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I am Dirk De Lu with Spokes Canterbury, a cycling advocacy group. Good afternoon and on behalf of all cyclists thank you for listening to our concerns.

Spokes Canterbury congratulates ECan for your support of the Little River Rail Trail and the Canterbury Active Transport Forum. Thank you. 
(Little River Rail Trail)
Cyclists welcome the 4km section of the Little River Rail trail through the Ahuriri Reserve & hope it can be tied in with Christchurch City Council’s scenic cycling circuits in the very near future.
The rail trail’s appeal and usefulness can be broadened by improving the surface between Motukarara and Little River. The gravel in this section is really only suitable for mountain bikes. Riders of road and urban style bikes are forced onto the adjacent highway. A fine packed surface or sealing would allow more people to enjoy the trail.  

NZTA funding for this should be sought as it moves cyclists off this stretch of the highway, reducing the need for additional widening and safety works.

An off road link to Cossars/ Old Tai Tapu road will also greatly improve the trail’s usefulness.

In Brief today I will cover several points
· Canterbury cannot afford a primarily fossil fuels based transportation approach. 

· Such an approach is in conflict with policy, stated goals and the four well beings.

· Current adopted transportation policies call for a greater reliance on sustainable and active transport. 

· This annual plan must be realigned to support well beings and policy.

· Spokes offers suggestions for changes to this annual plan.

Quoting the current Travel Demand Management Survey (TDMS); “It is no longer cost-effective to keep building new roads to provide for increasing demand for car-based travel. The most efficient way to use the existing transport network is through sustainable travel.” 
 

Petrol usage in New Zealand has increased at an annual rate of 5.5% since 1974. 

To March 2008 New Zealand consumed $5.4 billion of petrol. 
Canterbury donated approximately $.54 billion of this amount to overseas oil companies in 2010. This is not sustainable and does not return value for money to the local economy.  Many Cantabrians are finding petrol an unaffordable luxury.
(Stated Goals & the Four Well Beings)
The stated goals of the transport section of this annual plan and the four well beings are not well aligned. Nor are even these limited goals achieved.
A strong economy is not supported by the current over expenditure on motorised road transport as either a means to relieve congestion or to achieve economic growth. Motorized transport options shift billions of local spending overseas while leaving us vulnerable to recession any time oil prices go up. 
Transport and travel needs are not well met when people cannot safely choose the option which best suits. 

Alternatives for moving people and freight are not provided by the one eyed acceptance of motorised roading options as the favoured approach. 

People do not feel safe when they widely report that they are intimidated by the lack of safe and inviting infrastructure which would allow them and their children to choose to walk or cycle. 
The stated transport goals are limited, not being met and are not well aligned with the four well beings.  Health, sustainability, personal freedom, culture, community and social components of the four well beings are not even mentioned in the goals.
Current levels of motorized transport are unsustainable. Congestion and roading infrastructure act as barriers to human scale community. 

The dominance of motorised culture diverts billions to its own ends while discouraging alternative transport culture. It is estimated that “free parking” alone costs this country $10 billion annually. 
The four well beings are not well supported by the current focus and are definitely not achieved by an 85% partner approval rating which effectively measures nothing more than acceptance of the status quo. 

The personal and public health impacts of travel choice are well recognized and need to be properly addressed. The specious finding that “There is no negative impact on well-being.” from current transportation approaches remains, at best, unfounded. 

Allowing this Annual Plan to go forward as is sends a clear message that goals, well beings and institutional integrity are simply buzz words. 

(Policy Support)
The 2009 ECan LTCCP voiced support for travel demand management (TDM) promotion and education. It also sought to “Promote the use of walking, cycling, public transport, car pooling and alternatives for moving freight.” (Page 98 ECan LTCCP 2009) 
The current Regional Land Transport Strategy (RLTS) recognized the contribution which active transport can make and set ambitious goals for increasing active transport. Goals which have neither been supported nor achieved.  

The Cycling in Canterbury Strategy offers a clear vision for the role cycling can play, a role which has yet to receive adequate support.
The Greater Christchurch Urban Development Strategy and Action Plan sets goals, the first two are:

· A reduction in the current number of motor vehicle trips made

· Increase the proportion of trips made using sustainable travel options

Policies and strategies calling for greater emphasis on active transport adopted by ECan and by its partners have suffered from consistent neglect. The public promises made have not been honoured. 

The devastating quakes provide the opportunity for active transport to be brought forward to implement these plans and strategies. 
The final Annual Plan needs to make a clear statement in support of policy and the cultural changes which will provide the region with a sustainable and forward looking transport system. 

Changes and specific actions which can make the emphasis on active transport clear: 

· Fund training to develop ECan staffs’ active transport knowledge and skills

· Shift the focus of technical advice to in support of active transport alternatives

· Work with partners at an early stage of plan and project development to achieve effective active transport alternatives

· Provide partners with alternative plans and actions which will better implement the active transport elements of the RLTS

· Insist on comprehensive value for money assessment of roading projects and their active transport alternatives

· Insist on fully developed, integrated and implemented active transport components for all land use plans and proposals

· In conjunction with regional partners develop and implement initiatives which support the Canterbury & Christchurch Travel Demand Management Strategies goals to increase the use of walking and cycling.  
· Develop and implement Active Transport educational and promotional campaigns with regional partners

· Engage fully with active transport user’s groups in developing strategy, investigations, monitoring, promoting and educating

Thank you for your efforts on behalf of sustainable transport. Spokes is hopeful that our suggestions are found to be helpful and are made a part of the annual plan and ECan’s institutional culture. 
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