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Investment strategy scenarios for GPS 2021

Reason for this
briefing

To seek further decisions required for preparing a draft GPS 2021.

Action required

November 2019.

Discuss outstanding areas at your meeting with officials on Menday 18

Deadline 18 November 2019.
Reason for We are scheduled to deliver a draft GPS 2021 by*8 Decembeér 2029. This
deadline paper seeks further decisions to supportsthe development of the draft GPS.
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Purpose

1.

This briefing is to confirm your preferred strategic direction for GPS 2021 and seek your
views on some of the assumptions and steers needed for preparing a draft GPS 2021. This
briefing covers:

1.1. Cost pressures that may impact GPS implementation

1.2. Initial advice on Funding Assistance Rates

1.3. Regional Improvements funding assumptions

1.4. Coastal shipping activity class options

Comment

2.

Through discussions with officials and Associate Ministers you/made significantprogress
towards your preferred investment strategy for GPS 2021.

Officials will turn this into a draft GPS but will need to work closely with NZTA on some of the
detail required. To enable this, there are some outstanding questions and assumptions
where it would be useful to know your views. They are. summarised if'this paper, and
supported by detail in the attached A3s.

Your priorities for GPS 2021 fit within revenue foregasts if Future of Rail contributions are
reduced

4.

The attached A3s translate the steers you have_provided into a summary strategic direction,
covering your discussions withsMinister Genter and\Minister Jones and highlighting any
areas that you have not signalled as priorities'for GPS 2021 (annex 1 and 2).

Your office has indicatedhatyou maysconsider reducing indicative NLTF contributions to
implement the Futute of Rail from $223 million per annum to $100 million per annum. This
means $23 millien per annum codld besput towards other priorities. The scenarios set out in
this briefing assumewou are cantentto take this approach but we will confirm this with you
when we mieet om18 Novemberi2019.

Two séts of corresponding<draft activity classes have been supplied. They reflect low (annex
4) andyhigh/(annex 3),investment scenarios, depending on where you set your level of
ambition"dn some,of your investment areas. More investment will allow a greater level of
ambition, whereas less investment will provide for small, limited improvements.

Current revenuetforecasts, plus reduced Future of Rail contributions, can accommodate the
fow scenarie."Phasing of Let's Get Wellington Moving (LGWM) is still to be decided. This
mayhelp smooth pressure over the course of the GPS, but is unlikely to affect overall
available investment as you still wish to meet the commitment in full.

Youhave signalled that you do not wish to pursue Petrol Excise Duty (PED) and Road User
Charges (RUC) increases at this time and will see how natural increases in vehicle
kilometres travelled affect revenue. We could put wording in the strategic direction and
design the upper end of funding ranges so that if revenue increases, the GPS would enable
NZTA to deliver to a higher level of ambition. Communication would need to be carefully
managed so that it is clear to councils that the high end of ambition would only be achieved if
revenue increases.
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Considerable pressure will remain on the NLTF and this may affect delivery

9.

10.

11.

Whilst the priorities you have selected just fit within revenue forecasts on paper, you should
note that the figures are only estimates. Actual costs are only determined when an NLTP is
set, projects are confirmed for funding and business cases are completed. Even then, cost
increases are common as infrastructure projects get under way.

Furthermore there are known cost pressures that may call on the NLTF:

10.1. If Cabinet fund public transport subsidies through the Green Transport Card-there
would be a $2 million to $4 million annual call on the NLTF to cover administration
and increased patronage.

10.2. The NLTF agreed to set aside $1 million per year for three years to'fund Supefgold
card subsidies. Due to patronage growth, NZTA suggest this coulddncrease to $8
million per year. We are working with NZTA to understand,the materiality ef the
funding issue and we will provide further advice if required. NN

10.3. GPS 2021 signals on state highway designations, Spatial planning, and coastal
shipping may fund initial work/business cases‘for Jlarge infrastrueture projects. This
may set the expectation that funding te,carry out thosedarge projects will be made
available. Current revenue forecasts do netinclude provision=to fund such projects. If
NZTA brought such projects to light,you gould seekisuppert through:

10.3.1. budget bids
10.3.2.the PGF
10.3.3. any future rate rises in thedNLTF.

By signalling prioritiesithiat could use,all available revenue, NZTA may still need to make
trade-offs within the ‘'strategic direction you have set to cope with the known cost pressures.
You should beyawate that this maywmean delivery does not go as far or fast as you may
hope, if revenue'were higher’(Creating more flexibility for the NZTA to meet pressures and
fund newfinitiatives). From™another perspective, the tight envelope could encourage NZTA to
find efficienciestand/or innevate in order to meet your delivery expectations. You receive
NZTA guarterly reporting, which will show progress.

Funding '‘Assistance Rates (FAR) could be altered so that councils can get local priorities
over the,line by contributing funding

12.

You have'directed the Ministry to consider changes to the FAR policy for GPS 2021. We
have considered your objectives for this purpose to be:

12.13¢C epSuring a mode neutral approach — incentives of the current FAR policy may distort
delivery of the best solution from a mode-neutral perspective

12:2. those who benefit from a project should contribute to its cost

12.3. giving further buy-in for councils to plan for and contribute to the development of
urban state highways
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Changes to FAR policy can also have possible implications for NLTF revenue. For example,
a lower FAR for state highways would require a local share, therefore reduced NLTF funding
requirements.

While FAR is an NZTA policy setting, Ministers can set criteria for how it is set. This is
seldom used — the last time was in 2008 to increase the FAR for community-led initiatives.
FAR settings have only been subject to small changes since the 1920s, and the high-level
settings (such as the 100 percent funding for state highways) have never changed. . The
previous review in 2012—-2014 gradually implemented changes over 2015-2019, and the
changes were mostly limited to ensuring the distribution of FAR between differentregions
reflected demographics and affordability. Local government has been highly/engaged with
any FAR policy review, because small changes can have significant impacts‘@n councils’
expenditure requirements.

The Ministry agrees that changes to FAR policy could potentially helpte progress your
objectives of ensuring mode neutrality, ensuring those benefit contribute ‘appropriately to
projects, and council buy-in to 100 percent FAR projects.

However, it is unlikely that FAR can help to make the GRS 2021/more affordahle4n previous
engagement with local government, we have heard that'counieils havedimitedicapacity for
additional investment in transport. Current local government investment in projects that are
co-funded with the NLTF is $1.1 billion per year, and‘over 50 percent of this goes towards
local road maintenance, with the rest contributing to public tramspert,‘walking and cycling,
and local road improvements. Without increasing,thé $1.1 billien‘envelope, we would be
limited to changes to how the existing contribution is distributed:.

We know from previous experience that'setting criteria that could change FAR policy will
create significant nervousness far localhgovernment. Fhe primary concern for councils is
around whether the policy change could theoretically‘increase their transport funding
requirements, or change the system that they are used to. We would therefore not
recommend considering such changes without'therough engagement and analysis, which
cannot be achieved insthe, timeframes for GPS 2021.

There are other ways tovachieve yourjobjectives through the GPS, which we are currently
looking into fusther, For example, the GPS 2021 can direct the NZTA to work with councils to
find proposals similar to previous cityadeals that involve local contribution to projects that
would typically have a 100-percent,FAR. We will provide you a briefing on this and detailed
adviceson FAR'itself in the eeming weeks.

Under the current assumptions,for the strategic direction, the regional improvements activity
class is low

19!

20.

21.

The'regional improvements activity class was created in GPS 2015 to improve the transport
level of sérviceioutside of major metropolitan areas to support regional economic
development, Under the current definition Wellington, Auckland, Hamilton, Christchurch,
Tauranga and Dunedin are excluded as they are major metropolitan areas.

Underyour draft strategic direction for GPS 2021, the regional improvements class would be
mainly consist of activities that now fall under the Road to Zero, and therefore would feature
inva safety activity class (if one was set up — OC 191000 will refer).

You expressed State Highway Improvements for urban growth outside Auckland and
Wellington as a priority. Working with NZTA, we have interpreted this to be additional state
highway regional improvement works. This may include activities like building reliable access
to West Coast, port access and improvement in Napier or and town centre upgrades in
Northland. Actual activities would vary and would depend on the level of funding that you
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22.

signal within a range of $112 million to $1.12 billion over 10 years. These activities could fall
into the regional improvements class, if spent outside major metropolitan areas. However if
you follow the recommendation for the low scenario (which fits within forecast revenue) it
would provide $0 million to $20 million annually for the regional improvements activity class.

On Monday 18 November 2019, officials would like to discuss with you:

22.1. whether we have correctly interpreted your ambition for State Highway Improvements
for urban growth (as per paragraph 17). If our interpretation was correct we ¢an
refresh the activity classes to include this decision in the regional improvements
activity class (attached activity classes place it in the state highway ifnprovements
class until we have confirmed your aim).

22.2. If your aim was more akin to re-evaluated state highway projeets, then this would
require a higher level of investment (likely $500 million at/a minimum). If yéu addthis
to the low scenario, then it would exceed current revenue forecasts.

22.3. your views on whether the regional improvements class under thelew scenario.

We want to know if you have views on how to reflect coastalshipping_ in aetivity classes

23.

24.

28.

26.

You have confirmed that support for coastal shippingyissa prioritysfor inclusion in GPS 2021.
We will work with NZTA on designing how thiswill werk in practice.(O€191094 provided on 7
November 2019 refers). There are options farrhow'to reflect coastal shipping funding:

23.1. Adding funding to an existingactivity class sueh as investment management, and
expanding the definitions_to include coastalshipping

23.2. Adding funding to severalexisting activity classes, and expanding the definitions to
include coastal shipping

23.3. Making a dedicateéd coastal shipping activity class, with funding only shown for the
first three years.

If coastal shipping is part of anather activity class it may be crowded out by other activities,
or more coastal shipping may be funded instead of other activities you have signalled. You
could request specific coastal'shipping reporting from NZTA if you wanted to have
transparency. If there are notunany applications for funding related to coastal shipping, then
having thefunding within‘another activity class (not a dedicated class) would mean NZTA
could tise surplusfunding on other activities, without requesting a transfer between activity
classes.

A dedicatedhactivity class would make coastal shipping stand out as a new feature, be
transparent about funding available, make clear that it is only for first three years with further
degisions to be made later and people’s expectations would be set appropriately.

Wenwvould like to discuss with you whether you have strong views on the activity class
options for coastal shipping. Each option has merits and your choice will depend on your
underlying aim.

Next steps

27.

Following discussions with you on 18 November 2019, we will draft your preferred strategic
direction into a full GPS or we will return for further discussions pending your availability on
19 November, 20 November and 25 November 2019. We will draft a GPS 2021 for you to
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review on 3 December 2019. In order to meet deadlines for cross-party consultation, we will
need your changes by 5 December 2019.

Recommendations

28. The recommendations are that you:

a) agree to the strategic direction and investment level corresponding Yes/No
to the “low” activity classes and set out in the red box on the A3 !
b) discuss the regional improvements activity class with officials /NO &
c) discuss your views on a dedicated coastal shipping activity class o] Q~
d) note the NLTF cost pressures that will still remain under th O
investment scenarios

e) note our initial advice on Funding Assistance Ratesgfan 2
further advice will follow 5
Helen White Qg

Manager, Investment Team

MINISTER’S SIGNATURE: N O
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Annex 1: Strategic direction of GPS 2021 — based on your choices (decisions required on scale)

Better Travel Options Improving Freight Connections

* 40% reduction in Deaths
and Serious Injuries from
Road to Zero strategy.

* 70% of improvements will
take place outside
Auckland and Wellington.

* Focuses investment on a
package of improvements
backed by evidence.

This could be an activity class
and/or a priority programme
with a target spend (drawn
from across activity classes).
See Briefing for options.

e DSl reduction happens
gradually over time,
meaning a higher
aggregate level of DSI
over 10 years than if the
programme was ‘front-
loaded’.

*  Road safety strategy does
not improve broader
safety outcomes, for
example personal
security improvements or
removing road/rail level
crossings.

Base allows continuation of public
transport services and underway major
walking & cycling initiatives.

Auckland Transport Alignment Project
(ATAP) & Let’s Get Wellington Moving
(LGWM) support major progress in
quality of travel options in those areas.
These could be priority programmes
with target spend.

National Land Transport Fund (NLTF)
share if councils introduce wage floor for
bus drivers.

Investing in State Highway
Improvements for urban growth outside
Auckland and Wellington (we could
explore joint funding between councils
and NZTA). Note discussion needed on
your aim (see briefing).

Supporting delivery of mode shift plans
in Hamilton, Tauranga, Christchurch &
Queenstown can be flexed to meet
available revenue:

o $1.1 bn —Cost-effective mode shift,
smaller-scale improvements to PT and
walking/cycling, early years focus on
business cases to determine best |
solutions to growth. \

o $0.55 bn — Limited, small change.

Focus on bus lanes and bus shel}ek\

Remaining gaps

Progress in achieving mod hift uts}de )
Auckland and Wellingten.is dent
on level of investment.

fast or transformat
Unable to fund.maj

Christc @
planniQ
likely to s on busi

determining best solutions so could be a
priority for ne review).

No fare reductions (pressure on the NLTF
if Cabinet pass Green Card).

No specific provision to support tourism.
Passenger rail only within LGWM and

ATAP. This aligns with the upcoming Rail
Plan.

T
7

* Base allows maintenance of roads
to their current state — NZTA deem
this to be low and would suggest
more funding is needed to improve
these.

* Freight improvements in Auckland
and Wellington are possible from
ATAP/LGWM funding & State
Highway Improvements for urban
growth —although that is not a
major focus of these programmes.

* Rail network investments support
rail continuing to be an option for
moving freight. Future of Rail will
have an activity class and be a !
priority programme with target
spend.

* Coastal Shipping infrastruct '
projects, start-ups@n fes < :
(mode shift may mited). TK

1al oven3 years,and

would be a @
should show, through Region
Land Transport Plans, ifsthere is
demﬂ&' future fee
&hr opti!ns.

Et(.lgnprovement to inter-
\xional road freight (e.g. state
ighway upgrades, High
% Productivity Motor Vehicles
network expansion).

* No major supply chain changes
(e.g. growth of Northport).

* No major reduction in harm from
freight (e.g. emissions, noise
reduction etc.).

* Little progress in urban freight

efficiency outside Auckland and
Wellington.

Improving freight connections for
economic development

IMPROVING FREIGHT
CONNECTIONS

v

In‘your strategic direction you can also:

» Encaurage join-up between NZTA, the Ministry’s Portfolio
Investment Approach and National Infrastructure Commission to
make sure state highway designation work is carried out in advance
If projects relate to safety, resilience or urban growth

» Encourage innovation in investments made in GPS 2021

«“:Be clearer about NZTA'’s role in helping councils make RLTP’s they
are proud of, and ensuring they appropriately set councils’
expectations

» Encourage NZTA to invest in projects that contribute to multiple
priorities

» Highlight that tourists will benefit from improvements to urban
centres, safety and crucial road routes.

GPS 2021 will not include investment to back up:

« Improving the Transport Evidence Base ($0.1 billion)

* Resilient and reliable metropolitan rail additions

» Capacity for growth in Wellington and Auckland on the rail network

» Targeted reduction to public transport fares ($0.325 billion)

» Funding noise remediation ($0.15 billion)

+ Additional state highway maintenance investment ($0.5 billion)

+ Regional development initiatives ($0.4 billion to $3.2 billion)

» Optimised state highway maintenance and re-evaluated state
highways ($0.5 billion- $5.3 billion)

« Integrated ticketing (~$0.4 billion over 10 years - rough estimate)

+ Coastal shipping subsidies (cost not modelled)

» Other potential priorities e.g. environmental investment

» Walking and cycling improvements beyond finishing existing
projects, ATAP and LGWM, small improvements in high growth
urban areas

» Specific Auckland funding after 2028 above base (note, this will
not be realistic. ATAP funding after 2028 is currently under
discussion)

ou may wish to recommend these as future Budget initiative




Annex 2: Summary of strategic
direction against revenue

Total spend 2021/22-2030/31 (Sb)

$48 billion forecast revenue — assumes no rate
increases beyond 2020.

$570 million remains after Future of Rail, LGWM,
ATAP, Road to Zero, and base spend.

50.0

40.0

30.0

20.0

10.0

o

‘ can j
)

ﬁ)u wish to support $794m to $2.4bn additional activities \
» Coastal shipping ($30 million to $40 million over 3 years)
* Living wage for bus drivers
» State Highway Improvements for urban growth excl. ATAP & LGWM
e.g. reliable access to West Coast, port access and improvement in
Napier, town centre upgrade Northland. ($112 million to $1.12

billion over 10 years)
* Modeshiftin Tauranga, Hamilton, Queenstown and Christchurch e.g.
bus EEe , bus shelters, Walking & cycling, business cases determine
lion

k f eds ($55 $1.151 billion over 10 years)
'

enue but there are limitations

If you redute FoR commitments to S1bn then the “low” scenario fits
wit%‘ venue forecast — pending discussion about our

inter,

ion of your aims for State Highway Improvements for
Growth outside Wellington and Auckland.
se figures are only estimates and there are still known pressures
%utside your control e.g. SuperGold Card.
The NZTA will need to balance delivery of these activities against any
cost pressures that arise during GPS 2021 implementation. /

How this reflects feedback from Associate Ministers

Minister Jones’ priorities are reflected in:

a) The base (expenditure in regions)

b) Coastal shipping

c) Future of Rail

d) Road to Zero (70% improvements outside Auckland & Wellington)

e) Parts of State Highway Improvements for urban growth (see above)*

f) Wording on state highway designations that will be added to the
strategic direction

Additional funding outside the main urban centres could include activities
that support jobs/economy, i.e. more HPMV routes capability, resilience
protection for key primary produce routes, etc. This would need $400m to
$3.2 billion so has been excluded.

Minister Genter’s priorities are reflected in:

a) Coastal shipping (may build groundwork for mode shift)

b) Future of Rail (mode shift contribution)

c) Road to Zero

d) LGWM and ATAP

e) Modeshift in Tauranga, Hamilton, Queenstown and Christchurch

GPS 2018 boosted investment in alternatives car use. GPS 2021 priorities
are more concentrated and bring in coastal shipping and heavy rail.
Therefore funding ranges for walking and cycling will be lower. For $100m
per year we could match 2018 funding ranges in walking and cycling.



Annex 3: Indicative draft activity classes— scenarios based on high ranges (this would require additional revenue)

This table shows what the activity classes could look like to support this scenario.
The scenario is for illustrative purposes only, to initiate the GPS 2021 ‘investment story’ development. It is not a recommendation.
We have included some annotations to highlight key decisions that need to be considered, and will advise you in future advice in more detail where changes might need to be considered.

& Public transport
Change GPS 2021 funding ranges (high scenario) Forecast funding ranges spend is sufficient
AL from GPSI"5021/22 [ 2022/23 [ 2023/24 [ 2024725 [ 2025/26 | 2026/27 | 2027/28 I_zoz;/zs_ 2029/30 | 2030/31 ’ to deliver existing
S R e e S S R el e enices, ATAD
770 760 790 760 760 780 810 680 LGWM, plus $25m

Public transport 560 550 580 550 560 570 590

310 320 320 400 410 430 450
120 120 130 160 160 170 180
220 210 210 110 90 85
145 140 140 70 55
430 380 390 400 400
180 160 160 170 170
0 0
0 0

1550 . .
1250 In this scenario,

Road to Zero is
delivered across

490

per year in other
cities.

o ~ .A+TAP commitment ends
- ‘ in 2027/28. The first
— decade (with $16.3b
commitment) ends

here, which is why some
funding ranges are An element of state

lower from this point. highway improvements
expenditure would
happen in regions, and
could be funded through
the regional
improvements if you
want to ring-fence

- multiple activity fundine f :
s classes. Future unding for regions.
1 hoc0 advice will show it as

870 910 950 980 1020 its own activity class.

% 1' n this scenario, the
AN o)

Rapid Transit

25
15

Walking and cycling improvements

Local road improvements

Regional improvements

3

State highway improvements

Road policing

(o2}
(%
(=2}
(%l

Promotion of road safety and demand management

'
(%
S
(%l

(o]
3
(o]
[o2]
o

State highway maintenance

~
(S
~
w
o

D D D a e aaa
m:

Local road maintenance 760 780 60 880 900 930 950
650 670 30 750 770 790 810
Investment management 80 85 0 95 95 95 100 100 . P .
y 70 ) 80 85 85 85 The Rail activity class includes
- 560 8 110 105 105 105 105 105 $100m per year for Future of
N 265 180 50 50 50 50 50 50 Rail, ?r.\d comp.letlng the
o, New 0 0 0 0 0 0 Transitional Rail projects.
oastal shipping 0 0 0 0 0 0

The difference between the upper and lovrer furiding bands use the same assumptions as GPS 2018,
combined with the estimated mid-roints for inis scenario —we will review these for our next advice.

* Coastal shipping low end of ra r 3yfears) —no additional funding in later years. See Briefing paper for options.

* Living wage for bus drivers funded in full the public transport activity class

* State Highway Improvements for urba this funded at the high end of the range ($1.12 million over 10 years) — this consists of investment in areas outside of ATAP &
LGWM. Examples of kinds of investment include, SH improvements to unlock urban growth, reliable access to West Coast, port access and improvement in Napier, town centre
upgrade Northland

* Modeshift in Tauranga and Hamilton, Queenstown, Christchurch at the high end of range ($1.15 billion over 10 years) — you said you wanted to progress rapid transit in
Hamilton and Tauranga, focusing on buses. At the high end of the range NZTA could make considerable progress with mode shift.

* Walking and cycling improvements from ATAP, LGWM and high growth urban areas.

Key features of this scenario
nge (S40 million o



Annex 4: Indicative draft activity classes— based on low ranges (this just fits within forecast revenue)

This table shows what the activity classes could look like to support this scenario.
The scenario is for illustrative purposes only, to initiate the GPS 2021 ‘investment story’ development. It is not a recommendation.
The annotations from the previous slide also apply, and we will advise you in future advice in more detail where changes might need to be considered.

GPS 2021 funding ranges (low scenario) Forecast funding ranges

LERSEIE 2021/22 | 2022/23 | 2023/24 | 2024/25 | 2025/26 | 2026/27 | 2027/28 | 2028/29 | 2029/30 | 2c50/3.
$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m
Public transport 750 740 760 730 740 750 770 650
P 540 540 560 530 530 550 560 470 3 B

310 320 320 400 410 430 450
120 120 130 160 160 170 180
175 170 170 90 70 60
115 110 110 55
420 370 380
170 160 160

0 0

0 0
1450
1150

Rapid Transit

Walking and cycling improvements

Local road improvements

Regional improvements

State highway improvements

Road policing

Promotion of road safety and demand management

State highway maintenance

Local road maintenance

Investment management

4 dEdE At IE gt At R IR

Rail
Coastal shipping New glz 3 1: F
* Coastal shipping low end of range ($30 piilli ver 3 years)—noadditional funding in later years. See Briefing paper for options.
* Living wage for bus drivers funded in
» State Highway Improvements for urban growth funded a d of range ($112 million over 10 years) — investment in areas outside of ATAP & LGWM, examples of
kinds of investment: reliable access to West Coas ccess and improvement in Napier.
* Modeshift in Tauranga and Hamilton, Queenst Christehurch at the low end of range ($552 million over 10 years) — you said you wanted to progress rapid transit in

Hamilton and Tauranga, focusing on buses rather than,light rail. At the low end of the range NZTA would apply best practice to public transport planning by focusing on
small-scale improvements first. This would most likely be on small bus shelter improvements and bus lanes. Planning work and business cases are yet to determine what
larger scale solutions may be required for the future of these areas.

* Walking and cycling ranges are lower than in GPS 2018.



GPS 2018 activity classes — for reference

GPS 2018 funding ranges

B AR 2018/19 | 2019/20 | 2020/21 | 2021/22 | 2022/23 | 2023/ 4Foz 1/25 | 2025/25 | 202¢/27 | 2027/28
Sm Sm Sm Sm Sm S I Sm
public transoort 630 700 710 740 770
P 460 510 520 540 560 :
. . 310 300 150 710 780
Rapid Transit 60 60 30 290 320
. . 95 120 145 115 120
Walking and cycling improvements 60 30 75 30
Local road improvements 230 350 430 420
P 90 150 180 180
Regional improvements 140 180 190 200
J P 50 70 80 80
. . 1550 1150 650 500
State highway improvements 1200 00 500 350
Road policin 360 0 420 430
policing 320 3 370 380
Promotion of road safety and demand 60 75 0 110 110 110 115 115 120 120
management 50 75 75 80 80 80 85 85
state highway maintenance 720 740 750 770 790 810 830 850
ghway 600 10 630 640 660 670 690 710 730
Local road maintenance 720 90 710 720 740 760 780 800 820 840
600 620 630 650 660 680 690 710
Investment management 7> 80 80 80 80 85 85 85 85
g 5 65 65 65 65 70 70 70 70 75
Transitional rail 175 205 185 120 40 30 5 0 0
40 95 85 55 15 10 0 0 0
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