Urban Public Transport Challenge in the

LNG EraA case study of the Port Moresby
Urban PublicTransport
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Introduction

Todaythe cities are residenceto half of the ¢ 2 NIpdp@ation, and in 203Q
60% of the populationwill live in a city (UNFPA 2004). Theurban areashave
an increasingmportancein our societyasthey are continuallygrowing,along
with all the issuegelatedto them.

TheLiquefiedNaturalGas(LNG)and other impactprojectsaroundthe country
had broughtmanypositiveand negativeimpacts

UrbanPublicTransportis one of the sectorthat felt the impactof the LNG The
sector is faced with daunting challengesin trying to meet the demand for
publictransport
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Research Objectives
The main objective of the study is to:

1. Identify and know the problems faced in the urban public transport in
the LNG era

2. ldentify relevant policy options to address the problems faced in the
urban public transport

Research Benefits

U Relevant government institutions: government can rely on past and
present_information provided from this study to make appropriate
decision in making improving the urban public transport.
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U Literaturegap: The study will contribute t
literature on urban public transport by expounding on the challenges
faced in the by the sector in the LNG era.




Research Method

The method applied was gualitative descriptive design to identify, collect,
analyze and present data.

The key informants were randomly selected and they are: (a) Relevant
governments institutions, (b) public transport operators and (c) the public
(users).

The data collection techniques includes:

a. Interview and survey (open and closed ended questions) as primary
data

b.  Secondary sources: Government policy documents, Acts, newspapers

et ce
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Research Schedule

Research Activity

Research
Preparation

Data Collection

Completion

Data Analysis and

January
2015

February
2015

March
2015

Apnl
2015

May
2015
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Research Focus

Variable

Dimension

Indicator

Informants

Urban Public
Transport System
(Port Moreshby

Public Transport
Infrastructure

1. Bus Stops
2. Bus Stop Rapid
Shelter

1. National Road and
Safety Councill

. MVIL

. Land Transport

. Traffice Authority

. Public Transport Use
. PMV Operators

O~ WN

Mode of Transpor

1. Buses
2. Taxis

=

. National Road and
Safety Council

MVIL

. Land Transport

. Traffice Authority

. Public Transport Use
. PMV Operators

O0NWN

Efficient and
Affordable

1. Friendliness

2. Cleanliness and
Comfort

3. Safeness

4. Reliability

5. Policies

6. Impact on General
Public

1. National Road and
Safety Council

MVIL

. Land Transport

. Traffice Authority

. Public Transport Use
. PMV Operators

O0NWN
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Literature Review

According to Cockrel (1997:2), a public issue: has broad interest and concern; requires
a group decision. It is not about individual problem, rather, it deals with group problem
that requires a group decision; public issue is controversial. In a statement, Cockrel
says;

Af you are not dealing with a controversial issue, you really are not dealing
with a problem that concerns the public. Policy issues are controversial, and that is
why they require a unique educational methodologyo . (1997: 2) .

The implementation of a policy to address a public problem involves several levels of
government and this are according to Mazmanian and Sabatier (a)the initial policy
maker, the Center (b) field-level implementation officials, the Periphery, (c) the private
actors at whom the program is directed, the Target Group (1983:12).

The implementation of an urban transportation system can produce desired
developments or generate unwanted situations in the cities (Rabinovitch et al., 1995)
and Port Moresby represented the prior.
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According to Wemin (2015), the relevant authorities need to put together a strategic
framework to form one authority in order to address the Port Mo r e s brlyad gublic

transport problem.




Theoretical Framework

Theory by Mazmanian and Sabatier (1983)

Urban Public Transport Policy

Problem Identification
(Urban Public Transport)

O
—
o
N
=
©
=
~~
o
©
e,
Q
)
©)
Z
A
=

Private Sector i The

Field Level - : Target Group
Implementation Officials Initial policy Maker

I Traffic, Road and (Center) i Government Public Transport
Transport Authorities Operators




4. Research Findings and Discussions

4.1. Urban Transport Infrastructure
4.1.1. Bus Stops

Most of the bus stops in the city are considered dangerous and very narrow th
causing traffic bottlenecks.
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Ofthe 67 major busstopsvisited by the researcherpnly 40% of the busstopswere
noted asacceptable




4.1.2. Bus Stop Rapid Shelter

Current

Full Rapid

Incomplete

MNo Rapid

No Mames of Bus Stops ratus Shelter Rapid Shelter
(25) Shelter (%) (25)

1 Gerehu Stage 2 — Ome Side
2 Geregu stage 3 Omne Side
3 Gerehu stage 4 Ome Side
4 Gerehu stage 5 Omne Side
5 Gerehu stage 6 One Side
& Gerehu stage 7 Ome Side
7 Waikele Ome Side
8 POM National High School Ome Side
o ADCOL Omne Side
10 |wagani Ome Side
11 |wvision City Ome Side
12 |HEizhiander Omne Side
13 |Central Wagani Ome Side
14 | Tunnel (Stop and Shop) Omne Side
15 |carden xmn Omne Side
16 |MEinistry of Works Ome Side
17 |Boroko Main Bustop Omne Side
18 |Foodiand One Side
12 |2 mile Omne Side
20 |Badgii Ome Side
21 |xow Ome Side
22 |Ela Beach Omne Side
23 |Dowmtowm Ome Side
21 |watessront Ome Side
25 |xoni Omne Side
26 |PG Power — Hohola Ome Side
27 |cis Bustop EHoliday Inn) Omne Side
28 |soholas Omne Side
20 |rune vaney Ome Side
30 | Tokorara Omne Side
31 |TsT Fire One Side
32 |TIsA Haus Omne Side
33 | Waigani Office Ome Side
34 |Aausthatian High Com Ome Side & 20 6a
35 |Limana Omne Side
36 | Wardstrip Ome Side
37 |Gordens Main Bustop Ome Side
38 |Foodiand Omne Side
32 |E1a Muny Inter Bustop Ome Side
20 __|s mile Bustop. Omne Side
a1 Ec;st Boroke — Cathalic| " .~
42 |East Boroko Main Bustop. Omne Side
43 |Babarako Ome Side
11 |Poni Grammer Ome Side
45 |Tavrama Omne Side
46 |Manu Main Bustop Ome Side
47 | sabama niain Bustop Omne Side
48 |xilakila One Side
20 |Kaugere Ome Side
50 |Badgil sns arn Ome Side
51 |Badili (Ela Motors) One Side
52 |Erima — St Peters Omne Side
53 |Erima Main Bustop. Ome Side
54 |Erima — wildiife Ome Side
ss |aTs Omne Side
56 |DPI compounda Ome Side
57 |8 mile Ome Side
58 |2 mile main bustop Omne Side
52 |5 mile nountain Ome Side
650 |xanage Bustop. Omne Side
51 |6 mile aBs) One Side
62 |6 mile niain bustop. Ome Side
63 |6 mile police station Ome Side
54 |7 mile gateway Ome Side
55 |7 mile main bustop Omne Side
66 |Morota 1 main bustop Ome Side
57 |norata 2 nain bustop. Ome Side

No Rapid Shelteg 64%
One Sided; 30%
6% has Rapid Shelter

Jassa/PNG Update/May/2015




4.2. Modes of Transport
4.2.1. Buses (25eate)) - 100%
No Alternative Mode of Transpoct! & SNXQa KIF gS y2 OK2AO0S

4.2.2. Bus Fare
% K0.90¢ by ICCE 315t December 2014 (took effect)

x 20 PMV Operators (interviewed) argued that KO.90 was not enough citing reasons
such as servicing and parts very expensive and daily takings not enough

20102014 Bus| Maximum Busfare | PMV Owners| PeakHours

by ICC(toea) chargers  -2015
(kina) ¢ ICCE90t
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Waganito Boroko 50 80t 80t 1.00
Waganito Downtown 70 80t 2.00 3.00
Gerehuto Boroko 70 80t 1.00 2.00
Downtownto Boroko 50 80 1.00 2.00

5 Gordongto 8mile 70 80 1.00 2.00

m Gordongo 9mile 70 80 1.00 2.00




4.3. Efficient and Affordable

300 public transport users were asked to rate the indicators and the respond was
overwhelming as presented the Table

No Indicators ResultsT (Ratings)
Assessment Participant Percentage
Category #) (%0)
1 Friendliness (operators presentati Excellent 20 6.7
and friendliness to passengers g Very good 75 25
traffic rules) Good 174 58
Poor 16 5.3
Very poor 15 5
2 Cleanliness of the crews and bus | Excellent 27 9
Very good 131 43.7
Good 119 39.7
Poor 17 5.7
Very poor 6 2 ﬂ
3 Comfortable seats Excellent 88 29.3 8
Very good 102 34 =
Good 70 23.3 CEU
Poor 39 13 D
=
Very poor 1 0.3 _fg
4 Traffic rule adherence Excelent 16 5.3 Q
Very good 41 13.7 =
Good 101 33.7 (20
Poor 142 47.3 a
Very poor (o} o §
5 Safety Excellent 63 21 %
Very good 108 36 =
Good 118 39.3
Poor 7 2.3
Very poor 14 4.7
6 Respect for women and people wi| Excellent 8 2.7
disability Very gaod 15 5
Good 67 22.3
Poor 135 45
Very poor 75 25




4.4. Public Transport Reliability

C Accordingto Stonefal] aXthe people here are very friendlyX
one fascinatingthing here is that the urban public transports
are confusingand not reliable | got droppedtwice alongthe
road because the bus was not able to pick enough
passengerse ¢ (16/05/2015¢ Holidaylnn).

C Incompletion of route by Buses

The ChiefExecutiveOfficer of the NRSONelsonTeremablames
the busesdrivers for this & I (i (i LINSzR $He Hrguesthat
awhile NRSGnspectorsare alwayson the road conductingroad
blocks to ensure that PMVs and Taxis complete routes and
observeraffic rules,PMVdrivershavean attitude LINR 6.t SY ¢

C Number of busesservinga particular route is not equal to
anotherc (i.e. Waganj Gerehy 4mile ¢ attractsmanybuses)
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4.4. Policies for Public Transport Improvement

\/ Better policies needed to improve urban public transport

\/ According Roy Mumu of the Transport Departmetiiey are
focusing on the fouEsof road safetyc education,
enforcement, engineering and emergency, which will have a
positive impact on the urban public transpé&ré a4 1 S Y €

\/ Merge to Make one Policing EnttyRoadTraffic Authority will
see the Land Transport Division, NRSC, Central Province
Transport Authority and Traffic Policy merge to make one
policing entity.
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Narrow Bus stops —
Traffic congestion

Jassa/PNG Update/May/2015
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Narrow Bus stops —
Traffic congestion

Jassa/PNG Update/May/2015
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How about disable, d vulnerable people?

"
Jassa/PNG Update/May/2015




Demand is High
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