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About Living Streets 

Living Streets Aotearoa is New Zealand’s national walking and pedestrian organisation, providing a positive voice for people on foot and working to promote walking friendly planning and development around the country.  Our vision is “More people choosing to walk more often and enjoying public places”. 

The objectives of Living Streets Aotearoa are:

· to promote walking as a healthy, environmentally-friendly and universal means of transport and recreation

· to promote the social and economic benefits of pedestrian-friendly communities

· to work for improved access and conditions for walkers, pedestrians and runners including walking surfaces, traffic flows, speed and safety

· to advocate for greater representation of pedestrian concerns in national, regional and urban land use and transport planning.

For more information, please see: www.livingstreets.org.nz  
Submission

We support the three priority areas identified in this GPS:
1
A strong and continuing focus on economic growth and productivity (including repair land transport in Christchurch)

We support and look forward to: 
- journey time improvements for pedestrians and public transport in urban areas
- better accessibility and transport choice

- more people walking, which contributes strongly to economic activity, as well as reducing environmental impact and improving health outcomes
- focus on improving pedestrian safety at key urban intersections.
Walking is a key mode of transport in post-emergency situations, as demonstrated in Christchurch.
2
Value for money – increased expectation in GPS 2012

We support an objective method to determine investment in transport projects generates high value returns; benefit cost ratios are a good first method to do this.  A minimum ratio should be applied to all projects as the first level of decision-making in allocating any funding.

We recommend that more work is done on benefit cost ratios to include fully the benefits and cost of projects accruing to pedestrians and walking, as they are often overlooked in the analysis. 

The funding allocation does not reflect good value-for-money with too much allocated to new high-cost projects rather than in areas with demonstrated good returns, eg increased walking.

3
Road safety 

We support improved road safety for pedestrians. However the funding allocation does not show how this will be achieved.

Vision for transport sector
- the vision should specifically include affordability and sustainability, both important for the new long term focus in GPS 2012

- the use of land transport funding to create and maintain lower skill jobs for 3,000 people is inconsistent compared with the Government approach to reduce other higher-skill public sector employment. Clearly value-for-money here is not in terms of meeting transport system objectives.
RoNS – seven roads have been identified but the rationale for funding infrastructure on many of them do not meet the value-for-money benchmark set in the Budget, where Student Loans with a benefit cost ratio of 0.55 are considered inadequate - some of the Wellington RoNS proposals have a BCR of 0.4. 

It is hard to see how the ‘consensus’ on the role and function of different State Highways is being achieved; the highest volumes of both pedestrian and vehicular traffic is around urban areas, funding for which is reduced in this GPS (in real terms).

We support making explicit what funding is being used for, including safety benefits. We will be interested to see how this translates in projects through urban areas, as benefits for all road users including pedestrians will be expected.

Proposed 3 year funding ranges
We do not support increasing spending on new State highway infrastructure

There are not enough walking projects identified despite the high benefits of increasing numbers walking, for modest funding.
Research funding should be increasing so value for money can be better assessed and project monitored properly.
Travel planning should be maintained and emphasis on including pedestrian/walking in travel demand management should be developed.
