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Sustainabllity
emphasizes the
iIntegrated nature of
human activities and
therefore the need for
coordinated planning
among different
sectors, jurisdictions
and groups.
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Sustainability

emphasizes the Ei';ffa'
Integrated nature of EEE%”UE:E?'EEM},
human activities and g ter

Public invalverment

therefore the need to
coordinate planning
among different sectors,
jurisdictions and
groups.
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i Current Transport Plannlng
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Current planning tends to be reductionist: each
problem is assigned to a single agency with
narrowly defined responsibilities. For example:

« Transport agencies deal with congestion.
* Environmental agencies deal with pollution.

« Welfare agencies deal with the needs of disadvantaged
people.

« Public health agencies are concerned with community
fitness.

* Etc.
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i Reductionist Decision-Making
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Reductionist planning can
result in public agencies
Implementing solutions to
one problem that
exacerbate other problems
facing society, and tends to
undervalue strategies that
provide multiple but modest
benefits.
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Put another way, more

comprehensive Ask:
planning helps identify “Which emission-reduction
“Win-Win” strategies: strategies also reduces

congestion costs, save

solutions to one consumers money, and

problem that also help improve mobility options for
solve other problems non-drivers.”

facing society.
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Plannmg Objectives Mobility Efficient & Alternative Widen
Management Fuel Vehicles Roads

Congestion reduction v x v
Roadway cost savings 4 x x
Parking cost savings v x x
Consumer cost savings v v[x
Better mobility options v x
Improved traffic safety v x v[x
Reduced pollution v v x
Energy conservation v v x
Land use objectives v x x
Public fitness & health v x

v’ = Supports Objective x = Contradicts Objective
S DCTBIY S ST (S TR ¢S NTRRY ( i TR ¢ TR ¢
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A gallon of fuel
saved by reduced
driving provides an
order of magnitude
greater benefits than
a gallon saved by
Increasing vehicle
fuel efficiency or
shifting to alternative
fuels.
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. International Road Federation - .
- g/l_il_lenrgum t():ities and Mobility In Inad eq uacles.
ities Database .
. OECD Transport Statistics _CO_nSI_St_enCy between
- World Bank jurisdictions and
. European Union agenCieS.
. European Commission
. gureau of Transportation ° What data CO”eCted
tatistics o
e Highway Statistics * Definitions
. Census Bureau :
. National Household Travel ’ Qua“ty
e - Availability

. Regional travel surveys
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Perform comprehensive review of existing transportation-related
data sets and data collection activities.

J"‘

. Consult with data experts and users to identify best current
practices with regard to factors such as collection methods,
comprehensiveness and availability.

. Develop appropriate standards for transportation-related
statistics, which clearly define minimum requirements for
accuracy, transparency, comprehensiveness, frequency,
consistency and availability.

. Work to have these standards adopted by all major
transportation research organizations and their members,
iIncluding TRB, WCTRS, OECD, World Bank, etc.

. Develop an auditing program through which organizations
collecting transportation-related statistics can have their
programs evaluated by peers to assess quality and recommend
|mprovements ™
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Market reforms Justlfled on
economic principles that help
provide various economic,
social and environmental
benefits.

e Improved travel options.

e Incentives to use efficient
modes.

e Accessible land use.

* Policy and market reforms.
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= Employers encourage

| e I;___‘,'_—_; B

_ i | | = employees to walk,
=l bicycle, carpool and ride
- § = - transit rather than drive

i' to work. For example,

offer a tax incentive for
businesses that have
effective commute trip
reduction programs.

21
1 |'-. "'l N/ -:'q i Vi | 'a'.' N/ J-II . Ty I J f 'ﬂl I|'.I. ‘.,'J' N J 1. ] 1:| (] f g 'pl .' i| RN
R Pl h’-';’af, Vinlg ;Ll"”_-u'. N 'hl*”_'ul_ R e h-h'_-'_ul \ e a--l'rr_u’u'. R Dl !‘:”'L'.



‘:'WQ% TN Tt T O o TR St TG

mg an&l%yclmg Imp‘memﬁ%

 More Investment in
sidewalks, crosswalks,
paths and bike lanes.

* More traffic calming and
streetscaping.

* Programs to encourage
safe walking and cycling.
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Quality service (convenient, fast,
comfortable).

Low fares.

Support (walkable communities, park & ride
facilities, commute trip reduction programs).

Convenient information.
Parking pricing or “cash out”.
Integrated with special events.

Positive Image.
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Motorists pay insurance,
registration and lease fees by
the vehicle-mile, so a $600
annual fees become 5¢/mile
and a $2,000 annual fees
become 16¢/mile. This gives
motorists a significant financial
Incentive to drive less, but is
not a new fee at all, simply a
different way to pay existing
fees.
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Parkmg Management! 1
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More efficient parking:

« Reduced and more flexible parking
reguirements.

» Shared parking.

« Charge users directly for parking,
rather than indirectly through taxes
and rents.

« Parking Cash Out (Employees who
current receive free parking are able
to choose a cash benefit or transit
subsidy instead.)
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. Charge motorists dlrectly for
using specific roads, based
on use.

* Charge tolls, with higher
rates during congested
periods and lower rates
during off-peak.

* Use electronic pricing
systems that eliminate the ;
need for tollbooths. e a—
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Increase existing taxes

£ to reflect inflation and
S . Y T cover roadway costs.
g_ 4 Belgi 4 Canad
1 201 XCooohrepublc  #Denrmak Revenue neutral tax
£ + France O Finland shifts.
% O Germany Greece
515 Pngary A lcdand Increases should be
g + Jopan o gradual and predictable
=l  Mexico 4+ Netherlands _(e.g., 5% annu_al _
s Newzedand 4 Norway increase over inflation
g P Federion 1 SGouns Reputi for a decade)
S © Russian Federation  + Slovak Republic .
— 05 []Spain O Sweden .
& + # Switzerland O Turkey Emphasize fuel tax
R =0.4061 0 A United Kingdom & United States Increases as part of a
00 . . . . multi-faceted program to
$0.00 $050 $1.00 $150 200 achieve economic and

Fuel Prices (2004 US Dollars Per Liter)

environmental
objectives.
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If these reforms were fully
Implemented to the degree
justified on economic
efficiency grounds,
consumers would choose
to drive 25-50% less, rely
more on alternative

modes, and be better off
overall as a result.

N DB S DB ¢ DB ¢ S DN ¢ DR ¢ ;’6 CYBA(



”h " ',H “‘ i .I'i, N 1 _I‘” ,,I._.}
”\%}m' NHIN }!l\'ﬂ\!’ lht\n’)‘ﬁ\ﬁ‘ ip.,hn* h{n’ ip m fvf Q’ N h‘.},} 1

M Research Questlons
e NP, AN N NS N w..ﬁmw.,ﬂmm

* What is the best definition of sustainable
transport and how can it be evaluated?

* How do transport and land use policies
affect travel behavior?

«  What are the full costs and benefits of
vehicle travel?

* What existing transport and land use market
distortions stimulate motor vehicle travel?

«  Which emission reduction strategies are
most cost effective overall, taking into
account all impacts.

« How can efficient transport and smart
growth be implemented in ways that are
most attractive to consumers?

*  What specific policy and planning reforms
can be considered Win-Win emission
reduction strategies?
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“Victoria Transpnrt Policy Institute
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“Appropriate Response To Rising Fuel Prices”

“Smart Transport Emission Reduction”

“Win-Win Emission Reduction Strategies”
“Online TDM Encyclopedia”

Many Others...
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