Urban Form  
 
Comment 

 
34 Generally the decisions to date about interchange design and access to the 

Expressway are consistent with Council’s growth/development management 
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strategy of compact form, containment, structured release of land and efficient 
infrastructure investment.  Further information has been requested on the likely 
change in access travel times to allow development pressures to be better 
estimated 

35 Detailed interchange configuration is yet to come. Compact interchange 
footprints will be helpful in protecting surrounding land uses e.g. rural land and 
urban properties. 

Waikanae North 

36 The existence of the Expressway through the Waikanae North area has a 
profound negative impact on the Low Impact Urban Area south of the Waikanae 
North Urban Edge and Eco Hamlets to the north of that Urban Edge.  This 
development area was intended to provide for a large number of new households 
with a sustainable design approach.  There is a fundamental impact which splits 
the area in half (reducing the level of function and amenity) and taking up a 
significant amount of land set aside for sustainable urban development.   

37 The proposed movement of the alignment away from the designation in some 
areas in order to avoid the covenanted wetlands (and most other wetlands) and 
preserve more developable land is important.  However, considerable work is 
needed to maintain connectivity and to deliver on a high level of mitigation in 
terms of landscape, ecology, noise, etc.  At this stage, the question of whether 
low noise seal on the corridor through this area will be included is being assessed.  
It is important that the design process recognises that this will be a residential 
area in the future and ensure noise mitigation methods are used at the outset.     

38 More work is needed to ensure the desired level of connectivity is provided in 
this area and to ensure closer fit with the District Plan requirements and the 
intended structure of this area (even with the major impacts of the Expressway). 
The provision of the road connection through private land parcels between the 
existing State Highway and the current Ngarara Road, as set out in the District 
Plan will continue to be a fundamental requirement for any land development.   It 
is extremely important that further work is carried out in this area to address 
connectivity. 

Impacts on Centres 

39 As noted earlier the placement of the interchange at Paraparaumu will support the 
wider Paraparaumu Town Centre and adjacent areas.   More work is needed on 
internal linkages to ensure a logical traffic flow to the part of Paraparaumu Town 
Centre that borders the existing State Highway One, including the passenger 
transport hub at the railway station.  The bridge over the Wharemauku Stream 
must be designed to enable the future extension of Ihakara Street. 

40 Parts of Paraparaumu Town Centre and the whole of Waikanae Town Centre are 
economically vulnerable in terms of through-district traffic being diverted along 
the Expressway rather than along State Highway One, and potential loss of 
spending in those town centres as a result.  Some of the spending that stays within 
the district is likely to want to relocate, for example, the part of Paraparaumu 
Town Centre adjoining the current State Highway One could lose business to any 
establishments that locate in the vicinity of the Kapiti Road interchange.  Again, 
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clear signage and perhaps encouragement through a “Tourist Route” along the 
existing State Highway One could help address these risks. 

41 Waikanae will potentially suffer a greater adverse impact if the Te Moana Road 
interchange draws economic activity away from the current town centre. Early 
activity/investment in identifying the potential impacts and working to promote 
the town centre (similar to that proposed for Ōtaki) is important. This would be 
part of wider Waikanae Town Centre planning and, as the Council has done for 
the existing SH1, it would be worth pressing the Alliance for this area to be given 
early attention as part of the broader definition of ‘the Project’. 

42 Uncertainty or delays in design, timing of project approval and subsequent 
construction might result in reduced, or at best deferred, private investment in 
businesses and properties potentially leading to degradation and depressed 
activity in the town centres. 

Severance  

43 The Expressway introduces a major barrier to people moving east/ west on formal 
and informal routes.  For example, the capacity to cross the Expressway will be 
less than that available to the community across the existing State Highway.  This 
will require people to travel longer distances to access points, all of which will 
have a time cost and a direct travel cost if people are forced to use vehicles.   

44 There is the potential for social isolation for less well-off communities, or people 
with limited physical mobility.  The Expressway will have an economic effect on 
housing values adjacent to it, the level dependent on the quality of mitigation 
work that is undertaken.   Poorer households are more likely to end up living in 
these properties.  The issue of connectivity was also noted in the Chamber of 
Commerce submission in the September 2009  as imposing some economic costs, 
simply in terms of travel time.   For these reasons it is important to avoid 
situations where pockets of residential/ commercial development are isolated and 
to maximise connectivity.   

45 In addition to road connections (discussed earlier), the following needs to be 
addressed in the next phase of work:  

• maintenance of key informal CWB connections, e.g.  

• near Raumati South School; 

• between the Arawhata Road and the Te Roto Drive area.   

• Expressway overpasses need to be designed to preserve access, safety and 
amenity along CWB corridors, such as along the Wharemauku Stream (both 
sides) and Waikanae River (both sides), and along local roads Raumati Road, 
Mazengarb Road, Otaihanga Road, Ngarara Road, etc. 

• local road connections and/or existing CWB connections could link existing 
communities from east to west (e.g. Leinster Ave to Matai Road) and/or 
south to north (e.g. Poplar Ave. to Raumati Road) 

46 As noted earlier, work on assessing these connections is underway.  There is a 
risk that the fall back position will be to maintain only the existing ‘formed’ 
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east/west access points.  The Council has argued that the full range of 
connections needs to be considered and that there should be investment in 
east/west pedestrian and cycling access, irrespective of whether it is currently 
formed or linked to a road crossing.  It is important that Council continues to 
emphasise this issue.   

47 Statements on alignment and access to date seem to be consistent with objectives.  
The second consultation round in May will be the critical test of how ell these 
objectives, in particular, have influenced the next stage of design.   

Objective 9:  Design and Safety 

Comment  

48 RONS Design Standards and Guidelines have been developed by NZTA 
nationally, outside the current Alliance process.  It is not clear how much weight 
they do carry as, for example, they have not been referred to in the Peka Peka to 
Otaki project or Transmission Gully project. No further details of what these 
might be for the Expressway has been given or has been discussed.  

49 No comparison of the standards to those for KiwiRap 4 Star roads has been made 
so it is not possible at this stage to know if the project is being designed 
appropriately against Objective 9(a).   

50 Council officers have consistently reinforced the design requirements for local 
networks. There is concern that local character will not be maintained where any 
local roads crosses the expressway.  

51 There is ongoing dialogue, which is positive, regarding Council requirements to 
meet this objective. However, parallel work underway on what is a first cut of the 
project cost / scope, is raising concerns that 9(c) may not be fully delivered from 
a design perspective.  It is important that the Council continues to press for high 
quality design outcomes for the old State Highway and elsewhere.    

 
Objective 10: Stormwater and Groundwater 
 
Comment 

 
51 As the current stage of work mainly relates to horizontal alignment of the 

Expressway there is not yet great detail regarding stormwater design. Once the 
decision has been made about the Expressway going under or over existing roads, 
the vertical alignment will be adjusted to try and balance as much as possible the 
cut and fill volumes of the earthworks. The corresponding high and low points 
will then determine the layout of the stormwater treatment and disposal systems.  

 
52 Management of stormwater run-off is likely to be a major design problem for the 

project and it is important that the Council emphasises its requirements.   The key 
issues for continued Council focus are:  

 
 

 Hydraulic neutrality policy 
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As a result of constructing impervious surfaces there will be an increase in the 
amount of runoff with the greatest increase being on sand dunes. It is a 
Council requirement that this increase in peak flow is attenuated on-site before 
entering the receiving environment.   

 
 Filling in of ponding areas:  

The filling in of ponding areas has the potential to make flooding worse for 
adjoining properties. A possible mitigation for this is compensatory storage. 

 
 Obstruction of overland flow paths  

During significant storms flood water leaves the normal channels and enters 
into “secondary” flow paths. Secondary flow paths must be maintained. 

 
 Stormwater contamination  

There is an issue of contamination coming from vehicles and entering the 
ecosystem via runoff. These contaminates need to be collected and treated 
before they enter streams and water courses. 

 
 Impacts on groundwater  

There is an issue of the impact of the movement of groundwater east to west.  
This will need to be carefully assessed and mitigated where necessary.  
 

 Excavation of peat 
The removal of peat and replacement with sand will allow for groundwater 
flow where previously none existed 

 
 Compaction of dune sand 

The compaction of dune sand will reduce ground water flow which will have 
upstream effects. 

 
Stormwater Design Philosophy 
 
53 Work to date identifies various design standards and in particular a new NZTA 

Standard called “Stormwater Treatment Standard for State Highway 
Infrastructure” which appears to be a “modern thinking” “best practice” 
document which should ensure suitable methods are used in the design, 
construction and maintenance of the new expressway from a stormwater 
treatment and disposal perspective. 

 
54 It is reassuring to note that the Alliance have identified in the geotechnical 

section, the impact of removing peat as part of the earthworks. This will be one 
area where adjacent properties will be affected unless care is taken with the 
design and construction of the works.  The Alliance should undertake pre- and 
post-construction monitoring to allay any concerns adjacent property owners may 
have.  Care should also be taken in addressing the effects of compacting dune 
sand as this may alter ground water conditions as well. 

 
55 The Alliance has proposed a modelling protocol which sets out the process for 

quantifying the effects of the expressway and working out how any effect, that is 
more than minor, will be mitigated. The details of this are still to be confirmed 
but it is hoped that it will result in a process that all parties have confidence in. 
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There may be some rural catchment areas where Council does not have sufficient 
information at the moment which will mean additional work will have to be 
undertaken to determine the “before” situation. 

 
Paraparaumu Town Centre 
 
56 The Alliance design team have been informed of the stormwater and flooding 

issues in the Town Centre area. They have acknowledged the current alignment 
will remove flood storage from the Wharemauku flood plain which will need to 
be provided for in some way.  They are also aware of the new road connection 
adjacent to the stream which will have an impact on the structure they will need 
to design and construct at the Wharemauku crossing. 

 
57 It is likely that wetland areas will be used to treat and store stormwater runoff 

from the expressway and in the vicinity of the town centre these areas could be 
“joined up” with future wetlands which will be constructed as part of the town 
centre development.  

 
Services 
 
58 Work is currently underway in relation to the current and planned assets that 

cross the expressway alignment. Where possible enabling works should be 
carried out as part of the expressway construction, which allows for future 
upgrades and, where necessary, the protection of existing services. 

 
59 An opportunity also exists for the allocation of service corridors for bulk services 

along the Expressway alignment. These corridors could not only be for Council 
services like bulk water and wastewater but also for utility providers like 
telecommunications, power and gas companies.  

 
 

Objective 12:  Environmental 
 
Comment 

 
60 The Expressway alignment, by virtue of its location across undeveloped areas of 

sand-dunes will have a major impact on the remaining sand dune and wetland 
landscape.  This fundamental impact aside, the proposed alignment in the current 
consultation process does attempt to avoid as many wetlands as possible because 
of their valuable ecological function (e.g. Waikanae North).  The trade-off is a 
some impact on the dunes.    

61 At this stage detailed mitigation concepts have not been developed and the focus 
for Council will need to be on identifying alignment options which best serve this 
environmental objective.      

 
62 The proposed alignment avoids District Plan Heritage Register ecological sites 

between Poplar Avenue and Peka Peka, but passes close to many, including high 
value wetlands on the Smith property north of Waikanae. Where adverse effects 
cannot be avoided, they should be minimized and mitigated to a best practice 
standard.  
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63 The proposed alignment crosses many significant waterways including the 

Wharemauku Stream and the Waikanae River. There is a high risk of adverse 
effects on the ecology of waterways and wetlands resulting from Expressway 
construction and stormwater run-off post-construction, not only at crossings but 
in areas draining into waterways or wetlands. Avoiding adverse effects on the 
ecology of all waterways and wetlands should be a core principle of Expressway 
design and construction.  

 
64 The next phase must include significant work on avoidance and mitigation of 

effects on the natural environment.  Council will need to continue to advocate 
strongly for the highest quality design response.   

Objective 13:Value for Money 
 
Comment 

 
65 The formal scheme assessment stage is where much of the work on costs will 

take place,  a phase the project is moving swiftly towards. Information on asset 
condition and maintenance costs for the existing SH1 has been sought but not 
received to date to allow Council to establish potential impacts on Council 
budgets for annual planning and LTCCP purposes. The development of a long 
term funding agreement with the NZTA where additional funding assistance 
would be available at the time of replacement or upgrade in future decades for 
major structures (e.g. Waikanae Bridge and major culverts) will be one way to 
minimise risks.  

 

Financial Considerations 

66 There are no financial considerations.    

Legal Considerations 

67 There are no legal considerations. 

Delegation 

68 The Council has the authority to consider this matter.    

Consultation 

69 Council consulted on the objectives which are the framework for its involvement 
in the Alliance process. 

Policy Implications 

70 There are no policy implications. 

Publicity Considerations 

71 A media statement will be released at the conclusion of Council’s decisions for 
its submission to the process which are covered in the following paper. 

 Page 12 of 13 



Other Considerations 

72 There are no other considerations.   

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

73 That the Council notes the update on progress against the MacKay’s to Peka Peka 
Expressway Guiding Objectives.    

 
Report prepared by:  
  

Gael Ferguson  

Group Manager,  
Strategy and Partnerships  

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Appendix 1:  MacKay’s to Peka Peka Project:  Guiding Objectives for the 
Alliance Board.   
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