Planning for Micromobilities in Canada: Transportation Policy Review

Nathaniel Clark Frisbee
Dr. Jason Gilliland

Dr. Jinhyung Lee W@Stel”ﬂ

Background Results

= Micromobility: transportation over short distances;
provided by lightweight and single person vehicles
= Accessibility: the abllity to reach opportunities and
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Urban Planning Tendencies
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= Battery pack: = There are significant policy differences regarding
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= Most common forms: policy. = Provinces who have imposed a ban had very relaxed
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policy are a viable option for all ages
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= To identify any policy gaps that exist in Canada free-markets

regarding LEVs British Columbia Moralistic populism and relies —
= Go through macro, meso, and micro level policy References

heaVIIy on the mfluence Of Mulcahy, K. V. (1995). Public Culture and Political Culture. Quebec Under Free Trade:

has lead to significant differences across the country

Interver?thr? Of:l LEV Implementatlon . soclal movements that values Making Public Policy in America, ed. Guy Lachapelle (Quebec: Presses de I'Universite du

= Determine if different LEV implementation sustainability and wellness Quebec, 1995), 335-62.
: Wil J. (1997). The Ontario Political Cul he End of the. Revoluti '
approaches are superior to others ilson, J. (1997). The Ontario Political Culture at the End of the. Revolution at Queen's

Park: Essays on Governing Ontario, 55.
Barrie, D. (2006). The other Alberta: decoding a political enigma (Vol. 16). University of
Regina Press.

m Carty, R. K. (Ed.). (1996). Politics, Policy, and Government in British Columbia. UBC
Press.
- | | N Acknowledgements
= |dentification of 26 different Canadian municipalities

. Euegﬁgzlrr::/c;rziiexi%?nt?ﬁep;fsae: Cgeroc;];te;] I wguld like to thank Dr. Leg and Dr.l G_illiland f_or
boundary their support over the duration of this internship.
Without them this project would not have been
possible.

= Analysis of these municipal Transportation Master
Plan
= Qualitative data analysis
= Nvivo software was used
= Search for specific LEV policies
= Search terms: light electric
vehicles, electric, cyclists,
cycling, bicycles, pedelecs,
LEVSs, e-bikes, e-scooters,
scooters
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