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A number of options to revise the bus network in the outer urban
area of Rotorua were considered.

Revising Service Frequencies

Reducing the frequencies of some of the less busy routes on the
network, such as Route 9 (Springfield), was found to allow the
frequency of some of the busier parts of the network, such as
Route 2 (Polytech), to be increased. Experience from elsewhere
iIn New Zealand, and from overseas, suggests that a half hourly
frequency is the minimum service level required for urban public

CURRENT BUS NETWORK OPERATION AND PERFORMANCE

The Rotorua urban network consists of ten routes, as shown in Figure 1.
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A Figure 6 - Recommended Future Bus Network



