ﬁ N
TRIPS PER PERSON/YEAR

- "JOONDALUP" -
All trips per person/ year 1156
Trips entirely within Perth 1139
Up to 1,1 to 3,110 51 to
1,0 km 3,0 km 5,0 km 10,0 km Over Total
(@0,7km) | (@23km) | (@45km) | (@ 82km) 10,0 km
Work 36 43 26 43 65 213 19%
Education 25 30 18 30 45 148 13%
ShoPnd ol | 44 52 31 51 79 257 | |22%
Leisure 60 71 43 71 108 353 31%
Other 29 33 20 34 52 168 15%
Total 194 229 138 229 349 1139
17% 20% 12% 20% 31%




NP
POTENTIALS

- "JOONDALUP" -

Environment-
friendly modes

20% caused by: 80% I

5 Constraints 1 2

Motorised private modes

9 System/"Objective"choice 24

2 Awareness 2 O

2 Perception 6

2 Free of 1 8

choice




ﬁ NP,
POSSIBLE CHANGES OF BEHAVIOUR

- "JOONDALUP" -
ENVIRONMENT- MOTORISED
FRIENDLY MODES (20%) PRIVATE MODES (80%)
Alternatives Alternatives
55
28 Principally replaceable
0 27 22 |22
Caras Caras Motor- WL Public

driver passenger bike transport Bicycle  Walk

(average
1,5 alternatives)

(average
1,3 alternatives)

72 Not replaceable 45



(ﬁ N
PRIVATE CAR TRIPS PER YEAR

- "JOONDALUP" -
All trips per year 1060
Trips entirely within Perth 1050
Up to 1,1 to 3,110 51 to
1,0 km 3,0 km 5,0 km 10,0 km Over Total
(©0,8km) | (@23km) | (T45km) | (@82km) 10,0 km
Work 5 16 16 39 155 231 22%
Education 1 4 4 16 17 42 4%
Shoppina | | 44 79 46 68 57 294 | |28%
Leisure 23 39 36 80 95 273 26%
Other 32 50 35 50 43 210 20%
Total 105 188 137 253 367 1050
10% 18% 13% 24% 35%




‘ CAR TRIPS (YEAR) I W
- "JOONDALUP"; TRIPS WITHIN PERTH -
Total Car use In principle replaceable by:
solgly for
1050 Su jeCtlve Public
reasons transport Bicycle Walking
(average 1,5 alternatives)
452
S 210 220
(100%) (43%) (25%) (20%) (21%)




SITUATIONS OF MODE CHOICE I

- "JOONDALUP" -
94 | N-PT PT 6
-
35| |59 Constraints
E—
— |35| (24 System
—
-1 8 21 Service time
S
- 112 9 Information
E—
— 13| |6 Time
—
0 6 Comfort
S

0 6 Costs

|4 Subjective

2 Free of choice

N7



POTENTIALS FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT I

N-PT m

Constraints| 35

No
adequate 38

connection

Lack of
information /
acceptance

6] PpT

- "JOONDALUP" -
18
Negative
subject. | 1
evalu-
ation

2 | Free of choice

"Objectively"
bound
("Captives")

Subjectively
bound 3

2
1



POTENTIALS FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT I

- "JOONDALUP" -

ACTUAL
USAGE

_—

CONSTRAINTS 6 ONLY SUBJECTIVE
REASONS AGAINST
35 24 PUBLIC TRANSPORT

/
[

NO
ADEQUATE
CONNECTION



‘ EXTENT OF INFORMATION I

- "JOONDALUP"; motorised private modes -

Public transport available; no constraints

Informed
(to some
extent)

43

(Nearly)
not informed



PERCEPTION OF TRAVELTIME I D

- "JOONDALUP"; trips with motorised private modes -
Public transport available; informed; no constraints on using public transport

Public Motorised private
transport modes
162
Actually=100

89 Estimated




—I N
POTENTIAL FOR TRIPS ON FOOT

- “JOONDALUP”; TRIPS WITHIN PERTH -

Car trips with
no constraints,
walking
possible (21%)

Negative judgement
Total Time
100 26
Infrastructure
Comfort
5
23 Community
climate
Free of
14 choice

32



POTENTIAL FOR THE BICYCLE I

- “JOONDALUP”; TRIPS WITHIN PERTH -

Car trips with
no constraints,
bicycle
available (20%)

Negative judgement
Total Time
100 31
Infrastructure
Comfort
11 Community
10 climate
Free of
21 choice
27




"RISK"-POTENTIAL I

- "JOONDALUP" -
In principle Switch to other
Bicycle trips replaceable mode for one Reduction of

per person/year by other modes  trip per quarter bicycle share

20 7 4 I — -20%\




‘ CAR TRIPS (YEAR) I

In principle
replaceable
by the bicycle

210

@ Assumption

=

- “JOONDALUP”; TRIPS WITHIN PERTH -

Consequence Effect
Actual switch Necessary
to the bicycle behavioural Increase in
in every ninth change bicycle share
possible case (per car)
23 per month + 2




‘ CAR TRIPS (YEAR) I

- “JOONDALUP”; TRIPS WITHIN PERTH -

In principle

replaceable @ Assumption @ Consequence @ Effect
by walking

|2 |2 |2

Actual switch Necessary

to trips on foot behavioural Increase in

in every ninth change walking share
possible case (per car)

\|2 |2 |2

550 =) m = e | D +18%




