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See further notes at end
From http://ecan.govt.nz/GET-INVOLVED/HAVE-YOUR-SAY/Pages/draft-annual-plan-2011-12.aspx 
All pagination per pdf (subtract 6 for text version)

P 12 “The four “well-beings” 

Community outcomes are aligned to social, economic, environmental and cultural well-being.
COMMUNITY OUTCOM S 
SOCIAL ‘Living the good life in Canterbury’ 
Those factors that enable individuals, their families, hapu and communities to set goals and achieve them – such as education, health, the strength of community networks, financial and personal security, rights and freedoms and levels of equity.
(The lack of AT infrastructure prevents the free choice of safe walking and cycling thus limiting healthy choices. Additionally personal security is not supported, the right to choose is not supported and there is not equity in allocating transport funds.)

ECONOMIC ‘Prospering in Canterbury’
Those factors relating to the capacity of the economy to generate the employment and wealth necessary to provide many of the prerequisites for social well-being, such as health services. 
(Over reliance on motorized transport saps the economy of much needed capital and spending while contributing to deterioration of personal and community health.)

 ENVIRONMENTAL  ‘Caring for Canterbury’ 
Those factors that relate ultimately to the capacity of the natural environment to support, in a sustainable way, the activities that constitute community life.
(Over reliance on motorized transport diminishes the capacity of the natural environment and is unsustainable. Community life is diminished as congestion and roading act as barriers to human scale community development and socializing.)
CULTURAL ‘Vibrant, exciting Canterbury’
Those factors that encompass the shared beliefs, values, customs, behaviours and identities reflected through language, stories, experiences, visual and performing arts, ceremonies and heritage.”
 (Culture requires access, involvement and funding to thrive. With the public financially stressed and left with expensive isolating motorized transport as their dominant option culture is diminished.)
P 64 “Regional land transport 
The regional land transport group of activities contributes towards the following community outcomes:
 • A strong economy
 • Ensuring that transport and travel needs are met
 • Ease of travel around cities and towns and easy access to shops and other community services
 • Alternatives for moving people and freight
 • People feel safe at all times”

(None of these activities are particularly well aligned with the four well beings.  
The Social well being includes personal freedom, improving health, strengthening communities, providing for financial and personal security and seeks to achieve equity. The focus here is primarily on motorized transport with inequitable allocation of funding. Despite this congestion is undermining ease of travel. Active modes and freedom to choose are poorly supported and those choosing them do not feel safe at all times.  
The Economic well being seeks to generate employment and wealth. Over reliance on motorized transport saps the economy of much needed capital and spending while contributing to deterioration of personal and community health.

The Environmental well being seeks sustainability and support for community life. Over reliance on motorized transport diminishes the capacity of the natural environment and is unsustainable. Community life is discouraged as congestion and roading act as barriers to human scale community development and socializing.

The Cultural well being supports all cultures, values and behaviours. For culture to thrive there must be access, involvement and funding to thrive. With the public financially stressed and left with expensive isolating motorized transport as their dominant option culture is diminished. )

“Environment Canterbury is a joint lead agency with territorial authorities and the New Zealand Transport Agency to identify, prioritise and address the region’s land transport needs, activities and initiatives (Land Transport Act 1998 and Land Transport Management Act 2003).”

Nb: ECan is a joint lead agency. I take it this means they are all equals. Still, ECan could be a strong active transport advocate. 

“Effect on the four well-beings An effective transport network enhances social well-being through meeting people’s transport and travel needs. There are also benefits to the region’s economic well-being through the efficient movement of people and freight. Lower relative levels of fossil fuel consumption reduce emissions (particulates and greenhouse gases), reducing environmental impact. There is no negative impact on well-being.”
P 65 Our activities, work programs, 
Land Transport Programme results being sought:

“Meeting the Regional Council’s statutory obligations under the Land Transport Management Act 2008.” 
Key activities to accomplish this  
“Strategy Convene, Chair, administer and provide technical advice to the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee, its working groups and the Canterbury Active Transport Forum. 
Adoption of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy 2012-42. 
Adoption of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Programme 2012-15.”
“Planning & Consents 
Providing strategic land transport input to proposals by territorial local authorities, the New Zealand Transport Agency, and private developers to ensure the integrated transport and land use objectives of the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement and the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy are achieved. 

Monitoring 
Monitor and report progress on the implementation of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy. Monitor and report progress on the implementation of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Programme. 

Operations 
Facilitate the implementation of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy and the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Programme through the co-ordination and administration of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Officers Group and the Greater Christchurch Urban Development Strategy Transportation Group. 

Communicating, educating and advocating 
Implement activities from the Canterbury Regional Travel Demand Management Strategy and the Greater Christchurch Travel Demand Management Strategy to increase the use of walking, cycling, public transport, car pooling, efficient motoring and appropriate alternatives for moving freight Co-ordinate road safety initiatives in association with territorial authorities, the New Zealand Transport Agency and the New Zealand Police”
“Effect on the four well-beings 

An effective transport network enhances social well-being through meeting people’s transport and travel needs. There are also benefits to the region’s economic well-being through the efficient movement of people and freight. Lower relative levels of fossil fuel consumption reduce emissions (particulates and greenhouse gases), reducing environmental impact. There is no negative impact on well-being.”
P 66 Levels of Service  “COMMUNITY OUTCOMES 


LEVELS OF SERVICE (these are the intended outcomes followed by the actions undertaken by  ECan to facilitate)

A strong economy
 Ensuring that transport and travel needs are met 
Ease of travel around cities and towns and easy access to shops and other community services 
Alternatives for moving people and freight 
       People feel safe at all times 

1 Contributing to the planning, implementation and monitoring of a sustainable land transport system for Canterbury 

2 Coordinating regional road safety initiatives”
the actual targets used to gauge success are the same from last year. 85% of their partners (territorial authorities) rate them as doing a good job facilitating the road safety programme and advising.

In no way do these targets actually measure the levels of service nor the key activities. 

A box advises that levels of service performance is now rated on page 22 (28 in pdf) under democratic process. 
P 126 under Assets, apdx 4 reporting capital expenditures to be made in 2011-12 with no details found anywhere “Rail Trail Cycleway 200”,000. 
Notes on the rail trail
the section from Motukarara to Lincoln is a questionable priority (and may not get much use), compared with other cycling improvements.  It may be better that the Trust focus on getting a connection to Old Tai Tapu road (and therefore a more direct link to the City), and also on improving the surface of the existing.  I was riding on part of the rail trail last Sun and noticed several groups of cycle tourists using the (busy) highway in preference.  I suspect that this is due to the fact that the existing surface would be largely un-rideable on a touring bike - a bit tragic really.

Your submission re. the Christchurch Little River Railtrail

I support the inclusion of funding towards the Railtrail cycleway in the 2011/12 ECan draft plan.

The completion of the 50km Hornby to Little River Railtrail will contribute to all four “well beings” targeted in the 2011/12 ECan plan.

What do you want Environment Canterbury to do?
Ensure that there is sufficient funding to construct the Railtrail through Ahuriri Reserve in the 2011/12 financial year and commit to completing the section.

Ensure that there are sufficient ongoing funds budgeted for in the future to adequately maintain the Railtrail through the Ahuriri Reserve.
*******************************************************************************************************

To send a submission to ECan you can:

fill in this form and email it to mailroom@ecan.govt.nz
or fill in this form, print it and post it to:


Freepost 1201

Environment Canterbury

PO Box 345

Christchurch 8140

or you can submit online at http://ecan.govt.nz/get-involved/have-your-say/Pages/draft-annual-plan-2011-12-submission-form.aspx
In preparing the oral I found further resources:

This first report has now been updated with a 2009 version. Notable is the comment that the 2008 report under reported fuel use by as much as 18%. 

Final report

Liquid Fuel Use in New Zealand

Prepared for: Ministry of Economic Development

November 2008

Outcome Management Services Ltd

42 Seaview Rd

Paremata

Wellington  

220 PJ in 2007 equal to Petrol = 1669702489 U.S. gallons / 3.78541178 = 6,320,511,471 litres  
120 PJ in 1974 183% increase overall, 5.55% annual

Projected petrol use for 2010 is 7,432,363,412 x 2.20 = $14,951,199,506

Canterbury contains about 10% of NZ population so spends about $1.5 billion on petrol annually. Most of this expenditure heads straight overseas. 

Dump this unless can do better

2005 petrol price 
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AA Petrol Watch figures price increase Ja 05 to Ja 11 is 172% overall, 28.7% annual

From: Ministry of transport 

 The New Zealand Vehicle Fleet
ANNUAL FLEET STATISTICS 2010

MARCH 2011

ISBN 978-0-478-07228-0
92% of vehicle travel is by light cars and trucks 

From http://www.transport.govt.nz/ourwork/TMIF/Pages/default.aspx 

MOT                   TRANSPORT MONITORING INDICATOR

                         2009 I VERSION 2 FRAMEWORK
This is a great document in as much as it reveals all the categories stats are kept on such as cycle use, infrastructure costs, etc, etc.  It fails in that none of the stats are reported. 

“The Transport Monitoring Indicator Framework (TMIF) provides a national, and where possible regional,

framework for the monitoring of the New Zealand transport system. Led by the Ministry of Transport in

collaboration with the wider transport sector, the framework is also a tool for informing and evaluating

transport-related policies and other work.

The TMIF contains a large set of transport sector-related head-line indicators. The Ministry updates

indicator data on an on-going basis and publishes annual reports based on the information provided

within the framework.

Another annual document, the New Zealand Transport Statistics, reports against the data collected in

the TMIF.

This is the second version of the TMIF. TMIF 2 contains a number of changes from its predecessor, the

biggest being that it is a theme-based framework, not an outcome-based framework as was version 1.

An interactive web-based version of the framework complements this publication by providing access to

the data underpinning the indicators.

The interactive version of the framework can be found on the Ministry of Transport website:

www.transport.govt.nz.”

Search on New Zealand Transport Statistics on their website yielded http://www.nationmaster.com/country/nz-new-zealand/tra-transportation 

This offers lots of stats, but all on a world score card basis which is rather useless. Finding the New Zealand Transport Statistics on their site is not achieved.

The Household Travel Survey link with many stats http://www.transport.govt.nz/research/Pages/LatestResults.aspx
Metro areas that invested heavily in road capacity expansion fared no better in easing congestion than metro areas that did not. Trends in congestion show that areas that exhibited greater growth in lane capacity spent roughly $22 billion more on road construction than those that didn’t, yet ended up with slightly higher congestion costs per person, wasted fuel, and travel delay. 

No citation/source

Every highway project has different effects, but overall the data illustrates that more lanes of highway induce more people to drive more times and more places, until not only is any new roadway oversubscribed but the roadways it was intended to relieve are again backed up. A 1998 Surface Transportation Policy Project titled “If you Built it, They Will Come: Why We Can’t Build Ourselves Out of Congestion” found that 90 percent of new urban roadways in America are overwhelmed within five years.

