QUESTIONS FOR MELBOURNE LORD MAYORAL CANDIDATES

ADAM BANDT

1. Surveys indicate that of motorised travel into the CBD, 85% is by public transport and 15% by car.  Non-motorised travel is also  popular, with a sizeable number of people walking or cycling to the  city.  How do you view the place of the different transport modes,  and what will you do as mayor to ensure the CBD maintains its premier  role as a travel destination?

If you’ve been fortunate enough to travel overseas, you know you’ve visited a good city if you can get around in it without a car. The vision of Melbourne becoming such a capital underpins The Greens’ Council transport policy. 

We have an extensive local transport policy on our website, www.makemelbournegreen.com In short, foot and bike transport would be prioritised, with extensive new bike lanes and pedestrian areas, including on Swanston Street. A new 30km/h speed limit on Council-controlled roads would be imposed, this being the speed at which research has found you're more likely than not to survive an accident. The Greens would choose tram-friendly traffic light sequencing options to speed up public transport trips, and complete dedicated bus lanes along Queen and Lonsdale Streets. 

The Lord Mayor should also be the city’s #1 public transport advocate. The only solution to the climate crisis, the congestion on our streets and the rising cost of petrol is to have a massive injection of local, state and federal funds into public transport. Central to The Greens’ policy is that Council must lead public debate and advance a vision of Melbourne as the public transport capital of Australia. John So initiated the road tunnel debate through his office as Lord Mayor; by contrast, a Greens Lord Mayor would push both State and Federal Governments for a share of available infrastructure funding to create 24-hour, effective public transport for those living and working in the city. 

2. What is your position on the recommendations of the Eddington  report - specifically on the $8 billion east-west road tunnel and the  $7 billion rail tunnel from Footscray to Caulfield?  Is the East-West  Link Needs Assessment overall an adequate response to the transport  needs of Melbourne?

I and the Greens’ team steadfastly oppose the proposed road tunnel. Again, our position on this is set out extensively on our website. As to the East-West Link Needs Assessment, it is not an adequate response. In particular:

· It’s not a strategy
The report suggests spending of upwards of $18bn on a suite of transport measures that, in the author’s auspicious opening words, “is not intended to be a list of transport priorities or a broad transport strategy for Melbourne or Victoria” because that wasn’t his brief (p6). A strong start for the biggest transport initiatives announced in decades. At least Sir Rod admits he was asked a stupid question.

 

· No change to public transport
After spending this $18bn on privatised road tunnels and a rail tunnel link, there will be an imperceptible change in Melbourne’s traffic use: currently, 78% of Melburnians use cars to get to work; in 30 years time, the figure will be 75% (p12). We are in a climate change emergency, but greenhouse gas emissions from road transport - already increasing at twice the rate of the state’s carbon emissions - will soar.

 

· Kensington/North Melbourne will cop it hard, as will Clifton Hill and Collingwood
The tunnel will run between the Eastern Freeway and the Tullamarine, and there will supposedly be no tunnel route into the CBD. There is no way out of the tunnel except at either end. So, traffic will be funneling into and out of the areas behind Racecourse Rd (Kensington/North Melbourne) and Hoddle St (Clifton Hill/Collingwood)(p73).

 

· Worse traffic for inner north
Traffic that needs to get into Fitzroy, Carlton and suburbs north of there will continue to use the roads above the tunnel, meaning congestion remains. Net result: more cars in these suburbs.

 

· Loss of parkland
Kensington residents can expect an awful time as JJ Holland Park, near Sth Kensington station, is taken over and the drilling equipment starts boring under their suburb (p73).

 

· No rail line to Doncaster
Promised in the 1970’s but never built, despite its potential to take thousands of cars off the Eastern Freeway, the line hasn’t even made it back onto the drawing board. 

 

· Private Ownership
Because the tunnel ’shouldn’t be government owned’, someone will be turning a nice profit at others’ expense.

As to the rail tunnel, I’m not convinced it’s the best use of money. The Greens have developed what we think is a much better way of spending less than Eddington’s suggested $18-$20bn, the result of which would be a world-class public transport system. See our map and plan at www.thepeopleplan.org.au
(NB Any expanded and increased use of PT must take into account the amenity of inner-city residents who live near train lines, and solutions found so that those (e.g. Macaulay Road users) are not inconvenienced.)

3. Tram travel is an integral part of life in central Melbourne, but  our trams suffer more delays than in almost every other city in the  world, particularly within the City of Melbourne boundaries.  What  measures will you help pursue as mayor to reduce tram delays?

As stated above, our transport policy includes the following:

“11. Choose tram-friendly traffic light sequencing options in order to speed up public transport trips.”
Should other measures be considered useful, I would be keen to hear them, as speeding up tram travel is a high priority for me.
4. What is your vision for Swanston Street?  What do you see as its successes and problems, and what will you do as mayor to build on or address these?

Swanston Street is an inconsistent mess. When it comes to traffic in Melbourne CBD, we need to move people without petrol. The time has come to actively prioritise bike, public transport and foot traffic. And that means limiting car and tourist bus access.

As set out in our transport policy, we would turn Swanston Street back into ‘Swanston Walk’, by replacing the bitumen with bluestone from La Trobe to Flinders Street, thereby encouraging more street-level retail/café-style activity and slower vehicular traffic. I have also issued a statement “A New Vision For Swanston Street”, released 22/9/08, which includes a commitment to:

· Dedicated bike lanes the length of Swanston Street
· Priority to trams
· Restrictions on private vehicle access
· Removing tour buses from Swanston St
5. What is your view on the appropriate amount and cost of car  parking in the CBD?  What actions do you propose in regard to car  parking in the municipality?

The Greens believe that Council’s first priority should be in addressing sustainable transport options before increasing car parking. Ideally, the State Government would be addressing public transport issues in Melbourne to the extent that demand for CBD parking would not be increasing. Unfortunately, that is not the case, and Melbourne City Council is not in a position to ignore the reality of demands on car parking. That said, Greens on Melbourne City Council would resist moves to increase the number of car parks or lower the cost of car parking in the CBD unless we are convinced that the revenue generated by these funds are properly spent on sustainable transport, as per the Council’s own policy.

The 2008-09 financial year, for example, will see council collect $5m from the Long-Term parking levy and spend it on such projects as the Yarra footbridge to the State Government’s PPP Convention Centre (the demand for which will not be required until 2025 according to council’s own estimation) and on maintaining the Tourist Shuttle Bus (a service that The Greens believe should be charged in order for it to achieve cost neutrality – if tourists can afford to visit our city, they can afford the spare change for a bus trip).

The Greens believe that the Parking Levy can be better spent. Council expects to collect $74.83m in Parking fees and fines this financial year. The Greens would ensure that Council’s parking-related income, and more than just the income from the Long-Term Parking Levy, be spent on sustainable transport options. Coupled with the savings made from the Tourist Shuttle’s eventual cost-neutrality, Melbourne City Council will be in a good financial position to facilitate Melbourne’s transition towards becoming a truly pedestrian, public transport and cyclist-friendly city.

The Greens have no intention of reducing the overall income generated from parking in the CBD.

6. Given many aspects of transport policy are outside local  government control, how do you plan to work with and/or influence the  State Government, other local councils, and other stakeholders in  support of your vision?

As set out above, the Lord mayor should be the city’s #1 public transport advocate. This necessarily involves working closely with other levels of Government and with other stakeholders. Currently, when it comes to PT, State and Federal governments just don’t seem to get it. By contrast, I’d reckon that I’m the only Lord Mayor candidate with a current monthly Metcard. Electing a public transport Lord Mayor would send a clear message to other levels of Government about the importance that locals place on this issue, and this in and of itself would carry a lot of weight. Under the guise of ‘working with’ the State Government, the current Council has allowed itself to become subservient to it, and has thus promoted the road tunnel and spent over $70m on State Government projects. What is really needed is someone who will take a strong stand and represent locals. As a lawyer representing unions and community organisations, I’ve spent many years negotiating with Governments at various levels. I have the skills to sit across the table and get results, but also the independence and conviction to know that sometimes the only thing that makes change happen is taking a strong, public stand and joining with others in the campaign for public transport.

