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SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT POLICY (P.104/2010): AMENDMEN

PAGE 2, PARAGRAPH (c) —
(@) For the words “a ‘vision zero’ target” subst#utthe words “an eventual
‘vision zero’ target”.

(b)  After the words “on Jersey’s roads” insert ¥hards “, and to request the
Minister to ask the task force to be set up by Department for
Transport and Technical Services to adopt formaithin the first year a
specific trend target for accident reduction by @wd of the policy
period, and to inform the States of this target twedrationale behind it”.

2 PAGE 2, PARAGRAPH (e) —
(a) After the word “policy” insert the words “againthe goals set out on
page 8 of the Policy”; and

(b)  After the words “results” insert the words faast”.
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REPORT

In two important respects | believe that this ppleeds to be “beefed-up” by making
more precise what is intended to happen.

Amendment 1

A “vision zero” target sounds quite ambitious, @ctf one could argue that it is
extremely ambitious, but coupled with the goal &-&stablishing a reducing trend in
road injury rates” | fear that no action is the gibke result.

Setting the task group the duty to “formally adwithin the first year a specific trend
target for accident reduction by the end of thegygberiod” will serve to concentrate
their minds and give the issue of road safety ti@ify it deserves.

By ensuring that the task group has to arrive iattdrget and justify it in a report to
the States should make the group seriously congldercost of accidents to the
individuals involved and to society at large, sesly consider the causes of road
accidents in Jersey as shown by the analysis tteeyagked to carry out as part of
their remit, and seriously assess the measuressdeedcut the toll of injury and

death.

Amendment 2

The reasons why the Island needs a sustainabkgptetrpolicy are set out admirably
on page 8 of the Policy. For ease of referencprduce them here —

. reduce congestion;

. reduce local air and noise pollution;

. reduce our greenhouse gas emissions;

. increase our levels of physical activity;

. protect and improve the built environment;
. reduce the number of road injuries;

. provide access for everyone; and

. reduce oil dependency.

It seems only sensible to ask the Minister to nwnie policy against this coherent

and well-stated set of benefits, and then the pubtie media and members can see
where we are going and how we are progressingsasiaty towards a shared set of

goals.

Financial and manpower implications

There are no additional financial or manpower icgdiions arising from this

Amendment as part 1 is simply a clarification ofrlvéo be undertaken by the task
force which will be set up under the policy (se@e81l); and part 2 is likewise a
clarification of the work the Minister has said tthhe will undertake under

paragraph (e) of his proposition, namely that hdl wionitor the impact and

effectiveness of the policy, and publish the resuftthis monitoring is carried out in

intelligent ways, then there should be little or cust attached to publishing interim
reports on a rolling basis, in addition to one aimaport.
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