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SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT DISCUSSION PAPER

for a

NEW PLANNING SCHEME FOR THE SUNSHINE COAST

GENERAL APPROACH

Development Watch (DW) enthusiastically supports the thrust of the Sustainable Transport Discussion Paper (STDP) regarding the desirability of reducing the use of motor vehicles.  However, we are concerned that in its approach to the matter Council has not adequately addressed unreasonable downsides of relinquishing motor vehicle usage.  We feel that Council must address these to maximise community support for decreasing reliance on motor vehicles.  

There seem to be two assumptions in the STDP.  The first is that significant adoption of alternative transport within the community will and must occur.  The second is that this will be a “solution” to current and predicted problems associated with motor vehicle usage.  DW believes that Council should factor in some legitimate impediments to usage of alternative transport and then assess a realistic targeted level of decreased motor vehicle usage.  These impediments are of course distinct from a simple unwillingness of motorists to change their mode of transport. This distinction could be described as the difference between reasonable use and overuse. 

These impediments include –

· carrying shopping bags and other heavy items to, on and from public transport;

· using public transport in wet weather;

· the additional time out of a day spent using public transport particularly where a change/changes in transport must be made to complete a journey;

· removing flexibility of travel times;

· unreliability of public transport owing to a variety of causes: eg staffing levels, union strikes, bad weather, inefficiencies, accidents, breakdowns; 

· distance from alternative transport drop off and pick up points;

· need to accommodate the elderly including stops at/access to retirement homes.

SPECIFIC ISSUES

Population Growth

In many of the draft policy documents released for public comment by Council there is either an implied and/or apparent acceptance of the population growth targets required by the South East Queensland Regional Plan (SEQRP).  This is contrary to the Council’s asserted public position.  

In this discussion paper the acceptance is both implied and apparent.  For example, in Section 2.1 it is implied, simply referring to the SEQRP’s estimate of population growth to 500,000 by 2031.   However in Section 3.2 there is a more definite statement:  “It is expected to increase from 295,000 in 2006 to approximately 500,000 in 2031.” It does not bring to the reader’s attention that there is a legal requirement under SEQRP for the Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC) to plan for accommodating 497,000 people by 2031, or that the SCRC is opposed to that requirement.  In fact the expectation is not disputed at all.  Accordingly, the Strategy does not indicate any effective opposition or what action needs be taken for Government to cede significant ground on this issue

Publicly, the Council has expressed strong resistance to the SEQRP population growth requirement.  For example, on 10 December 2009 in the Sunshine Coast Daily under the headline “Bob prepares for war over Coast’s growth” Mayor Bob Abbott was quoted as saying that the Government had “denied its planning responsibility to address a population imbalance which would have 80% of the state’s population living in the south-east corner within 10 to 15 years if nothing was done about it.”  DW considers it is imperative that Council’s opposition to the SEQRP population growth targets are reflected in the draft policy documents.  

Section 3 - Challenges

Regarding Challenge 3 – Shifting Unsustainable Travel Behaviour, DW believes the fifth point regarding independence and flexibility of a motor vehicle is the most important and should be elevated to the first point.  In addition, the impediments we have listed above should be acknowledged in this section.  If they were it would be clear that the present heading of 3.3 is somewhat provocative as it indicates that regardless of reasons, usage of private motor vehicles is unsustainable travel behaviour.

In relation to cycling, it should be acknowledged that age plays a significant part in the wisdom of people travelling by way of cycling.  DW does not believe it is realistic to think that most of the aging community, say over 50, who are not presently cyclists will transfer to bike riding.  

It should be perhaps acknowledged that the environmental implications of motor vehicle usage referred to in various places in STDP eg 3.1 and 3.3 could be mitigated by the development of vehicles with environmentally friendly propulsion. 

Section 5 – Strategy Statements

In 5.8.2 Key Challenges, point 4 is opaque to the point of disguising the issue involved.  “Introducing new parking policies with charging regimes and time controls for the most part previously not experienced” is in fact about dissuading motorists from using motor vehicles because they will have to pay for parking.  The point should be transparent about that. There are other examples of obfuscation throughout the document. 

SUMMARY

Development Watch requests the following enhancements be made to the Sustainable Transport Discussion Paper:

1. Council’s opposition to the SEQRP population growth targets be clearly enunciated;

2. impediments to the use of alternative transport be recognized;

3. the independence and flexibility that is offered by private motor vehicle use be recognized as the most important reason for resistance to public transport use;

4. limitations on the use of bicycles by older members of the community be recognized;

5. the likely development of vehicles with environmentally friendly propulsion be acknowledged; and

6. the discussion paper be edited to remove any impediments to readability.

Yours sincerely,
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