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Investment Objective Scoring Scale

The scoring has been based on a +3 to -3 scale with 0 typically representing no change from the existing
conditions. The scale is subjective with +3 indicating a high level of benefits and -3 indicating significant
disbenefits.

Scoring Scale
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Notes

e The scoring for connectivity broadly reflects the ease to which access to different activities from Tinwald will
change with each option. The scoring reflects both increased route choices and reduced travel distances.

e For safety, the assessment considers improvements to facilities that will provide safety benefits such as
wider cycle paths or separated paths, reductions in side road delays that will result in less risk-taking
behaviour by drivers. It has been recognised that there have been relatively few serious or fatal injuries
recorded on the existing SH1 corridor over the last five years.



¢ The assessment of travel choice has been based on how individual options increase route choice compared
with the current situation.

¢ Economic prosperity is dependent upon reliable travel times and moderate speeds on SH1 through
Ashburton and Tinwald. The assessment also considers ease of access to SH1 and network resilience.

IDMF Criteria — Scoring Scale

Scoring Scale

Attribute
+3 +2 +1 -1 -2
Environmental S|gn|f|pant Modgrate Mlpgr Minor Moderate | Significant
effects positive positive positive No effect adverse adverse adverse
effect effect effect effect effect effect
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