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Bill Wasley presented an overview,of the Forum agenda.

The minutes were accepted as correct.

Ralph Ross raised concern regarding a presentation given by the Mayoral Forum from CCC re waste
water. Ralph said that the presentation was in contradiction to what was presented here at a previous
SPF meeting. This caused confusion and raised concern as to which presentation had the correct
information. Karen Banwell will follow up with CCC.



Strategic Transport Study

Stuart Woods (CCC) and Robert Woods (Environment Canterbury) presented to the forum. Stuart
discussed the strategic transport study in terms of work that has been undertaken and Robert Woods
gave an update on public transport.

Transport is a key issue in the Greater Christchurch area.

Business as usual is not going to work. Therefore change is essential. The urgency for bold moves
sooner rather then later was stressed. All agencies need to work collaboratively together.

Over time there has been a fairly consistent reduction in walking and cycling patterns in New Zealand.
Crash rates are on the increase and this contributes to costs to all ratepayers.

Aim to use these two reports as key inputs to put together a Greater Christchurch UDS transport
strategy and integrate this as part of the next review of the Regional Land Transport Strategy.

The Transport group is in the process of sorting the Key Messages and putting together a
communications plan which will lead into the Long Term Coungil Community Plans (LTCCP’s) and the
Land Transport Plans.

The group agreed that it was vital that the communicatist is correct and.the message gets out to all

the stakeholders.

Paul McNoe said he was aware of a study NZTA were curré%tly engagé in. This study focuses on what
the behavioural issues regarding public transport may be, what people’s perceptionstare and trying to
understand the mechanisms. This study should take approximately 6 months.

A copy of the presentations will be forwarded on to all SPF members.

The SPF members voiced their willingness to attefid the UDSIC meeting i
support towards the importance of the Transport ‘Studies presented today.

February to show their

The links for the presentations are asﬁollow :
http://www.greaterchristchurch.org. nszeopIe/PDF/Pubh TransportFuturesPresentatlon8December2008.

w \ob M
http://www.qgreaterchristchurch.org.nz/People/PDF/StrateqicTransportStudiesPresentation8122008.pdf

A short discussion paper will be gent to the UDSIC in February as part of its wider considerations of
reviewing the UBS actions.

Members requested that th F members or stakeholders should be involved right in the beginning of
the planning process angnot at the end where they are just asked for comments. SPF Members
stressed the difficulty in“being influential at the end of a process rather then at the initial stages.

Members felt that their purpose should be to look and ask questions for long term issues and not topics
that can and do change from one political flavour to the next.

Their should be some form of accountability in the ToR of this group otherwise this is just an “advisory
group”. This group needs to add value. The members felt they should be preparing a series of
recommendations on a regular basis that feeds up to the Implementation group and should then receive
feedback from the Implementation group regarding the recommendations.

Certain members felt that this forum was not adding value to the process and should define whether the
group was there to be kept informed or to be useful in another way.


http://www.greaterchristchurch.org.nz/People/PDF/PublicTransportFuturesPresentation8December2008.pdf
http://www.greaterchristchurch.org.nz/People/PDF/PublicTransportFuturesPresentation8December2008.pdf
http://www.greaterchristchurch.org.nz/People/PDF/StrategicTransportStudiesPresentation8122008.pdf

e There is currently a practical issue regarding the size and the ability to have the presentations and
conversations of the SPF group and then to be able to forward useful information to Implementation

group.
e Members felt that the group should not be made smaller but rather that the agenda be circulated earlier

with a synopsis of agenda points to allow the members to decided if they would attend the meeting
since not all topics were relevant to all stakeholders.

e Bill Wasley said a short paper would be drafted that would suggest a way forward. This paper will be
emailed to the SPF membership in the new year. Members would then have the opportunity to input to
this paper and then would be finalised at the next SPF meeting in 2009. This paper will then be
forwarded to the UDSIC members for their discussion.

5. General Business

e Bill wished everyone a wonderful festive season.

FORUM OUTCOME SUMI\QKRY &
Actions derived from meeting: 1. Brief report discussing SPF erurpose.
2. Re-look at the*SPF Term of Reference.
Information Requests 1. Intensification\Topology isformation
2. How has previous surface water strategy changed ?
3. Presentation by B\IH‘lef re Regional Economic Develogment
Items for Next Agenda 1. Effectiveness of the Spﬁ\ﬁ: currently is.
2. Progress on intensificationnmodels (topology).
Topics noted for future discussion 1. Ti for the Health and Social Services planning
2. ification
3. resilience testing
‘4. Addressing affordable housing issues and housing
o= .
affordability
5. Transport strategies aMing including Freight Roading.




