Extracts from my 2005 Western Corridor Submission

John Rusk, Wellington, NZ

…

Supported Aspects of the Plan

The staged approach (first 10 years/second 10 years) is great, as is the decision to (generally) do rail upgrades before road upgrades.  I see that other submitters have already pointed out the benefits of “rail first” during earlier rounds of the consultation process.  I would add that an early emphasis on rail has two additional benefits:

· Firstly, it reduces the overall risk of the Western Corridor Project.  Why?  Because strong public transport will give the Council more “wriggle room” (i.e. more time before road capacities are exceeded) to deal with issues that may arise.  For instance, there may be difficulties consenting the Centennial Highway upgrade [the Council’s state preference at the time of this submission – JR, 2006] and, if those consents cannot be obtained, there may be further difficulties funding the Gully route.  Improved public transport is our best mitigation strategy for such risks.  
· Secondly, early emphasis on rail coincides with the current high fuel prices.  Higher fuel prices will raise rail demand, and they’ll raise it even further if the Council markets the price advantages of rail.
…

Extract 2: Target “Wet Weather Drivers”
A stated goal of the Plan is to “improve reliability (in terms of predictable travel times).”  Currently, travel times are strongly influenced by the weather, with bad weather significantly increasing congestion.
It appears that many regular train users switch to private cars when the weather is bad. 

In the interests of reliability, this problem should be addressed.  An effective transport corridor should allow predictable travel times, even in the rain.

The solution could be very simple [when I presented my submission in person, I was informed that it wasn’t so simple after all, at least, it not in the context of the Western Corridor study – JR, 2006]:

· Imagine covered parking at selected park and ride stations.  The logical candidates would be key stations such as Porirua, Paraparaumu and one of the Kapiti stations. Instead of driving all the way to work, regular train users can simply drive to the station instead.  They can park under cover and walk, still under cover, to the platform.
· Imagine better weather protection at the Wellington end of the journey – perhaps a covered walkway, elevated above Featherston Street.  It would be elevated one or two stories above the street – high enough to clear all traffic and trolley bus wires.  The walkway would run from the station to the intersection of Lambton Quay and Featherston Street, with exits at several points along its length.  Passengers would be protected from wind and rain and they wouldn’t have to wait to cross at traffic lights
.  
Both these ideas look ridiculously expensive, at first.  But compare them to the proposed roading projects!   If we can build two lanes of highway in the sea or construct huge viaducts in the Gully, we can certainly build a footbridge along the length Featherston Street.  

In doing so, we’ll encourage commuters to take the train regardless of the weather. 
Figure 1: Cross Section of Featherston Footbridge (not to scale)
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Walkway only covers the middle 50% of the road, allowing natural light to pass around both sides to the road below
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� I wonder if any statistics have been collected on this phenomenon.  Simply counting the number of free park and ride spaces, on fine days and wet days, would be a quick and informative test.


� Passengers can use the bridge even in fine weather, simply to avoid waiting at the lights.  With no delays at traffic lights, total trip times will be lower, encouraging more people to use rail in all weathers.





