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COUNCIL
Special Meeting Agenda, Tuesday 23 March 2021, at 5.00pm

Members - The Right Honourable the Lord Mayor, Sandy Verschoor (Presiding)
Deputy Lord Mayor, Councillor Couros
Councillors Abrahimzadeh, Donovan, Hou, Hyde, Khera, Knoll,
Mackie, Martin, Moran and Simms.

1. Acknowledgement of Country
At the opening of the Special Council Meeting, the Lord Mayor will state:

‘Council acknowledges that we are meeting on traditional Country of the Kaurna people of the Adelaide Plains
and pays respect to Elders past and present. We recognise and respect their cultural heritage, beliefs and
relationship with the land. We acknowledge that they are of continuing importance to the Kaurna people living
today.

And we also extend that respect to other Aboriginal Language Groups and other First Nations who are present
today.’

2. Acknowledgement of Colonel William Light
Upon completion of the Kaurna Acknowledgment, the Lord Mayor will state:

‘The Council acknowledges the vision of Colonel William Light in determining the site for Adelaide and the design
of the City with its six squares and surrounding belt of continuous Park Lands which is recognised on the National
Heritage List as one of the greatest examples of Australia’s planning heritage.’

3. Apologies and Leave of Absence
Nil
4. Reports for Council (Chief Executive Officer's Reports)

4.1. East-West Bikeway [VS2020/7596] [Page 2]
Strategic Alignment — Enabling Priorities
4.2. Community Land Revocation — James Place Public Toilets [2020/00594] [Page 154]

5. Closure
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East-West Bikeway

Strategic Alignment - Thriving Communities

VS2020/7596
Public

ITEM 4.1 23/03/2021
Council

Program Contact:
Matthew Morrissey, Associate
Director, Infrastructure 8203 7462

Approving Officer:
Klinton Devenish, Director

Services, Infrastructure &
Operations

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Adelaide has partnered with the State Government of South Australia to build two separated bikeways
through the city, one from north to south and the other from east to west. Council has entered into a funding deed
with the State Government, which allocates $12 million to the two projects, $6 million each from the State
Government and Council.

The East-West Bikeway project is listed as a key action within the Strategic Plan 2020-2024 and will assist us in
meeting our stated aim of becoming a safe, affordable, accessible, well-connected city for people of all ages and
abilities, and all transport modes. The East-West Bikeway project seeks to ensure a proper balance between
economic, social, environmental and cultural considerations and has considered the views of the broader City of
Adelaide community in line with our role as a Capital City Council. The benefit-cost ratio of 2.2 calculated for the
project indicates that the benefits to society outweigh the costs of the project.

The purpose of this report is to provide the Engagement feedback, Cost-Benefit Analysis, Prudential Report and
concept design for the East-West Bikeway so that the route alignment can be finalised by 31 March 2021 in
accordance with the requirement of State Government.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT COUNCIL

1. Receives the Consultation Report, for the consultation undertaken from Friday 29 January 2021 to Friday
19 February 2021, for the proposed East-West Bikeway as contained in Attachment A to Item 4.1 on the
Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021.

2. Notes the Initial Concept Design prepared for the East-West Bikeway as contained in Attachment B to
Iltem 4.1 on the Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021.

3. Notes the cost estimate prepared for the East-West Bikeway as contained in Attachment C to Item 4.1 on the

Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021.

4, Notes the independent Economics Summary Report undertaken for the proposed East-West bikeway as
contained in Attachment D to Iltem 4.1 on the Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on
23 March 2021.

5. Receives and notes the Prudential Issues Report as contained in Attachment E to Item 4.1 on the
Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021.

And either

6. Approves the kerbside separated bike lanes along Franklin Street, Flinders Street, Gawler Place, Wakefield
Street and Wakefield Road, as per Option 1 in Attachment B to Item 4.1 on the Agenda for the Special
meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021.
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OR

7. Approves the centre-road separated bike lanes on Franklin Street (between West Terrace and Morphett
Street), and kerbside separated bike lanes along Franklin Street (between Morphett Street and King William
Street), Flinders Street, Gawler Place, Wakefield Street and Wakefield Road, as per Option 2 in
Attachment B to Item 4.1 on the Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021, noting
that the City of Adelaide does not have the authority to install the centre-road bikeway without the approval
of the Department for Infrastructure and Transport.
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IMPLICATIONS AND FINANCIALS

City of Adelaid
26%/0?2022 aide The plan will achieve a safe, affordable, accessible, well-connected city for people of all

ages and abilities, and all transport modes. The East-West Bikeway is listed as a key action

Strategic Plan
g to be delivered by June 2021, in partnership with the State Government.

Policy Not as a result of this report

Initial engagement with stakeholders and the wider community has been undertaken. If the
project proceeds, further engagement will be undertaken to confirm the detailed design. In
line with our responsibilities as a Capital City council we have sought the views of everyone
impacted by the bikeway in an inclusive and transparent process.

Consultation

To be delivered using existing internal resources, supplemented by external specialists

NPT where necessary, funded via the project budget.

The Prudential Issues Report addresses risk and satisfies Council’s obligations under
section 48 of the Local Government Act 1999 (SA).

There is a risk that Council will not meet the conditions of our funding partner, the State
Government, which requires the route alignment to be finalised by 31 March 2021 and the
bikeway opened for users by 31 December 2021.

There is a risk that Council will select a design option for the bikeway that requires approval
from the State Government prior to construction, with no guarantee that it will be approved.

Risk / Legal /
Legislative

Installation of the bikeway will increase transport choices, which has been identified as a
priority for attracting millennials to live in the city. There are opportunities to integrate other
Council projects with the bikeway project, in particular the City Greening project which
seeks to increase tree canopy cover in the City’s west.

Opportunities

$5.826 million is allocated to deliver the East West Bikeway in the 2020-2021 Business
Plan and Budget, including a $2.913 million funding contribution from the State
Government.

20/21 Budget
Allocation

Proposed 21/22

Budget Allocation Not as a result of this project

Life of Project,
Service, Initiative The elements that make up the bikeway (line-marking, flexi-posts, concrete medians and
or (Expectancy of) | landscaping) have a useful life expectancy of between 5 and 20 years.

Asset

20/21 Budget
Reconsideration Not as a result of this report
(if applicable)

Ongoing Costs Ongoing maintenance costs will increase by approx. $75,000 per annum for items such as
(eg maintenance new landscaping, green surface treatment and cleansing — this will be confirmed through
cost) detailed design.

Other Funding The 2020-2021 budget for the East-West Bikeway includes a $2.913 funding commitment
Sources from the State Government, allocated via the City Bikeways Funding Deed.
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DISCUSSION

Background

1. The City Bikeway project was initiated through a Council Decision and subsequent funding deed at a
meeting of Council on 26 July 2016.

2. At its meeting on 15 December 2020, Council endorsed the following:
That Council:

1. Notes the alignment of Franklin Street — Flinders Street — Gawler Place — Wakefield Street/Road as
the route of the separated East-West Bikeway, as per Attachment A to Item 10.4 on the Agenda for
the meeting of Council held on 15 December 2020.

2. Approves the Lord Mayor to write to the Minister to seek an extension to the separated bikeways
deed following impacts to community and delays to economic stimulus in the city due to COVID 19
and to enquire with the State Government around their desire to broaden the deed so that it may be
used for other cycling infrastructure improvements within the City of Adelaide.

3. Approves engagement to commence in January 2021 to notify the community about the project and
seek feedback on the proposal as per the engagement approach (Option 2 lterative Development
Approach) as per Attachment C to Item 10.4 on the Agenda for the meeting of The Committee held on
8 December 2020.

4, Consults on the East-West Bikeway Design Guide as per Attachment B to Item 10.4 on the Agenda for
the meeting of Council held on 15 December 2020, and for design work to commence consistent with
this guide to inform the community consultation being undertaken.

5. Approves the engagement of a consultant to undertake the Prudential report on behalf of Council for
the proposed East-West Bikeway, and to prepare a Cost-Benefit Analysis consistent with the
approach outlined in the Infrastructure Australia Assessment Framework.

6. Notes that the recommended east west route selection will be provided to the Minister for Transport
for concurrence prior to proceeding, in accordance with the City Bikeways Funding Deed.

7. Notes a report will be brought to Council in March 2021 seeking approval for the east west bikeway
project with accompanying Prudential Report, designs, early consultation feedback and market
sounding on project delivery.

3. This report includes the following in response to the above Council decision:
3.1.  Update on the City Bikeways Funding Deed (the Funding Deed)

3.2.  Outcome of the initial community engagement
3.3. Concept design

3.4. Cost estimate

3.5. Cost-Benefit Analysis

3.6. Market sounding

3.7. Prudential Report

Strategic alignment

4. The East-West Bikeway is included as an action in the City of Adelaide Strategic Plan 2020-2024 and as a
major project in our Integrated Business Plan and Budget 2021-2022.

5. The project is consistent with Council’s Carbon Neutral Adelaide Action Plan 2016-2021 and the South
Australian Government’s Climate Change Action Plan 2021-2025. The bikeway will also support Council’s
desire to attract millennials to live and work in the city.

6. The East-West Bikeway project is consistent with Council’s objectives as set out in the City of Adelaide Act
1998. In particular Section 29 the Act states that Council must:

6.1. Be sensitive to the needs, interests and aspirations of individuals and groups within the City of
Adelaide community (the Act defines the City of Adelaide community as ‘all people who live, work,
study or conduct business in, or who visit, use or enjoy the services, facilities and public places of, the
City of Adelaide’);
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6.2. Seek to co-ordinate with State and national governments in the planning and delivery of services in
which those governments have an interest;

6.3. Seek to ensure a proper balance within its community between economic, social, environmental and
cultural considerations; and

6.4. Provide services, facilities and programs that are adequate and appropriate and seek to ensure
equitable access to its services, facilities and programs.

Funding Deed

7.

11.

12.

13.

The original Funding Deed ran from 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2018. In August 2018 the end date was
extended to 30 June 2019 and in August 2019 the end date was further extended to 30 June 2021.

In December 2020 the Department for Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) advised that the end of the Funding
Deed would be extended to 31 December 2021, on condition that:

8.1. The route alignment for the East-West Bikeway is finalised by 31 March 2021.

8.2. Construction of the East-West Bikeway is practically complete and the bikeway is opened for users by
31 December 2021.

A copy of the letter from DIT is provided at Link 1 view here.

If a decision is not made on the East-West Bikeway route prior to 31 March 2021, Council would be in default
of the Funding Deed and the grant funding allocated to the East-West Bikeway would be forfeited.

In line with the decision of Council on 15 December 2020, the Lord Mayor has written to the Minister for
Transport to seek support for the grant funding to be allocated to other cycling infrastructure projects in the
city, if the East-West Bikeway does not proceed. A copy of this letter is provided at Link 2 view here.

The Funding Deed includes the delivery of the North-South and East-West Bikeways. A total of $12 million is
allocated to the delivery of these two projects, via $6 million contributions each from the State Government
and City of Adelaide (CoA). Within this framework we have nominally allocated $6 million each to the
delivery of the North-South and East-West Bikeways.

The Funding Deed states that the East-West Bikeway is to be a separated bikeway and is to extend from
West Terrace to Dequetteville Terrace.

Community Engagement

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

Engagement was undertaken in line with the Council decision to:

14.1. Notify the community about the project.

14.2. Seek feedback on the proposal — Traditional Separated and Central Separated Bikeways.
14.3. Consult on the East-West Bikeway Design Guide.

Consistent with our Community Consultation Policy and Community Engagement Strategy the engagement
process was designed to be inclusive, transparent and accountable.

An external engagement specialist (Holmes Dyer) was engaged by Council to develop the engagement plan
and undertake engagement activities.

The East-West Bikeway Consultation Report is included as Attachment A.

The engagement activities sought to gain feedback from stakeholders within the city as well as people from
outside the city that use the street, in line with our obligations under the City of Adelaide Act 1998.
Engagement activities included the following:

18.1. Your Say Adelaide (YSA) website, including the project information pack, East-West Bikeway Design
Guide and an online survey.

18.2. Letters mailed to all property owners and occupiers that could be impacted by the project (over 4,270
letters posted).

18.3. Door knocking of ground floor businesses along the proposed corridor to advise them of the
engagement, provide information and ask if they could share project flyers with patrons/customers.

18.4. Targeted interviews with key stakeholders (including schools) along the route to seek their feedback.

18.5. Liaison with interest groups and business groups.
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19.

20.

18.6. Information to advise people of the project and direct them to the YSA page provided via social media,
Council newsletters, information packs in libraries and community centres, emails to precinct and
resident groups and temporary signage at various locations throughout the City and Park Lands.

The formal engagement period was open from 29 January — 19 February 2021. However, some meetings
were held after this period to ensure that all stakeholders that requested a meeting had an opportunity to
provide feedback.

Feedback from the engagement includes the following that Council needs to be aware of.

Your Say Adelaide (YSA)

21.
22.

23.

24.

25.

There were 436 responses received to the YSA survey (27% Ratepayers)

In response to the question seeking feedback on the design principles:

22.1. 213 (48.9%) support the proposed design principles as shown.

22.2. 93 (21.3%) support the proposed design principles with minor changes.

22.3. 126 (28.9%) do not support the proposed design principles and would like to do something different.
In response to the question seeking feedback on the two-way centre-road separated bikeway:
23.1. 178 expressed opposition to the design.

23.2. 48 supported the design.

23.3. 38 further respondents expressed reserved support for the design.

The common themes raised included:

24.1. A preference for a continuous route over the proposed dog-leg.

24.2. A desire for proper separation between pedestrians, cyclists and pedestrians.

24.3. Concerns with the loss of parking and impacts on congestion.

24.4. Concern regarding safety at schools and places of worship.

Several of the 436 YSA respondents identified as business owners (noting that they are not necessarily
business owners along the route). In response to the question seeking feedback on design principles:

25.1. 11 supported the proposed design principles as shown.
25.2. 11 supported the proposed design principles with minor changes.

25.3. 19 do not support the proposed design principles and would like to do something different.

Individual feedback

26.

There were 69 responses received via email or phone directly to the consultation team, of which 66
expressed direct opinions. One of the letters received was co-signed by 270 people — as is standard
practice, this letter has been considered as one response for the purposes of the analysis of feedback.

26.1. 45 (68%) of respondents were broadly supportive of the bikeway.

26.2. 21 (32%) of respondents were unsupportive or opposed to the bikeway.
26.3. Opposition was based primarily on losses to car parking.

26.4. Support was generally based on improving cycling safety.

26.5. 10 respondents expressed opposition to the dog-leg route.

Interest Groups

27.

28.

A number of transport and city interest groups made submissions, including:
27.1. Bike Adelaide

27.2. Royal Automobile Association

27.3. Active Living Coalition

27.4. Freestyle Cyclists

27.5. South East City Residents Association

Feedback from these groups included:

28.1. All groups are supportive of the bikeway and keen for it not to be further delayed.
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28.2. The groups are not supportive of the centre-road bikeway option.

28.3. A series of suggestions were provided to minimise conflicts between street users.

Route Stakeholders

29.

30.

Feedback from ten key stakeholders along the route, primarily schools, property owners and places of
worship was provided via direct contact (including meetings) with the project team.

These stakeholders are generally not supportive of the bikeway along the currently proposed route. Their
concerns included:

30.1. Safety and access across the bikeway for children, older people and people living with a disability.
30.2. Loss of car parking or drop-off spaces, in particular at schools and places of worship.

30.3. Impact of parking controls such as clearways.

Concept Design

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

We have developed an initial concept design for the East-West Bikeway along Franklin, Flinders and
Wakefield Streets, connected via Gawler Place. This concept design builds on the East-West Bikeway
Design Guide and takes note of the feedback from the initial engagement with stakeholders and the
community.

A design for a kerbside separated bikeway has been prepared for the entire East-West Bikeway alignment
(Option 1).

A design for a centre-road bikeway has also been prepared for Franklin Street, between West Terrace and
Morphett Street (Option 2). It is noted that Council does not have the authority to install a centre-road
bikeway and that approval will be required from DIT if this option is to be pursued. Initial conversations have
been undertaken with DIT, however no formal advice has been provided in relation to this matter.

The initial concept has been designed to provide a bikeway that is functional and safe for all street users and
can be implemented within the available budget. Some planter boxes and landscaping is included within the
scope of the project in selected locations within the allocated project budget.

There are opportunities to coordinate the installation of the bikeway with other current works and budgets,
including landscaping, asset renewal works to meet Disability Discrimination Act (DDA) requirements. We
will explore these opportunities through the design process as the project progresses.

Whilst the bikeway project will be installed with a ‘light-touch’ approach, using lightweight materials and
limited civil works, it is considered that the project could be a catalyst for rethinking the street space and
making best use of this significant public space, as opportunities for future investment such as tree planting,
landscaping and pedestrian and safety improvements are identified albeit not funded from this project.

If approved, this initial design will be used as the basis for developing the final detailed design to be
implemented. This detailed design process will include:

37.1. Further consultation with stakeholders along the route to finalise the design (particularly at drop-off
locations and bus stops) and confirm on-street parking controls.

37.2. Discussion with DIT and the South Australian Public Transit Authority (SAPTA) to finalise design
details and any approvals required.

37.3. Further consideration of safety issues including a Safe Systems assessment and Road Safety Audit.
37.4. An assessment to ensure compliance with the DDA.

37.5. More detailed traffic analyses to enable traffic signal arrangements to be finalised.

The initial concept design is provided in Attachment B. The document includes:

38.1. The route alignment.

38.2. A summary of the design principles that have been applied when developing the design.

38.3. Alist of further considerations that need to be considered when finalising the design.

38.4. The route alignment split into six segments, with a typical bikeway design plan, cross-section, the
existing and proposed street arrangements, and design comments shown for each street segment.

38.5. Two design options for Franklin Street (between West Terrace and Morphett Street) — kerbside bike
lanes (option 1) and a centre-road bikeway (option 2).
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Cost Estimate

39.

40.

Cost estimates of the initial concept designs, including both the kerbside bikeway (option 1) and the centre-
road bikeway for Franklin Street, between West Terrace and Morphett Street, have been prepared by an
external cost consultant. A summary of the cost estimates is provided in Attachment C.

The cost estimates for the two options are as follows:
40.1. Option 1 — kerbside separated bikeway $5,098,335.

40.2. Option 2 — centre-road bikeway on Franklin Street, between West Terrace and Morphett Street and
kerbside separated bikeway for the remaining route $5,194,625.

Traffic Impacts

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

The installation of the bikeway along the proposed route is expected to have minor impacts to traffic
movements. Impacts are expected to include removal of some turn lanes, minor changes to access, and
reduction in midblock through lanes outside of peak periods on Franklin and Flinders streets.

Turn lanes will be removed along the proposed route at the following intersections:

42.1. Franklin Street on the approach to the intersection with West Terrace — shared left/right turn lane
removed (two approach lanes are retained — one left turn lane and one right turn lane)

42.2. Franklin Street on the approaches to the intersection with Morphett Street — short left turn lanes
removed (left turn movements will be permitted from the through traffic lane)

42.3. Franklin Street and Flinders Street on the approaches to the intersection with King William Street —
short left turn lanes removed (left turns will be permitted from the through traffic lanes)

Access to the local road network will generally be retained, however the centre-road bikeway (Option 2) for
Franklin Street between West Terrace and Morphett Street would result in all un-signalised intersections
(side streets and driveways) along this section of road being restricted to left turn in and left turn out only for
motor vehicles. U-turns would also not be permitted along this section of street with the centre-road bikeway.
This includes Grattan Street, Gray Street, Shannon Place, Trenerry Court, Crowther Street, Morney Street,
Byron Place and Elizabeth Street. People driving motor vehicles who wish to turn right into or out of these
streets would need to re-route within the road network.

Franklin Street and Flinders Street between Morphett Street and Gawler Place would operate with a single
lane in each direction outside of peak times, to provide space for on-street parking. During peak times
(expected to be 7-9am and 4-6pm), two lanes of through traffic would be provided, in a similar arrangement
to that on Frome Street between Rundle Street and Wakefield Street, as well as on Pulteney Street and a
number of Park Lands roads.

Gawler Place will be reduced from two to one lane northbound, however two lanes will be retained at the
Flinders Street intersection.

The existing traffic arrangement on Wakefield Street, including all traffic and turn lanes, will be retained. The
lane widths will be reduced but will still meet requirements. The possible closure of the median at Daly Street
/ Cardwell Street, which would remove right turn and through movements at these streets, is being
considered. The final decision will be subject to further investigation.

Wakefield Road between the proposed bicycle and pedestrian actuated crossing and East Terrace would
have the speed limit reduced to 50km/h to allow for maximised on-street parking and ensure safety and
compliance with the relevant Standards (the change in speed limit would be subject to approval by DIT).

Detailed traffic modelling has not yet commenced, but will be undertaken for the signalised intersections, in
particular those with dedicated bike phases and/or those with bicycle turn movements. Although detailed
modelling has not yet been undertaken, given the grid network of the City and the numerous parallel routes
which generally have available road capacity, the impacts are not considered to be significant as traffic
movements continue to balance and find route/s with the least delays.

It is noted that there will be traffic impacts during construction, which may be greater than when the project
has been completed. However, traffic movements typically rebalance throughout the network during any
construction project as has been observed with numerous projects in the City over recent years.

On-street parking

50.

The table below provides a summary of the parking impacts with the installation of the bikeway. It shows the
number of existing on-street spaces, along with the existing average utilisation (for a weekday between 7am-
7pm) and the average number of spaces that are in use.
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51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

10

The table also shows the number of spaces that remain on the street (and the number to be removed) with
each of the design options for the bikeway. The numbers highlighted in green indicate that the number of
parking spaces remaining on the street is sufficient to meet the average demand for all sections of street,
apart from the section on Franklin Street, between West Terrace and Morphett Street, for Option 1 (kerbside
separated bike lanes).

It is noted that there are currently ticketed parking spaces on all street sections, apart from the section of
Franklin Street, between West Terrace and Morphett Street.

i X Bikeway Option 2
. T Bikeway Option 1 i
Route Section Existing situation ) . Centre-road bike
Kerbside bike lanes i
lanes on Franklin (W)
e Spaces
Utilisation . -
Number (weekda used Remaining | Spaces Remaining| Spaces
of spaces v (weekday spaces [removed spaces | removed
average)
average)
Franklin Street (West Tce to Morphett St) 128 67% 86 59 69 106 22,
Franklin Street and Flinders Street (Morphett St to Gawler Place ) 101 52% 53 63 38| 63 38
Gawler Place 10] 10 0 10 0
Wakefield Street (Gawler Place to Pulteney Street) 34 56% 19 30 4 30 4
Wakefield Street (Pulteney Street to East Terrace) 169 51% 86 111 58 111 58,
Wakefield Road (Hutt Street to Park Lands Trail) 61 49% 30 51 10, 51 10]
Total spaces 503| 273 324 179 371 132

In addition to the above vehicle parking numbers, there are currently 80 spaces for motorbike parking along
the street. This is likely to be reduced to approximately 28 motorbike spaces with the bikeway in place.

It is noted that the estimated number of spaces to be removed is marginally different to the 170 spaces
reported to Council in December. In December, the number of parking spaces with the bikeway in place was
estimated prior to the design stage — the numbers presented here have been calculated based on the initial
concept design that has been developed for both design options.

It is acknowledged that the parking utilisation figures shown in the table are averages (for weekdays 7am-
7pm), and that at peak times the demand for existing parking spaces will be higher than the supply of
parking spaces. This is likely to be the case during school drop-off and pick-up times.

Although this will result in a reduction in parking spaces in locations, the new arrangements will provide road
safety benefits for school drop-off/pick up, as studies have shown that road crashes associated with parallel
parking manoeuvres are minimised compared to angle parking.

Managing the demand for kerbside space during school drop-off and pick up times is a challenge that is
faced at most schools, and we acknowledge that the reduction in spaces following the installation of the
bikeway may exacerbate this situation along these streets. We will work with all schools throughout this
project to develop a plan which considers parking controls within the local precinct, including side streets and
other adjacent main streets, which will aim to facilitate convenient and safe access for all students.

The total number of spaces to be removed is 179 for Option 1 and 132 for Option 2. It is noted that there are
a total of 17,500 on-street parking spaces in the city (including paid, free, accessible spaces and other
restricted zones). The removal of up to 179 spaces represents 1% of the on-street parking total.

As part of the public street, on-street parking spaces are a shared community asset that Council must
manage carefully to ensure that we maintain fair and equitable access to public space. The traffic and
parking arrangements proposed for the East-West Bikeway aim to strike a balance for all users of the street
once the bikeway is installed.

The following approaches have been used to find space for the bikeway in the street:

60.1. Where possible ‘surplus’ street space has been reallocated to make space for the bikeway — this has
included the provision of narrower traffic lanes where existing dimensions far exceed requirements.

60.2. In other locations space for the bikeway can be created by better managing street space to provide
traffic capacity during peak travel times and parking at other times of the day to support city
businesses and activities.

60.3. In some locations parking arrangements can be adjusted to that the space for the bikeway can be
found by changing angle parking to parallel parking, thereby public space previously allocated to
storing empty private vehicles can be reallocated to creating a space for people to safely ride their
bikes to work, shop or play in the city.
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On-street parking revenue

61. There are currently 177 ticketed parking spaces along the proposed bikeway corridor. The expected income
from these spaces is approx. $670,000 (ex GST) in 2020-2021.

62. If this project progresses, we will develop a plan for on-street parking that seeks to balance the needs of
stakeholders along the street with the impact on revenue to CoA, in line with Council’s On-Street Parking
Policy. This will include the allocation of parking controls to support local businesses and residents as well as
identifying ticketed spaces to retain Council’s budget.

63. Itis noted that ticketed parking assists in managing on-street spaces by increasing the turnover of spaces
and provides a more equitable management tool than timed parking. The aim of the parking plan will be to
redistribute ticketed spaces across the City, so that the impact to Council’s revenue is minimised.

Cost Benefit Analysis

64. A Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) has been undertaken for the project by an external consultant. The resulting
Economics Summary Report is included as Attachment D.

65. The CBA monetises the impacts of the project using widely accepted methods, recognised as leading
practice as described in the Infrastructure Australia Assessment Framework, Australian Transport
Assessment and Planning (ATAP) Guidelines and the New Zealand Transport Agency Monetised Benefits
and Costs Manual.

66. The details of the costs and benefits identified in the CBA are summarised in the table below. The benefit
cost ratio (BCR) of the main case is 2.2 at the 7% discount rate — which indicates that the benefits of the
project exceed the costs (Noting anything above 1.0 is positive). The results indicate that, for every dollar
invested in the project, over $2 of benefit is returned to the community.

Parameter Value

Benefit cost ratio (BCR) 2.2
Net present value (NPV) (Sm) $9.33
Internal rate of return (IRR) 10.40%
Present value of benefits (PVB) (5m) $17.38
Present value of costs (PVC) (Sm) $8.05

Source: NineSquared, 2021

67. The robustness of this economic analysis has been tested through a series of sensitivity tests and a
consideration of the qualitative impacts of the project.

Market sounding

68. An initial market sounding exercise has been undertaken to understand the capacity of possible contractors
to undertake the bikeway works prior to the end of December 2021.

69. The contractors that have responded to this exercise have indicated that they are available to undertake the
work and that it would take approximately 4-6 months to construct. This delivery timeframe would be
dependent on several factors, including:

69.1. Availability of final design;

69.2. The extent of civil works required; and

69.3. The requirement to adjust services, pit lids etc.
Prudential Issues Report

70. To ensure good governance and accountability, local government entities are required under Section 48 of
the Local Government Act 1999 (SA) (the Act) to consider a report addressing prudential issues when
engaging in any project where the expected capital cost of the project over the ensuing five (5) years is likely
to exceed $4 million (indexed). The cost of the East-West Bikeway project exceeds this stipulated threshold.
We do not believe that the Project falls within an exemption of section 48(3) of the Act. As such, Section
48(1) of the Act applies and, in compliance with that section, we have commissioned the preparation of a
Prudential Issues Report for presentation to Council.

71.  Section 48(2) of the Act requires the following issues to be addressed in a Prudential Issues Report:

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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71.1. Relationship with relevant strategic management plans
71.2. Objectives of the Development Plan where the Project is to occur

71.3. Contribution of the Project to the economic development of the area, impact on local business and
how the Project ensures fair competition

71.4. Level of consultation with the community including key stakeholders

71.5. Revenue projections and potential financial risks

71.6. Recurrent and whole of life costs

71.7. Financial viability of the Project and the short/long term net effect on the financial position of Council
71.8. Any risks and risk mitigation

71.9. Most appropriate mechanisms/arrangements for carrying out the Project.

72. Section 48(4) of the Act requires that the Prudential Issues Report be prepared by a person whom Council
reasonably believes to be qualified to address the prudential issues. Further, section 48(4a) of the Act
requires a Prudential Issues Report must not be prepared by a person who has an interest in the Project.

73. The Prudential Issues Report (Attachment E, distributed separately) addresses the prudential issues
outlined in Section 48(2) of the Act. In its preparation, we engaged through our Procurement processes
Business Resource Management Pty Ltd as Trustee for the BRM Unit Trust to draft the Prudential Issues
Report. Key personnel within that organisation have the requisite qualifications and are independent of the
Project fulfilling Section 48(4) of the Act.

Next steps
74. There are two options for suggested outcomes and next steps as follows:
74.1. Proceed with the project based on the kerbside bikeway design for the entire route (Option 1);

74.2. Proceed with the project based on the centre-road bikeway on Franklin Street between West Terrace
and Morphett Street and kerbside bikeway for the remainder of the route (Option 2); or

75. If Option 1 or Option 2 are endorsed, we would progress with the next steps as follows:

75.1. Provide Council’'s recommendation to the Minister for Transport for concurrence and joint agreement
to proceed with the project.

75.2. Further develop the design, liaising with DIT and SAPTA and obtaining approvals where necessary.

75.3. Undertake further consultation with key stakeholders, including interest groups, Council’'s Access and
Inclusion Panel and property owners and occupiers along the route to determine the parking controls
and finalise the design drawings.

75.4. Undertake a DDA assessment, Safe Systems Assessment and a Road Safety Audit.

DATA AND SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Link 1 — Letter from DIT to Council regarding the Funding Deed
Link 2 — Letter from the Lord Mayor to the Minister for Infrastructure and Transport

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A — Consultation Report
Attachment B - Initial concept design
Attachment C — Cost Estimate

Attachment D — Economic Summary Report

Attachment E — Prudential Issues Report (Distributed Separately)

- END OF REPORT -
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Proprietary Information Statement

The information contained in this document produced by Holmes Dyer Pty Ltd is solely for the use of the Client identified on
the coversheet for the purpose for which it has been prepared and Holmes Dyer Pty Ltd takes no responsibility to any third
party who may rely upon this document.
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YourSay Feedback Summary East West Bikeway

Your Say
Adelaide

This summary represents the general sentiments received relating to the questions on YourSay Adelaide.
There were 436 responses received in this manner.

Do you support the proposed design
principles of traffic and parking lanes,
separated bike lanes and existing
footpaths in each direction?

Yes, with Yes,
minor as shown
changes

No, do
something
different

Do you have any comments on the
design approach for a two-way
separated bikeway in the centre of the
street as proposed by the City of
Sydney?

178

expressed opposition to the
design

48 supported it
(36 additional respondents
expressed reserved support)

CITY OF
Séelgizla':l héelthF- Agenda - 23 March 2021

Common Themes
+ A preference for a continuous route
over the dog-leg route proposed

« A desire for proper separation between
pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles

« A mixed response to the parking layout

« Concerns around impact on schools
and places of worship; preference for
these not to be included on the route

» Concerns for the safety of pedestrians,

especially children, older people and
people with a disability

People expressed desire for
a continuous route:

» Franklin/Flinders Streets
» Grote/Wakefield Streets
» Pirie/Waymouth Streets

» Dog leg route Grote and
Flinders St to avoid any
disruption to 3 large inner
city schools

» Some specified not on
Franklin/Flinders Streets

el i/:l\\

Desire for
safer cycling,
including
design

elements to
minimise turn
conflicts

Preference
for “Island"”

Concern
regarding

school
drop-off/
pick-up zones
& interactions
with schools

for bus stops

Less interest
in the use of
line-marking
and flexi-posts

configuration

Concern with
the loss of
parking and
Impacts on

congestion

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

There is desire
for a wider
bikeway

Concern
regarding
access for
deliveries and

pedestrians
crossing the
bikeway

Greening and

shade were
seen as
desirable




Individual Feedback Summary East West Bikeway

This feedback was received directly by the consultation team via email or phone.

69 responses were received in this manner, of which 66 expressed direct opinions.

o EmS &

45 respondents (68%) 21 respondents (32%)
were broadly supportive were unsupportive of or
of the bikeway opposed to the bikeway

Opposition was based 10 respondents
primarily on losses in car

parking

expressed opposition to
the dog leg route

Support was based None expressed
generally on improving support for the
cycling safety centre-road design as a
primary choice, although
one person was
supportive of it as a
compromise solution

CITY OF

A‘C ADELAIDE

|
| Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Group Feedback Summary East West Bikeway

Interest Groups

This represents submissions made by transport and city interest groups.

+ Bike Adelaide

+ Royal Automobile Association

« Active Living Coalition

* Freestyle Cyclists

« South East City Residents Association

Supportive of the
bikeway, and keen for it
not to be further delayed

\
N\ /
~w’

QL0
- I -~

=

Provided suggestions
for designs to

Not supportive of
Centre road option

Not supportive of
Dogleg route however
generally found it to be minimise conflicts
an acceptable

compromise if required

Route Stakeholders

This represents submissions made by stakeholders along the route
such as schools, landowners and places of worship

Broadly not supportive
of it along the current
route

Key concerns included:

[ ) [ )
Access across the
bikeway for children,

older people and people
living with disability

Impact of parking
controls such as clearways
on drop-offs/pick-up and
deliveries

Loss of carparking or
drop-off space,
particularly in front of
schools, places of worship
and care providers

y ADELAIDE
il Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

J CITY OF
t
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Feedback Summary East West Bikeway

18

Concerns about parking losses,
safety for pedestrians crossing the
bikeway, and access for vehicles for
services at the Greek Orthodox
Cathedral and Olympic Bingo

o Concerns about loss of parking

increasing congestion of school
drop-off at St Mary's College, as well
as safety of children crossing the
bikeway and access for bus loading
for school camps or excursions

o0

Particular support for increased
greening along Franklin Street
between King William Street and
Morphett Street

Concerns about drop-off/pick-up
space and safety for clients and
residents of U City crossing the
bikeway

Concerns about turn conflicts with
heavy vehicles entering Post Office
Place

Concerns about the impact of the
dog-leg route on cycling convenience,
uptake and safety

Concerns about turn conflicts with
the State Centre Car Park

Concerns about safe crossing of the
bikeway for students of St Aloysius
College

Concerns about parking losses
increasing pick-up/drop-off
congestion at Christian Brothers
College Senior School

Concerns about parking losses
increasing pick-up/drop-off
congestion and safety for pedestrians
crossing the bikeway at Christian
Brothers Junior School

Concerns about loss of parking and
safety for customers and clients at
medical businesses

‘J.Q | ADELAIDE

A ‘ CITY OF

ouncil Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Introduction

Project Context

The City of Adelaide’s Strategic Plan 2020-2024 sets out the
vision for Adelaide to be ‘the most liveable city in the world’.
The actions in the plan are arranged under four outcomes,
Thriving Communities, Strong Economies, Dynamic City
Culture and Environmental Leadership.

Achieving a safe, affordable, accessible, well-connected city
for people of all ages and abilities, and all transport modes is
listed as one of the key outcomes.

Actions include the implementation of city access projects
in partnership with the State Government, including the
North-South and East-West City Bikeways.

The City of Adelaide (CoA), in partnership and via a funding
agreement with the State Government of South Australia, is
developing the North-South and East-West Bikeways.

The North-South Bikeway follows the alignment of Frome
Street/Road and is well developed, with many sections
completed. While various routes and alignments have been
considered for the East-West Bikeway, none have been
subject to formal public consultation until now.

At its meeting on 15 December 2020 Council considered an
East-West Bikeway along Franklin-Flinders-Gawler-Wakefield
Streets, connecting West Terrace to the eastern Park Lands.
The Council decision requested that a report be brought
back in March 2021 with the early consultation feedback.

The proposed route is shown Right:

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Engagement Objectives

Engagement was designed to:

Include stakeholders within the city (property
owners, occupiers, residents, businesses etc) as well
as existing and potential street users (pedestrians,
cyclists, drivers etc).

Provide information that is clear and easy to
understand that enables community members and

Engagement Plan
Method

Stakeholders

21

Techniques

Objectives: Inform the community of the proposed alignment of the East-West Bikeway

Consult with the community for feedback on the East-West Bikeway Design Guide

Desired Outcome(s)

Strategy: Provide public promotion of the proposed east west bikeway in locations with a spatial relationship to the proposed route
to capture drivers, pedestrians, cyclists and visitors. Direct engagement with adjacent property owners and tenants for discussion
and input. Online and interest group engagement.

stakeholders to make informed feedback.

Provide various opportunities for people to provide
feedback and discuss the project if required.

Temporary gateway signage along key cycle routes throughout
the parklands

Temporary signage at key intersections along the cycle route

Raise awareness of the

The purpose of engagement was to: Inform/ e General e Floor stickers at key pedestrian crossings and intersections along . .
) project and provide
: ) Consult community the route i
¢ Inform the community of the proposed alignment of avenues for input
the East-West Bikeway e Temporary signage on parking signs at key affected locations
along the route
e Consult with the community for feedback on the
East-West Bikeway Design Guide e Distribution of flyers at some cafes or pubs along the route
As such, this engagement has sought to provide feedback : Yogr Saly Adelaide WibS'te s.et ug). W'FQ p_rOJect mform?gon EaCk
h d route for the bikewav and on the design and online survey. Information distribution to Council database.
on.t € propose Y . g Social media promoting the project
guide to treatments for the proposed route. Questions
covered: e General e Liaise with agencies such as BISA (now BikeAdelaide), Bike SA,
community RAA, Walking SA, Heart Foundation to encourage engagement
e Design Principles (traffic and parking lanes, separated e Visitors with their members
bike lanes, and existing footpaths in each direction) . Residents e Distribute information to news subscribers and provide .
d bik Inform/ information including fliers at the Council office, libraries and Raise awareness of the
e Centre-road bikeway concept Consult e Service community centres project a:d prowde
R ) avenues for input
Bikeway design Qsumers  Talk with local businesses on the route about displaying bikeway
« Parking layout e Broader project fliers for patrons and customers
stakeholders : )
o Associated street improvements e Letters mailed to all property owners and occupiers that could
be directly impacted by the bikeway to notify them of the project
The engagement process also looked at how the and engagement
proposed bike rout.e interfaced W'th proper‘ne; and e Door-knocking of ground floor businesses along the corridor to
occupants of premises along Franklin Street, Flinders provide project information and notify them of the engagement
Street, Gawler Place and Wakefield Street.
. e Set meetings for key stakeholders (property owners or occupiers)
Engagement began on 29 Janugry 2021, but commenced cB(L)JrSr:rrfjfmit along the proposed route Raise awareness and
in earnest on 8 February, running until 19 February. Late Y collect input from
Engage schools, places e Targeted interviews with property owners/landlords including

feedback was accepted due to the short nature of the

engagement, and has been included in this report.

of worship and
landlords

properties with higher dependency on road-side access eg.
Schools

property owners and
occupiers

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Engagement Materials and Activities
Signage

Signage was placed along the route and in the Park Lands in the following
formats:

e Al posters along key cycle routes through the Park Lands
e A3 posters facing east-west at major intersections along the route
e A4 postersin angled parking areas

Floor stickers at major pedestrian crossings.

Examples of materials, images of the materials on display and a map of
signage locations are shown below.
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Letters

23

Door to Door

Over 4270 letters were sent to all affected property owners and occupies. Door to door knocking of businesses along the route was undertaken.

A copy of the letter is provided at Appendix 1. The locations of these Occupants of 46 businesses were directly spoken to about the proposed
East West Bikeway, provided with information and directed to the
YourSay Adelaide website:

premises are shown in the plan below:

Count
1 Bocelli 26 Kineffo
2 Wakefield House 27 Quest
3 Stace Anaesthetist 28 Scammell & Co. Solicitors
4 Wakefield Street Dental 29 The Franklin Hotel
5 Epiclinic 30 Legacy
6 Verve Haircutters 31 Psarros & Allen
7 Adabco Boutique Hotel 32 Avani Adelaide Residences
8 Calvary Community Care 33 Frederic Ozanam Housing
9 Adelaide & Hills ENT Association
10 Hodgkison 34 Aboriginal Health Council
11 Headspace 35 Harley-Heaven Adelaide
12 McConnell Dowell 36 Broker Hub
13 Oktal Sydac 37 Benjamin on Franklin Hotel
14 Louca's Seafood Restaurant 38 Peter Stevens Motorcycles
15 All Water 39 Leader Computers
16 CCK Lawyers 40 Marksman Indoor Firing Range
17 Frank J Siebert Funeral Directors 41 Aceit Couriers
18 Ritz Café 42 The fabric store
19 Bunnik Tours 43 ucl
20 Peoples Choice 44 Andersons Solicitors
21 Bean Bar 45 Crack kitchen
22 Convenience on Franklin 46 Kwik Kopy
23 JeffcottChambers
24 Adina
East West Bikeway Impacted Properties 25 Australia Post

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Council Contacts Database

Adelaide City Council Staff distributed email alerts and email
news items to existing contacts on Council mailing lists
including YourSay Adelaide (YSA) mailing list, the recreation
mailing list and social media.

YourSay Adelaide (YSA) Website

The YSA page went live on Friday 29 January 2021. The page
provided:

e Summary information
e Contact details

e Consultation survey (which could be filled out online
and submitted through the YourSay portal - Redcated
comments summary at Appendix 5)

e Engagement pack (which included the survey questions,
for those who did not wish to complete the form online
- Appendix 3)

e Design Guide (summarising the route and providing
design ‘tool kits’ to illustrate how sections of the
proposed route could be treated- also shown in
Appendix 3)

Direct Contact

Contact details for the consultant team were provided

on the YourSay website. Some respondents preferred to
make direct contact by phone or email in the first instance.
Callers were provided with information and in most cases
directed to the YourSay page or given the information from
the YourSay page to complete.

The majority of phone calls were enquiries. In some
cases YourSay was difficult for respondents to navigate
and feedback was taken over the phone and confirmed in
writing (email).

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Stakeholder Meetings

Key stakeholders were engaged in several ways. Interest
groups such as Bike SA, Bike Adelaide, the Royal Automobile
Association (RAA) and others were invited to engage

via formal submission by email, as well as encouraging
individual members to respond. Where a meeting was
requested, this was acceded to.

CBD schools were contacted and asked to circulate the
consultation information to their school communities.

Meetings were arranged with schools along the route in
order to further discuss the proposal, how these schools use
the road, concerns that they may have, and the potential
design solutions for this.

Meetings were arranged with other major landholders along
the route to obtain first hand input as to how the proposed
bikeway would interact with premises that have more
specialised street access requirements.



YourSay Adelaide (YSA) Website

Visitor Statistics

The YSA portal summrises visitation and activity for each
project page/consultation program. The East - West
Bikeway recorded:

2930 ‘Aware’ visitors (these are unique visitors, which
could be individuals or individuals visiting on behalf of
organisations)

1803 ‘Informed’ visitors (these are visitors that have
explored the available consultation materials more
closely to learn more about your project by browsing
through the consultation information available (e.g.
they may have downloaded supporting documents
such as the Information Pack; browsed through FAQs;
or viewed photographs/diagrams etc).

425 “Engaged’ visitors (these are the people who have
submitted feedback through the online engagement
tools available (e.g. they completed a submission
form, participated in the discussion forums, etc.).

Additional responses, including filling out the form
physically rather than online, meant that a total of 436
responses were received. Note that not all questions were
answered by every respondent.

One response to the questions was signed by 270 people.
This had been included in this section as one response,

as is standard practice. This response comes from
Stakeholder 8, whose general opinion, as expressed in the
meeting with this stakeholder, can be seen on page 27.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Survey Responses

The main component of consultation was a YSA survey
containing six key questions. A summary of responses
follow. All responses are provided in a separate spreadsheet.

Q1: Do you support the proposed design principles (see
page 11 of the Design Guide) of traffic and parking lanes,
separated bike lanes and existing footpaths in each
direction?

Response \[o} %
Yes, as shown 213 48.9%
Yes, with minor changes 93 21.3%
No, do something different 126 28.9%
Total 436

Of those that responded: 'Yes, as shown', many wanted
to see the bikelane installed without delay however the
preference was for a straight alignment rather that the
proposed 'dog leg.' Most common comments were:

e 32 expressed frustration with delays or were keen to
use the bikeway

e Ten expressed a dislike of the dog-leg
» Two of these suggested Grote Street
» One suggested Flinders Street

Four encouraged further safety measures for cyclists
(primarily regarding visibility)

¢ Three encouraged a wide cycle path
e Two encouraged further greening measures

e Two expressed a dislike for Toolkit One (linemarking and
flexi-posts)

e Two expressed a desire for consistency with the Frome
bikeway

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.
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Of those that responded: 'Yes, with minor changes', the Of those that responded: 'No, do something different’, key
most common response was for a straight route for the concerns related to the interaction between the bikeway
bikeway, rather than a dog leg through Gawler Place, and  and schools, the loss of carparking and the potential impacts
for improved cyclist safety at intersections. Some concern changes to the road will have on traffic congestion.
iCaJirsz(c)jnﬂICts with school drop off zones and bus stops were 48 expressed concern at the interactions with schools
) . e 37 expressed concern with the loss of parkin
e 27 expressed desire for a continuous route P P &

o 14 dbyi t ti
» 11 of these preferred Franklin/Flinders Streets Were concerned by Impacts on congestion

. e Five expressed concern at safety for cyclists
» Three of these preferred Grote/Wakefield Streets P y Y
* Five expressed concern regarding access for people
» One of these specified not on Franklin/Flinders . .p s & 8 &

Streets with disabilities

) ) e Four were concerned by turn conflicts
e 14 suggested further improvements to cyclist safety,

primarily at intersections e Five expressed a desire for the bikeway not to go along

Flinders Street
e Eight made comments regarding the bus stops, with a

desire for an “island” configuration e Three were concerned by broader safety impacts

e Seven expressed concern regarding school drop-off/ e Two suggested that the route was in the wrong location

pick-up zones e Two opposed all cycle infrastructure construction

* Seven expressed a desire for a wide bikepath e Two suggested that there were too few cyclists to justify

e Six expressed a dislike of Toolkit One (linemarking and the project
flexiposts)

e Five expressed impatience for it to be completed

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Q2: Do you have any comments on the design approach for
a two-way separated bikeway in the centre of the street as
proposed by the City of Sydney?

The majority of responses were opposed to a centre of
street design approach.

178 expressed opposition to the design
48 supported it

» 36 additional respondents expressed reserved
support

66 were concerned by issues of access and egress to
and from the bikeway

37 suggested that it would be off-putting to new cyclists

30 suggested that it would create traffic confusion,
particularly at intersections

25 stated either a concern with the lack of expert
support, or that they would support it if such support
were to be found

19 suggested that they would be willing to support it if
this was the only solution Council would approve

19 expressed anger, frustration or disappointment at
the proposal’s suggestion

17 were inclined to support it if it saved car parking

18 noted or queried the potential impact on car
maneuvering (such as right turns)

12 related to its impact on schools

Seven commented on the lack of shade likely under this
design

Seven commented on the width of the bikeway under
this design

Five commented that it may be useful if through traffic
is desired

Three noted the current lack of approval from the
Department of Infrastructure and Transport

Three noted the lesser opportunities for streetscape
improvement

Q3: Do you have any comments about the proposed
bikeway design?

This question brought about a summary of early responses
for and against the bike way. This included respondents that
wanted the bikeway installed, to follow a straight alignment
and include greening. There was also outright opposition to
the bikeway, concerns for loss of parking and the potential
for conflict/need for separation from cars and bus stops.

e 56 expressed excitement or impatience to use it

e 54 noted the dog-leg as undesirable

e 22 were opposed to the construction of the bikeway
e 19 were in favour of greening (Toolkit Two)

e 16 expressed a desire to be consistent with Frome
Street

e 15 were concerned by the reduction in car parking
e 14 commented on the width of the bikeway

¢ 11 noted the bus stop design, with a clear preference
for “island” bus stops

e 11 suggested proper separation between parked
cars and cyclists to prevent “dooring” and allow for
pedestrian refuge, especially in the context of Toolkit
One (flexi-posts)

e Nine suggested signage both for wayfinding and safety

e Eight noted the need to separate pedestrians from the
cycleway

Seven noted traffic light timing and intersection safety

e Seven suggested doing a different route (separate from
concerns regarding the dog-leg)

e Six queried the function of the turn at Gawler Place,
including bicycle storage and signal phasing

e Five were concerned with impacts on traffic congestion
e Four queried the use of Gawler Place

e Three suggested improved shading along the route
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Q4: Do you have any comments about the proposed parking
layout?

This question generated a mixed response with respondents
both supporting and opposing the proposed parking layout
with potential conflicts, loss of car parking and access being
the main comments.

e 138 supported the proposed layout
e 74 opposed the layout
» 26 of these were with concerns specific to schools

e 27 specified a desire to ensure cyclists were protected
from “dooring”

e 14 suggested removing more car parking

» A further seven suggested removing all on-street
car parking

e 11 noted a need to be accessible for people with
disabilities

e Ten were concerned specifically with loading/unloading

e Eight suggested Frome Street as a good model

e Eight suggested the inclusion of bicycle parking

e Four suggested more shorter-stay car parks (e.g. loading
zones, 15/30 minute parking)

e Three suggested signage to encourage pedestrians
crossing the bikeway to look for bikes

e Two noted a need to ensure parked cars did not block
visibility, specifically in the context of turning vehicles

e Two were concerned by impacts on congestion

e Two suggested a centre-road design could be beneficial
in this regard

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Q5: Do you have any comments about the proposed
associated street improvements?

Greening, amenity, shade and visibility were key comments
for the bikeway. Some opposition to both the bikeway,
improvements and planterboxes was also expressed.

e 77 stressed a desire for greening
e 42 generally approved of the proposal
e 19 commented on the need for shade

e 11 suggested that Frome Street was a good model in
this regard

* Nine suggested that work on the bikeway should
commence with or without street improvements

e Eight were opposed to the bikeway entirely

e Eight commented on visibility of cyclists for motorists
turning across the bikeway

e Five hoped that more car parks could be included
e Five hoped for improved pedestrian crossings

e Five suggested that the improvements were bad,
without further elaboration

e Four supported the use of planter boxes

» Three criticised planter boxes and hoped that they
would not be used

» One preferred that they were used between the
street and the bikeway, rather than between the
bikeway and the footpath

Q6: Of those that provided 'Other Comments'

The 'dog leg' alignment was the most common 'other
comment' from respondents.

99 expressed displeasure at the dog-leg route

92 expressed excitement or impatience for the
completion of the route

25 suggested that the dog-leg was an acceptable
compromise

» None suggested that it was unacceptable
24 suggested that the route should avoid schools
20 expressed clear opposition to the project

15 noted with concern the number of heavy vehicles
(including buses) which would use the route

11 suggested that the route was bad for other reasons

11 suggested that the bikeway needed to be part of a
connected network

Six suggested that the route should go along Pirie-
Waymouth

Five were concerned at the implications for pedestrian
safety around schools

Five were concerned at the loss of car parking

Five suggested signage for safety purposes, particularly
regarding turns across the bikeway

Five were concerned by, or asked for clarity about, the
turns in Gawler Place

Four suggested that it should use quieter streets

Four emphasised a need for smooth and well-thought-
through end connections

» Three noted the difficulties present at West
Terrace, including the current situation where the
bike lane becomes the left-turn lane for vehicles

16
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Business Owner Feedback (via YSA)

The following summary is taken from feedback given by those

identified through YSA as being business owners. Note that
these are not necessarily all business owners along the route.
41 such responses were received.

Do you support the proposed design principles (see page 11
of the Design Guide) of traffic and parking lanes, separated
bike lanes and existing footpaths in each direction?

Of those that responded to this question 22 supported the
design as is or with changes expressing interest for work

to begin and 19 opposed the design. Common concerns
from those opposed to the design included car parking and
congestion. The route was also questioned with opposition
to Franklin Street being in the alignment and opposition to
the dog-leg:

* Yes, as shown: 11

»

Four expressed impatience or excitement to use the
bikeway

e Yes, with minor changes: 11

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

Two noted the centre road option as undesirable

One was against the use of Flinders Street for the
bikeway

One was in favour of using flexi-posts as a temporary
option

One noted the dog-leg route as undesirable
One suggested widening the bikeway

One hoped to retain more car parks

One enquired as to where bins would be located
One suggested narrowing the footpath

One suggested signage to improve safety

One suggested having short-term metered parking in
lower levels of multi-storey car parks

One suggested turning the Victoria Square service
lane (on the western side) into a loading zone

* No,

»
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do something different: 19
12 were concerned about loss of car parking
Six were concerned about increases in congestion

Four expressed their opposition to the use of Flinders
Street as a potential route

Three were concerned about safety

Two expressed opposition to the dog-leg route
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Q2: Do you have any comments on the design approach for
a two-way separated bikeway in the centre of the street as
proposed by the City of Sydney?

The majority of responses were opposed to a centre of street
design approach.

Of those that responded:
» 20 were opposed
» 3 were in favour

e Three were concerned about the functioning of
intersections with this design

e Two would support the option if it allowed car parking to
remain

e Two expressed concern about access to and from the
bikeway under this design

e Two expressed outright opposition to the bikeway

Q3: Do you have any comments about the proposed bikeway
design? There was common opposition to the project from
businesses along the route and concern for loss of car parks.
There is interest for the bikeway to begin and bike safety,
particularly at intersections, was raised.

Of those that responded:

¢ Nine expressed opposition to the project as a whole

e Five expressed concern at the reduction in car parks

e Four expressed eagerness for the project to be complete
e Three expressed concern for the safety of pedestrians

e Three were concerned by intersection safety

e Two suggested Frome Street as a good model to use

e Two expressed a need for sufficient width in the bikeway

e Two were concerned by potential impacts on traffic
congestion

¢ Two were opposed to the route (separately from the dog-
leg)

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Q4: Do you have any comments about the proposed parking
layout? Loss of car parking, potential impacts to property
access and conflicts at key spots (such as school pick up
zones) were items raised regarding to the parking layout.
There was some support for the layout and a need for
sufficient separation.

Of those that responded:
e 15 were opposed to the removal of car parks
¢ Nine were supportive of it

e Two noted the need for sufficient separation to prevent
dooring

e Two noted that bikeways typically increase business over
car parking

e Two stressed a need for pick up areas

¢ One suggested Frome Street as a useful model
e One was concerned at the impact on schools
e One expressed displeasure at the route

¢ One noted a need to cater for people living with a
disability

Q5: Do you have any comments about the proposed
associated street improvements? While this question still
raised concerns about loss of carparking and there was some
opposition to the the proposed bikeway, greening and street
improvements are most commonly seen as a benefit.

e Nine were in favour of further greening

e Four expressed satisfaction with the proposed
improvements

e Three were concerned by car park losses
e Two suggested Frome Street as a good model
e Two expressed outright opposition

Two expressed a lack of confidence that Council would
implement them

e Two suggested that street improvements should happen
regardless

e Two suggested lighting improvements

Q6: Of those that provided 'Other Comments' common
themes continued which included a split in opposition and
desire to see the project begin, alignment concerns including
the dog leg and the use of Flinders Street and concerns on
the loss of carparking:

e Nine expressed outright opposition

e Nine were displeased with the dog-leg route

e Seven were keen to see the project completed

e Four expressed concern at the loss of car parking

e Two expressed concerns about the route unrelated to the
dog-leg

e Two expressed opposition to a route along Flinders Street

Many respondents across all questions criticised the
consultation process, relating to:

1 Lack of time available to respond
2 Lack of detail in consultation materials
3 Some also commented on the fact that there were no

route options consulted on 18
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Written Feedback

The following summarises email feedback provided to either
the consultant team or the City Bikeways Team. A redacted

transcript of all email feedback and attachments is provided

at Appendix 2.

Over the course of the consultation period, 69 direct emails
were received by both the consultant team and the City
Bikeways team. There were approximately 30 phone calls
received, with the majority providing follow up emails
captured by the consultant team or City Bikeways Team.

In six cases, it was indicated that they were unwilling to
provide feedback in writing, and as such, these phone calls
were summarised and included in this summary. Twelve

of these emails were questions or suggestions and did not
comment on support or opposition to the bikeway. Three
responses were questions only, and did not express a direct
opinion.

Of the 66 responses which expressed direct opinions:

e 45 (68%) were broadly supportive of the bikeway. Of
these responses:

» 15 respondents supported the bikeway for the
safety benefits

» Five were supportive but with design suggestions
» Ten expressed concern with the dog-leg route
» Two were concerned by the loss of car parking

» Two was concerned for safety reasons (for cyclists,
specifically at the Franklin/Flinders/King William
intersection, and the exit to the car park at 185
Victoria Square)

21 (32%) were unsupportive/opposed. Of these
responses:

» - Seven expressed concern about parking losses

» Six expressed concern about congestion impacts
» Six expressed concern about safety

» One was concerned about disability access

» One was concerned about impacts on the State
Centre Car Park (this was also submitted via
YourSay)

Seven responses addressed the centre-road option
» None were supportive of it as a first choice

» One was supportive of it as a compromise solution

Ideas and suggestions included:

Drinking fountains along the route

A cycle path alongside Dequetteville Terrace (due to the
closure of paths for events such as the Fringe, allowing
an alternative route)

As an alternative to the bikeway:

» “Paint the entire length of every on-road bike lane
in the city with the same green stuff you currently
have at many traffic lights”

» “Erect signs at all major road entry points to the city
that say: You Are Now Entering A Cycle Safety Zone.
Or they could read: This is a Cycle and Bus Priority
and Safety Zone.”

19
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Group Feedback

Interest Groups

The following groups concerned about cycling and road use made
submissions. Note that business precincts were contacted, and the
consultation team did attend a meeting with the Grote Business
Precinct, however this meeting was not intended primarily for the
provision of feedback, but rather to answer questions and direct
people to the YSA page, and as such is not included here.

Bike Adelaide

Bike Adelaide (formerly the Bicycle Institute of South Australia)
has provided a five page submission, which is provided in full in
the attachments. They express support for a kerbside bikeway,
and their wish to see the bikeway support businesses as it has
elsewhere. They provide the following list of requirements to
ensure safety and comfort in the design and delivery of the
bikeway:

1 The Bikeway width delivered is 2.5m except at pinch points
(e.g where outdoor dining areas already exist)

2 Riders are protected at intersections with a Dutch style
intersection approach (planned for future delivery when funds
are available).

3 Sufficient buffers are provided to prevent dooring from parked
cars/delivery vehicles

4 The Gawler Place contraflow lane is well designed for bike
safety.

5 Signals at Gawler Place allow for quick, safe and easy bicycle
movements.

6 Concrete kerbing (for buffers) should not be 90 degrees but
rather slopped to prevent pedal strike.

7 Side street turning movements are safely managed by
deliberate tight turning corners to slow traffic speeds.

8 Safe landing spaces and crossing points for pedestrians/car
drivers are provided

9 Drivers are provided with good visibility of bicycle lane traffic

10 Contraflow bicycle access is provided along Gawler Place from
Pirie Street to Wakefield street to increase connectivity to the
new bikeway from the east.
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They have also suggested further discussion on lowering the
speed limit to 40km/h.

They supported the approach of delivering the bikeway
now, with further upgrades as funds become available. Such
upgrades are likely to include greening, which Bike Adelaide
believed would be beneficial for all road users.

They strongly opposed the centre road design, and preferred
a straight route down Flinders and Franklin Streets. To this
end they noted evidence of property price uplift, reductions
in rental vacancies, retail spend, and gains to business from
street investment in cases where bikeways are introduced,
though they did not cite such evidence.

Regarding car parking, they did note the importance of
providing sufficient spaces for the following:

e People with physical needs
e Taxidrop off/pick up

e Student drop off for younger students/students with
special needs

e Convenient deliveries

They also encouraged the provision of cycle parking, and
public art, subject to funding constraints, noting that this
may be provided at a later date.

They expressed further concerns regarding process and
other broader strategic questions, which can be seen in their
full submission.
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Royal Automobile Association

The RAA’s submission noted that consistency with the
Frome Street bikeway would have benefits in terms of
providing a route design that city road users are familiar
with. They noted that a continuous, segregated route will
encourage greater uptake of cycling through the provision
of safer infrastructure, which would be expected to reduce
casualty crashes. It did however note several challenges:

e Conflict with vehicles turning at intersections, and into
or out of driveways

e Conflict with kerb protuberances for outdoor dining and
green spaces (integrated design required)

e Conflict with passenger pick-up and drop-off locations
at various schools, accommodation buildings and bus-
stops (integrated design required)

e Loss of street parking

e Existing established trees along roadside (integrated
design required)

e Effective allocation of space for bicycle lanes, associated

barriers, as well as existing infrastructure

From their recent “Risky Rides” survey, they identified
the following issues which would relate to the East-West
Bikeway, and suggested the following treatments to avoid
them.

33

Further, they provided the following broad assessment of
the toolkits:

e Toolkit 1 —line-marking + flexi posts

» Appropriate for some passenger pick-up/drop-off
spaces, but not as a ‘long-stretch’ treatment; the
community expects a bikeway to the standard of
the Frome Street North-South bikeway

e Toolkit 2 — concrete buffer + integrated greening

» Appropriate for the majority of the route, as it
is consistent with the Frome Street North-South
bikeway

e Toolkit 3 —bus stop islands

» Appropriate as long as lines of sight and view of
pedestrians is maintained

e Toolkit 4 — planter boxes

» A high maintenance treatment that does not
necessarily contribute to a safer design (especially
considering that it creates potential sources of leaf
and limb debris)

They then proceeded to apply this in a more detailed
manner to the route. This can be seen in their full
submission, which is attached.

Active Living Coalition

The Active Living Coalition was supportive of the bikeway
proposal, and the health benefits that greater uptake of
cycling would bring. Their full submission is attached.

Freestyle Cyclists

The following summary was provided by the President of
Freestyle Cyclists.

“Freestyle Cyclists Inc. strongly supports implementation of
the East-West bikeway. The safest and most effective design
for an East-West bikeway in the Adelaide CBD involves
placing the bike path between the footpath and parked
cars where angle parking (rather than parallel parking) is

in effect. This treatment is also likely to be the lowest-cost
option. If implemented successfully, this would serve as a
template for further bikeway developments in other areas
with angle parking, such as Sturt Street/Halifax Street and
Rundle Road. The idea of a bikeway along the centre of the
road is undesirable as it would probably be less safe than a
curbside bikeway, as well as more expensive.”

The more detailed submission is included. However, the
calculations they provide suggesting that angle parking
could fit in the road width are not supported when
considering the applicable design standards.

South East City Residents Association (SECRA)

SECRA’s submission supported a straight route along
Flinders-Franklin Streets based on concerns regarding the
dog-leg design, schools, and the eastern exit of the bikeway
at the Britannia Roundabout. SECRA was supportive of

Issue Treatment

Discontinuous cycle lane
through intersection

greening measures, such as on Frome Street. They were
supportive of provision for pedestrian crossings and the use
of centre-islands for this purpose. They did not feel that car
parking was a major issue, outside of the areas near schools.
They were generally not supportive of the centre-road
option.

Alert motorists to the presence of cyclists through the provision of adjusted turn paths, raised
bicycle lanes at key locations and coloured pavement

Traffic signals not
responsive to cyclists

Install traffic signals / inductive loops for cyclists is desirable (three-aspect lantern at bicycle

rider eye height, separated from other lanterns to avoid confusion)
_ W, _ o ) _ _ Their full submission is available as an attachment.
Early start phasing for cyclists is desirable (signalised intersections) subject to impact on

overall network performance

Difficult to cross/turn right
at intersection due to high
motor vehicle traffic

Use hook turns, altered phasing, or alternative intersection designs

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021 21
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34
Route Stakeholders

Feedback in this section was provided primarily through Stakeholder 2
a series of meetings with stakeholders along the route.
Summaries of these meetings were written and provided
to the stakeholders for confirmation. They were then * Drop-off/Pick-up
anonymised; which has resulted in the removal of some
contextualising statements.

Points raised in the meeting with Stakeholder 2 include:

» No dedicated drop-off area currently exists, with
two half hour parks immediately in front

Stakeholder 1 » A clearway was considered undesirable given the

Stakeholder 1 is supportive of bikeways but provided need for drop-offs and pick-ups
the following points regarding the potential location of a
bikeway in front of their site:

» The area in front of Stakeholder 2’s site would need
to consider accessibility requirements, and likely
e The bikeway will need to consider conflict between raise the bikeway to kerb level to allow for this

vehicles (opening doors) and bicycles . Safety

e The bikeway design will need to consider conflict

i . ) » While the users of the site are typically older
between the bikeway and crossing children

children and therefore more able to deal with

e The design will need to consider peak demand for on- traffic, there remained some concern about cyclists
street car parking hitting pedestrians.

e The design will need to consider bus parking for - Solutions discussed included the kerb raising
excursions, camps and events etc. and mini-zebra crossings

e |s there an opportunity to consider broader traffic » It was generally felt that the median strip should be
planning (eg. alternative drop off and pick up locations, retained to allow for safe crossing of Franklin Street,
changes to side streets, traffic circulation?) with the potential for trees in this median strip to

id :
e |f a bikeway were to go ahead, Stakeholder 1 would proviae greening

prefer it in the centre of the road, as per the Sydney e Community feedback

example provided in the design guide » The broader community of users of Stakeholder

2 had been directed to the YSA page to provide
feedback, with two people providing feedback
directly to Stakeholder 2. One person was
supportive of the bikeway, another was concerned
about congestion impacts.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Stakeholder 3

Representatives of Stakeholder 3 were in favour of efforts
to encourage more sustainable transport. Discussion at the
meeting focused on the following:

e Safety e Parking
» Conflicts between vehicles and cyclists have » Loss of car parking was a concern raised by
occurred along other frontages of their site, which Stakeholder 3 representatives. It was noted that
may continue to be used by cyclists after the new the loss of car parking would be minimal if any,
route is built due to the existing parallel parking arrangement.
» Concerns were largely focused about the potential e Traffic flow
for collision between students and cyclists » The need for two lanes of traffic in each direction
- Potential solutions discussed included raising the was noted as being of importance. It was noted
bikeway to kerb level, and mini-zebra crossings. that this was intended, as was the retention of
Speed limits (given that these are the same as the existing median.

for cars on the road) were also discussed.
* Route

- Further thought in detailed design may be given
to the delineation of space on the footpath for
safe systems design to prevent inadvertent
entry into the bikeway by pedestrians. This
would support east-west dispersal on the
footpath and minimise encroachment on the
bikeway

» Representatives generally felt that the dog-leg
route down Gawler Place was unideal, and that
the route should continue straight along Flinders-
Franklin

Image Credit: Sarah Constructions
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Stakeholder 4

Stakeholder 4 is supportive of an east-west bikeway and
believe an alternative route is more appropriate.

e Stakeholder 4 discussed options including use of
Grote and Flinders St, which would then avoid any
disruption to 3 large inner city schools.

e They are concerned by any reduction in parking,
which would lead to increased congestion at peak
times.

e Aroute taking in 3 large schools doesn’t appear
appropriate, given the risk of harm that would cause,
in their view.

e They provided the following points regarding the
potential location of a bikeway in front of their sites:

e The bikeway will need to consider conflict between
the bikeway and crossing pedestrians

e The design will need to consider peak demand for
car parking (noting the short-term improvements
due to the development of the Wakefield St Hospital,
with this likely to return to previous conditions once
new tenants move in), again leading to increased
congestion.

e The design will need to consider existing and
emergency access points.

¢ The design will need to provide for disability access.

e The design will need to consider a safe zone for
school drop-off/pick-up at all school campuses.

e The design could integrate with the gravel verge
section between the formed footpath and angle
parking where this is present as this was noted as a
trip/slip hazard.

e s there an opportunity to consider broader traffic
planning , for example one-way traffic on side
streets as a drop off and pick up; pedestrian island
on Wakefield Street; crossing locations near bus
stops?

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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If a bikeway were to go ahead on Wakefield Street,
there is interest in understanding the implications of a
centre road design.

In relation to the bikeway design toolkit options, the
Adelaide north-south bikeway treatment was preferred.
Planter boxes were not-preferred and would need to
consider visibility and safety for small children. The
aesthetics of option 1 were considered by Stakeholder 4
representatives to be exceptionally poor.

Is there an opportunity to consider community
participation in the bikeway design such as school
student involvement in public art-amenity?

Has any data been gathered on increased bike usage
resulting from the bikeway, for school children?
Currently, a very low number of students ride to school
for the schools along the route, and Stakeholder 4
representatives suspected that that number would

not increase dramatically. They viewed this as another
reason for an alternate route.
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Stakeholder 5

Stakeholder 5 are not opposed to cycling, and are not
necessarily opposed to a bikeway, but do have concerns
around the level of strategic thought that has gone into
the proposal. The following points were made in this
consultation meeting:

The key to Adelaide’s improvement as a city in the
coming years will be around attention to detail.

Their site sits at an important crossroads of access
through the city, linking the market and points north
such as the Riverbank Precinct. The bikeway must
be able to mesh with access arrangements and
permeability in this context.

A more strategic vision for the street is needed for
improvement, which could potentially include a
bikeway.

Beautification of the street such as with vegetation
would be important in any upgrades to the street.

Whatever does happen must be done with careful
consideration of the ‘bigger picture’, consider the
vision for the street and include stakeholders in the
discussion

The bikeway project is much more likely to be
supported if it is sold to the community as part of a
broader overall vision for the street

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Stakeholder 6

Stakeholder 6 provides both short and long term
accommodation for people living with disability and older
residents in retirement living, and as such have an increased
need for accessible parking including for drop off and pick
up.

The building, which includes a 24x7 public changing place
facility for people visiting Adelaide with a disability has
been designed to meet the most demanding accessibility
requirements for residents, visitors and the general public.
It was considered essential by Stakeholder 6 representatives
that free and unimpeded access into and out of the building
for people with mobility issues or living with a disability is
accommodated. This includes the ability to be dropped off
or picked up at the front door entrance on and for vehicles
including access cabs and ambulances which frequently
require access to the building to be able to have direct
access to the front of the building without the need to
traverse vehicle or bike lanes.

Stakeholder 6 representatives were broadly in favour

of encouraging cycling, noting the extensive end-of-trip
facilities in the building. However Stakeholder 6 did not
believe that the interests and amenity of bike riders should
take precedence over the safety and interests of people
living with a disability who live in, visit or use the various
dedicated facilities of their building which have been
purpose designed for their use.

Discussion at the meeting focused on the following points:

e Safety of access

»

»
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Given the mobility needs of many residents and clients
of Stakeholder 6, the ability to safely access and egress
from the building is of vital importance. At present,
there is only one accessible dedicated parking space on
the secondary frontage.

The secondary frontage faces the following issues with
regard to its accessibility:

Lack of crossover

- Given that most vehicles load and unload from the
rear, the lack of crossover makes it impossible for
wheelchair users to access the footpath. This forces
people to use the crossover at the intersection with
Franklin Street, which is not considered to be safe.

- Footpath quality

- The footpath at present is only wide enough for
a single person, which makes wheelchair access
difficult which forces some residents and visitors to
approach the building via a smaller side street to
the primary frontage to gain access

- The footpath is undulating which further
complicates and creates risk for those with mobility
issues

- Planned upgrades as part of the Market-Riverbank
Link have not yet occurred on this street.
Discussions between Stakeholder 6 representatives
and Council staff to rectify these issues is ongoing.
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The primary frontage of Stakeholder 6's development

is well used as a drop-off zone. Many people with
accessibility requirements would be dropped off here. If
the bikeway were to be at the side of the road, anyone
being dropped off here would need to cross the bikeway
to move between their vehicle and the building unless
the bikeway was designed to be on the inside rather
than outside of the vehicle drop off zone. They would
likely also be moving at a slower pace to many other
users who would be crossing the path if the bikeway was
between the drop off and entrance to the building.

»

Stakeholder 6 representatives noted that the
centre-road option would remove this issue or
alternatively accommodation for a drop off zone
immediately adjacent to the footpath (noting
this may require a narrowing of the bikeway and
some use of the current footpath to allow for a
car drop off zone in front of the main entrance
on Franklin Street.

Other solutions discussed included narrowing
the bike path, raising the bike path to kerb level,
and zebra crossings where cyclists would give
way to pedestrians

*  Amenity

»

Stakeholder 6 representatives queried the plan
to improve the streetscape of the boulevard,
and the public realm amenity proposed.
Greening was considered to be most desirable,
and Stakeholder 6 would be opposed to the
bikeway if it did not include such amenity
improvements.

e Route

»

It was generally felt that the dog leg
compromised the value of the route, and that a
straight route, such as along Grote-Wakefield,
would be preferable. Alternatively a direct
route further south of Grote-Wakefield would
potentially provide a better and less disruptful
option for the bikeway
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Stakeholder 7

Stakeholder 7 owns two buildings along the route.
Discussion at the meeting focused on the following
topics:

e Car parking and congestion

» Concerns around the minimal amount of
parking in the area and the impact a bikeway
could have on traffic flows along Flinders
Street

» A clearway was discussed, with Stakeholder
7 representatives noting that this could
have negative implications for early morning
deliveries for food and beverage businesses

» Further discussion was had around parking
controls and the impacts these have on
tenants and businesses including loading
zones, metered parking and short term
parking

- Tenants would be directed to the YSA
page to provide such feedback, and
any feedback received from tenants by
Stakeholder 7 would be passed on to the
consultation team

e Construction disruption

» Concerned about the impact of works on
business operations

» Alightweight treatment was preferred in
order to minimise this

e Aesthetic appeal

» Believed greening would benefit the
streets and any introduction of greening in
conjunction with the bikeway is a positive

» Planter boxes were seen as useful to this end

Image Credit: Charter Hall Group

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

26



Stakeholder 8

Stakeholder 8 did not object to bike riding and the need
to encourage it, but were concerned about the need for
separation, and the potential conflicts and changes that
this may cause.

Specifically, there were three key areas of concern:
e Safety

» Many community members are older, and the
introduction of a separated bikeway could
complicate their ability to access the site.

e Car parking

» The site will at peak times have several hundred
people visiting. A reduction in car parking as a
result of the bikeway would force people to park
much further away.

e Access

»  While this element ties in with the above points,
there are specific access needs, for example for
hearses at funerals. At present, several angle
parking spaces are marked off using cones prior to
the arrival of the hearse and associated vehicles.
These are removed once these vehicles arrive.

It is important that accessibility for these
vehicles is retained.

» Further discussion noted that people would often
be dropped-off and picked up immediately in
front of the site, while the car was parked further
away.

Stakeholder 8 further submitted a response to the
questions on the YSA page by email. This response was
cosigned by 270 regular users of their facilities. It has been
included in the YSA section as one response.
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Stakeholder 9

Stakeholder 9 controls two office buildings along the
route. They have extensive and well-used end of trip
facilities, and noted that many people in their buildings do
cycle to work at present, and would likely benefit from the
proposed bikeway. Having consulted with their tenants,
they passed on the following concerns:

e One tenant (Stakeholder 10) were concerned about
the safety of cyclists, vehicles and pedestrians. This
is further addressed in their submission, which is
included in this report.

» It was further noted that there is'a mail zone in
front of one of their sites. Access to these post
boxes would need to be considered in detail
design.

e Ground floor cafés exist in both buildings, and
they raised concerns about loss of business due to
customers no longer being able to park in front of
them, based on a potential clearway during peak
times. There is presently % hour parking in front of
one building, and % hour ticketed parking in front of
the other.

» Discussion was also given to the use of these
spaces for loading. Further discussion in detailed
design may seek to consider this.

Stakeholder 9 representatives also passed on a note from
one more of their tenants. This stated: “The [Government
Minister] uses the car park in front of [building] as a pick
up / drop off point (frequently/daily). This would create a
problem if it were to become a clearway.”

Stakeholder 10

Stakeholder 10 occupies several spaces within the
Stakeholder 9 buildings described above. They strongly
object to the proposal on the grounds of safety. They note
the substantial number of movements (around 400) of
vehicles (including vans and trucks of over 12m in length)
turning from Franklin Street onto Post Office Place. These
conflicts may need to be further considered in any further
work on the bikeway.

No meeting was held with Stakeholder 10 representatives,
with concerns being passed on by Stakeholder 9. A letter
from Stakeholder 10 outlining these concerns is included
in Appendix 4.
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APPENDIX 1 - LETTERS TO BUSINESSES
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Enquiries: Customer Centre

05/02/2021

First Name Last Name
Address line 1
SUBURB

STATE POSTCODE

Dear Sir/Madam
East-West Bikeway

The City of Adelaide is partnering with the State Government of South Australia to build
two separated bikeways through the City; one from north to south and the other from east
to west.

The proposed route of the East-West Bikeway utilises Franklin Street, Flinders Street,
Gawler Place, Wakefield Street and Wakefield Road.

Bikeways provide a healthy transport option that are sustainable and economically viable.
They are key to ensuring that Adelaide remains one of the world’s most liveable cities.

Creating a safe, affordable, accessible, well-connected city for people of all ages and
abilities and for all transport modes is identified in Council’s Strategic Plan 2020-2024 as
one means of achieving our Thriving Communities outcome.

Implementing city access projects, including bikeways, will assist in achieving a liveable
city by providing more choices for people as they travel to and within the City, whilst
balancing the need to retain access by motor vehicle.

We recognise that the introduction of separated bikeways to city streets presents a
significant change. We are committed to working with stakeholders, particularly those
along the proposed route, that will be impacted by this project to ensure that the streets
continue to operate effectively, whilst creating a better balance of space for all people.

We are currently seeking feedback on the project. The feedback period closes on Friday
19 February 2021.

To find out more about the project or if you would like to provide feedback please visit
www.yoursay.cityofadelaide.com.au/city-bikeways. Alternatively contact the project
engagement team, to provide feedback or to arrange a meeting, via:

T: 0407 773 198
E: ben@holmesdyer.com.au

Yours sincerely

Matthew Morrissey
Associate Director Infrastructure
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Direct email responses redacted for presentation.

Where communication was in the form of a physical copy of the engagement pack, this has been included in
the YourSay responses

To whom it may concern, | wish to express support for the need of a safe route for cyclists through Adelaide.
While the proposed route through the city may not suit all stakeholders it would be disappointing for this
project not to proceed or lose its government funding. | am anticipating a shift to cycle based transport in the
near future due to the relocation of the Women’s and Children’s Hospital to the Western side of the city. With
limited parking space available at this location a safe and efficient mode of traversing from East to West
would be extremely beneficial. | hope that the relevant persons responsible for agreeing to this proposition
consider the wider benefits to the Adelaide community.

It feels like this is just going round in circles. Although this route isn’t perfect, it is much better than nothing.
There needs to be a protected separate cycleway running E-W in Adelaide. No doubt there will be objections
but it is the job of the Council to balance the pros and cons of this project. Adelaide is being rapidly left behind
and has become an unpleasant car dominated city. | hope this project goes ahead but with Team Adelaide
involved, | suspect it won’t and they can divert the money to building more car parks. The Hyde thought
bubble of diverting the money to more painted lines to “encourage” cycling is a waste of time (and he knows
this well). Best of luck getting this through.

| have heard about the proposed East-West bike way — it is a bad idea. | drive down Frome rd a lot and so | am
familiar with that bike — what a bad design it is just plain dangerous now the vegetation has started to grow it
is hard to see bikes on the bike lane and you have move forward into the bike lane blocking to see any
oncoming traffic on the road. | have not seen any increase in use of cyclists using the Frome rd Bike lane over
the past several years. It has just stuffed up the traffic flow down Frome rd for no benefit. Based on my
experience in the Frome Rd Bike Lane any Bike Lane set up in Wakefield St will be far as worse as it is a lot
busier than Frome rd as it is the major East/ West route across Adelaide. Greenhill Rd is busy and | doubt it
could deal with any increase in traffic because of cars using it instead of Wakefield St. If the bike lane is
designed simular to the Frome rd design then there will be increased risk of accidents both car, bike and
pedestrian due Wakefield st higher traffic load both of the road and footpath. It is another costly idea that will
bring no benefit to anyone, and only implemented because the ACC want to be seen as green sure the cash
strapped council could better use this money elsewhere?

I'm confused on the bikeway as it appears from google maps that there is already a bikelane that runs along
wakefield st. How would the bikeway differ from existing ? Is it a just a matter of segregating the bikeway
from the cars via planter boxes and small medium strips. If so how many parking spaces along Wakefield
Street would be lost?

| am wondering how much thought has gone into provisions for students attending Christian Brothers College
on Wakefield St. | am concerned for the saftey of children. With parents dropping their children off outside
the school will there be a speed limit for cyclists? Small boys will be unlikely to be on the lookout for cyclists as
they cross the bikeway on their way into school.

| am writing to you in regards to the proposed bikeway in Wakefield St. My son currently attends CBC in
Wakefield St. The pick up and drop off times at the school get very congested as it stands and | feel the
introduction of a bikeway will impact this even more. | feel it will also greatly reduce the amount of car park
spaces on Wakefield St and will heavily congest the surrounding streets that will result in making it very
unsafe for the students. | hope you take into consideration the impact it will have on the school and the safety
of the student community. Thank you for letting me voice my concerns.

| am writing to voice my support for the East-West Bikeway and implore you to proceed with this desperately
needed infrastructure.
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We decided to make the city our home in 2007 at a time when the first separated bikeway was being rolled
out and we were optimistic that more would follow. Over the following 14 year period we have seen very little
if any progress to the protected bikeway network and we believe that this has been detrimental to the
positive feelings we once felt regarding living in the city and how friendly our city feels. Back then the promise
of a safe bicycling network made us feel like the city wanted us to move around it without relying on the car,
without relying on finding a car park, but sadly the city has let us down and we feel the city is letting down a
lot of people.

Itisn’t all doom and gloom though. Traveling North-South between South Terrace and Rundle Street on the
current protected bikeway is truely amazing and a joy for us, especially now that we have our 18 month old
daughter in the cargo bike with us. We feel so safe and protected knowing that a distracted driver isn’'t going
to rear end us and kill or injure us and our baby girl is safe. | feel sad that some people would prioritise a few
carparks over the safety of our family and other families like ours. | also feel sad hearing news that some
schools are prioritising carparks over the safety of their own students who may wish to cycle to school along
the proposed bikeway routes. You would think the number one priority of a school is the well being of its
students and keeping them from being harmed.

| don’t like to admit it but I'm a naturally shy person, introverted some might call it, so I don’t like voicing my
opinion and making a scene, so growing up | never imagined | would be the kind of person that writes letters
to the council asking for changes to our community, but having ridden bikes my whole childhood and then
becoming reunited with the bicycle as a form or transport in my late 20’s | feel that this is a issue that is worth
lending my voice to. The humble bicycle has the potential to make all the areas of our city feel accessible
without the need for a car, we just need to link these bikeways together into some form of a cross through
the middle of the city. No matter what streets are chosen there is always going to be parties opposed due to
car parking losses, so it is just a matter of deciding if a protected bikeway network is required as an amenity to
the community or is it not required. If it is required then it should happen regardless of the opposition, and if
it is not required then at least tell us and stop stringing us along with the promise of one day, this way we can
make a informed decision about whether the city is the right place for us to raise our family because the
promise of a protected bikeway network was a massive factor in deciding to live in the city in the first place
for us. We moved into the city with the hope of having a protected bikeway network one day and have
already waited 14 years. We now we have a daughter who in the not too distant future will be riding her
bicycle to school so we feel even stronger the desire for this network to be completed. We have waited and
pleaded and begged for long enough, so once again | would implore you to please provide safe passage to our
family and others like us who wish to get around the city without fear.

I'd just like to express my concerns for the proposed bike way along Wakefield street.
Wakefield street is already very chaotic and difficult for parents of the CBC senior and junior school to park.

Crossing Wakefield street to get to the junior school is already very dangerous, putting a bike way there so
pedestrian have to negotiate cyclists too would be a nightmare. There are already bike tracks through the
parklands as well as plenty of bike lanes through the city. Frome street is an example of one of the most
congested and badly designed changes to the city for the benefit of cyclists I'd hate to see the same down
Wakefield street where traffic flows nicely.

It would be more beneficial for council to look at a crossing on Wakefield street perhaps to make things better
for pedestrians rather than cyclists. Perhaps even look at creating a specific drop/pick up zone around the
school that the school has been suggesting to council for some time to my knowledge.

understand that you are seeking feedback on the proposed bikeways.

My comments relate to the East-West bikeway particularly along Wakefield Street in front of the CBC senior
and junior campus.

| work in the city and drop my children off at a city based school - CBC. | have studied and worked in the city
for many years.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.



45

My children and | drive five days a week to the city, as it provides us flexibility, safety and reduces time
wastage that occurs when using the public transport system. As you can appreciate in this day and age most
of us are time poor.

What | have noticed over the years, particularly with the Frome Street bike lane, is that congestion during
peak hour traffic is progressively getting worse.

What is most concerning with the Frome street bike lane is the lack of policing of parking in no parking areas
during peak hours, which causes traffic congestion, dangerous driving, accidents and delays in a trip which
should not take long at all (a drive in peak hour from the Adelaide Zoo to CBC senior campus can take up to
20min or longer). Taking the city ring route is not any better.

Having a bike lane in front of any school grounds where there is constant drop off and pick ups such as
Wakefield Street, would be too dangerous for our children. The safety of our children should be paramount.

Bike riders generally do not stop or give way to anyone, children of all ages and parents will be constantly
crossing over the bike lanes to access the campus’s. The Frome Street bike lane that passes the senior campus
already causes issues for children and their parents and limits parking.

As noted above car parking areas for school drop off and pick up is limited already. Any further loss or limits of
car parking will cause further congestion and safety issues for the school and its students.

It must be remembered that this is a school, where parents, students and teachers require easy access. We
should not be penalising parents, restricting access or making it difficult for families to come into the city.

An alternate route away from both campus would be preferable and more practical.

Our family of four live in Torresnville but we shop in city, 2 children go to school in city and one parent works
in city. We oppose the bikeway for several reasons:
1. Itisin same street as both our children’s schools being St Marys & Christian Brothers College.
2. We have safety concerns for our children if bikeways go so close to school
3. We have safety concerns for bike riders going so close to school as it get’s busy before and after
school
4. We are disadvantaged if there are fewer car parks around school as we need to drop off & pick up
children. Unless council opens more car parks in area or provides permits for free parking for
student’s parents.
5. Businesses who will be disadvantaged by fewer carparks.
6. Businesses will be disadvantaged byt the stigma and inconvenience of having bikes whizzing past
7. Retails in the CBD is struggling, bikeways replacing carparks will only deter customers from visiting
the city
8. Patronage to the city has reduced 30% in the past year. Less parks will drive another stake in the
heart of struggling businesses
Suggestion - place the East-West bikeway along the north or south parklands where it is less nuisance and has
less impact on rate paying businesses. Please look after the City ratepayers and people who patronage the
city. Further to my previous email, | am providing some further feedback. | read with interest the
Engagement Pack.
e Improve health
e  Reduce pollution
e  Reduce congestion
e Better connect neighbourhoods and streets
e Make it cheap and easy for people to get around
e Provide a safer street environment
e Reduce carbon emissions

These things are good but they are geared at providing for people who live in the city. Our city is different.
Most people who use the city are from the suburbs. The list of benefits for city dwellers are NOT necessarily
the needs of the people who keep the city alive - workers, shoppers & businesses.
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| am sure you would agree that bike lanes do NOT make it easier for people to get around if they are driving to
work, delivering, driving kids to school, going to shop and all those other reasons for visiting the city.

And safety is questionable, particularly if not through existing parklands. In any case safety is not reciprocated
to non bike riders, particularly pedestrians.

| understand that ACC feels compelled to be green, but please keep in mind that if you kill city patronage then
you may not have a vibrant city to care for.

I have children attending St Aloysius College and Christian Brother College, both on Wakefield Street, and | am
concerned how the proposed East-West Bikeway may make drop-offs and pick-ups dangerous for the
students. There is already an issue at both locations with parents double-parking, whereas | personally always
loop around the block until | can find a safe park.

Could you tell me how the bikeway will change the existing drop off zones on Wakefield Street at both
schools?

If parking is going to be reduced, is there an option for you to move the bikeway to another street that
doesn’t have school drop off zones? Perhaps Flinders Street? Or can we increase the number of school zone
parks on other adjoining streets to the schools?

| have viewed the proposal and wish to make the following comments:
Any cycling infrastructure is better than no cycling infrastructure

For too long, cars have held a priority in our planning and it is time to rethink this - for environmental, health,
and social reasons

It seems that changing the route from one road to another partway through the design seems to prioritise
cars and parking needs over cyclists, again

Designs should be safe enough to encourage anyone to ride and use the bikeway - from children through to
occasional cyclists

When you make it easier for cyclists to access the city, you increase the number of people coming in, stopping
and spending money

A bikeway should not be a single add on, but should be part of a comprehensive plan to reduce motorists and
increase public transport, cycling and pedestrian options - without a reduction in motorists, you increase the
risks to pedestrians and cyclists

Having 2 bikeways across the city are not enough - there needs to be a safe network across the whole city,
including bike only streets, available and secure bike parking, covered bike parking, smooth and pothole free
roads and lanes, clear markings so cyclists don't have to weave around pedestrians but have their own spaces
and routes

| hope the Council can move from old ways of thinking to truly embrace cycling infrastructure and create a
more modern city which prioritises environment, health and social needs.

As part of the Christian Brothers College community at the Junior campus | wish to provide the following input
regarding the East West Bikeway.

| am certainly an advocate for more biking options throughout our city and suburbs. | think it will be a
significant bonus to the school also.
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My concern is with how the Council is looking to assist the school with safe drop off and pick up areas for
vehicles. As a parent who does drive children to and from school, parking can be difficult already, let alone
taking more parking and drop off/pick up areas away.

As juniors they are too small to walk across roads with so much traffic by themselves so parents have to walk
them to the gate, this requires parking a vehicle.

I truly hope that all schools are taken into consideration through this process, the other alternative is to run
the Bikeway along the length of Flinders St. this has less traffic, particularly on the Eastern end, rather than
the busy city throughway that Wakefield is.

| visit the City of Adelaide daily, Monday to Friday. | have three sons at Christian Brothers College, two at the
Senior Campus and one at the Junior Campus. Our businesses, Opex Consulting and Xeppo are located at 26
Flinders Street, so the East-West bikeway will heavily affect our daily commutes. | am not opposed to the
bikeway, but think this requires more consultation with the community and businesses and all the design
information to be provided before that consultation can occur. It seems wasteful and unprofessional to ask
for feedback without providing the information required to make informed judgments.

Q1. Do you support the proposed design principles (see page 11 of the Design Guide) of traffic
and parking lanes, separated bike lanes and existing footpaths in each direction?

a) O Yes, as shown

b) o Yes, with minor changes

c) o No, do something different

C - No, do something different.

Parking at Flinders Street, near Victoria Square is very difficult at all times of the day. If any parking is
removed, it will be even harder.

I’'m very concerned about safety of students on Wakefield Street, especially at the Junior Campus. Although
there are no clear plans available for the bikeway at this stage (and this makes it more difficult to assess the
issue), if the set up is like the current bikeway on Frome Street, children would need to cross the bike lane to
reach the parked cars, which is unnecessarily risky and potentially dangerous. | wonder why the bike way has
not continued the length of Flinders Street, right to East Terrace —a much quieter street at all times of the
day? It would be much easier to link this bike way through the parklands to other routes.

Q2. Do you have any comments on the design approach for a two-way separated bikeway in the
centre of the street as proposed by the City of Sydney? Adelaide??(see page 5 of the Design Guide).
It makes it very hard to comment when the Design Guide is not available online:

Q3. Do you have any comments about the proposed bikeway design?

| like the idea of safer bikeways for health and environmental purposes, but safety is also an important aspect
to assess. In this case, it should run the length of Flinders Street and not turn down Gawler Place and
Wakefield Street.

Q4. Do you have any comments about the proposed parking layout?
Again, there is no information available about the parking layout as the Design Guide is not available online.

Q5. Do you have any comments about the proposed associated street improvements?
Again, there is no information available about the parking layout as the Design Guide is not available online.

Q6. Do you have any further comments or suggestions (including route alignment or design)?

Yes, use Flinders Street, rather than Wakefield Street. There is no sense in blocking up the main traffic
throughfare through the city with bike lanes when you have a quieter street (Flinders Street) available for use
for bikes, which links up beautifully to the parklands — bikes can ride through the parklands, traffic can’t drive
through them.

| support this improvement in Adelaide's active transport plan.

Furthermore | agree with the following statement;
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1. The proposed design and route will provide a safe low-stress cycle route for people to access the city
from the east and from the west.
2. While a route directly along Flinders is preferred, we deem it to be an almost impossible mission to
achieve and therefore support the alternative route proposed.
3. The centre of the road option is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible (a distraction aiming to derail the
project by opposing councilors not recommended by staff).
4. Delivery of the proposed street design will increase the number of people cycling to the city for the
many benefits it will bring. Delivery should not be delayed any longer.
Also 'Team Adelaide' opposition to this improvement is based on the false premise that we cannot afford to
lose kerbside car spaces. In fact, car parking is available in several parking stations (with plenty of capacity) in
both the two primary streets of the proposed route.
| am a Mitcham resident who frequently cycles to the city using the Rugby - Porter route and the Frome Rd
bike way.
| support the provision of an east west bike way. The proposed route is acceptable. | do not support the idea
of putting the bike lane in the centre of the road.

| look forward to seeing more provision for safe cycling in Adelaide and the suburbs. Thankyou for your
contribution to that.

| am writing with feedback on the proposed East West bike way. | am totally on board with the initiative and
look forward to using it. However | have a concern as a parent of a student attending st Mary's college on the
corner of West tce and franklin St. There is extremely limited parking at this corner. | fear for the safety of
children and cyclists at extremely busy drop off and pick up times. If parking spots and drop off zones are
removed there is no safe zone to pick-up or drop off students. How is the bikeway going to co exist with the
school zones. If they can't coexist how is the council going to solve this? Note that there is limited access to
the grote st entrance due to the church access and a bus stop close to the school entrance.

I live in the city and cycle regularly. | also have a car. | fully support the above proposal as it is sorely needed to
move safely through the city. Also let’s make Adelaide a city if the future where micro mobility is
accommodated along with cars. The beneficiary cycling are well known.

| agree completely with Stephen Yarwood'’s article in InDaily 15 December 2020. | urge your committee to
read this article if they have not already done so. A succinct cogent balanced and well argued case for
accommodating more cycling in Adelaide

This is a very complex set of information and it is made even more difficult to comment because you have not
suggested a complete proposal but rather different possibilities and scenarios. | would have liked a complete
proposal that we can comment on.

However...

some comments that may be helpful.

| see no reason whatsoever for the bike path to have to go from Wakefield street to Franklin street. It could
just as easily continue from Wakefield to Grote street in a straight line. Both streets are of similar widths.

| also see no reason not to get rid of all parking spaces along the path. There is a plethora of parking in
Adelaide, much more than many other Australian cities. Adelaide is paying lip service to cycling only. This is
evidenced by the inordinate delays in finishing off the North South bikeway and in continuing to have
competitions to reward people who come into the city in cars. | am so glad | no longer have to drive a car into
the city with all the delays at intersections that have increased exponentially recently. Other examples of the
obsession with car traffic are the huge amounts of money spent on things like the bulldozing of buildings on
Portrush road to make an intersection larger, an intersection that never gives me any trouble even now. | cold
go on with many other examples. You are worried about what a few businesses complain about a few parking
spaces being lost when you raze entire buildings on those other road projects.

| have no concerns about what toolkit you use at different spots. The most important aspect is that cyclists
must be able to use the path form one end to the other without being impeded at any stage and being safely
separated from danger from cars.

| close with an observation from Memorial Drive tennis centre where, during the tennis the other day there
was a sign saying “Adelaide designed for life”. At this stage it should be changed to “Adelaide designed for
cars”. There is certainly no united passion in the Council for a serious change to a culture of people centric
transport. So many places during Covid took advantage of the increases in cycling but Adelaide did nothing.
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| urge that the CoA gets on with proposed route to install a separated bikeway (not in the middle of roadways)
along Wakefield and via dog leg down Franklin. Immediate action is possible. Take it please.

e Supports the proposal.

e Abike rider and he has noticed increased traffic in the city and supports designated areas for cyclists

and cars as it would be safer and lead to less interference.

I am in favor of any new city bikeway developments however being a business owner and long term owner
occupier living in the city’s west end ,| am concerned about the loss of car parking(particularly for clients and
visitors). Within the last few years car parks have been cut in my area with the new Uni student buildings and
some 2 hour reduced to 1 hour. My family actually find it too difficult to visit me any more on week days due
to restricted parking. In my area there is the Greek church and St Mary’s school plus other businesses that
required customer parking.
Can you please advise how many car parks will be removed from West Tce to Morphett st along Franklin St to
accommodate this bikeway?

1. Itransmit herewith for your ease of reference correspondence dated the 10th of February 2021 from

the City of Adelaide sent to [redacted] and received by post today.
2. lam adirector of [redacted].
3. [redacted] is the proprietor of [redacted].

4. The letter is dated 10th of February 2021.

5. The feedback period closes on Friday the 19th of February 2021 (7 business days).

6. The period does not allow for the period that Australia Post takes to deliver ordinary mail to the long-
suffering citizens and taxpayers who on occasion, have no other option but to utilise the
wonderful service provided by Australia Post!!!!

7. Accordingly, the notice period is unfair and fails to give effect to principles of natural justice, in terms
of a fair and equitable period within which to provide a response.

Details

8. The letter does not provide the detail required for proper feedback

9. The letter refers the reader to a website which in turn provides an information pack on the “East-
West bikeway”.

10. The information pack is (to say the least), sparse on detail.

11. What is specifically lacking is:

a. the reasons why the East-West bikeway should be adopted , (specifically — advantages
specific to the particular proposed route, not only to users of bikes, but to those
ratepayers who are affected by the proposed bikeway);

b. the disadvantages of the proposed bikeway;

c. the alternatives to the proposed bikeway.

12. The information pack contains a series of questions which are so broad as to be a nonsense
(particularly when the questions relate to matters which the ACC has not given appropriate
particulars for consideration).

13. The information pack is such that:

a. it is not capable of being completed digitally;

b. it has to be downloaded, handwritten, scanned and then sent back —hardly a way to
entice a ratepayer to address the matters in issue with so much inconvenience.

Position of [redacted]

14. [redacted] opposes (as it always has) the East-West bikeway transversing Flinders Street in whatever
form.

15. | attach herewith the downloaded information pack with my handwritten responses.

General

16. Please acknowledge receipt of this email and the information pack with my responses.

| wish to submit my objection to the proposed City East Bikeway.

We live in apartments at 237 Wakefield Street, directly opposite Christian Brothers College.
On the western side of our apartment building is the Adabco Hotel. The Adabco Hotel has no on-site
parking.
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There are 56 apartments in our community scheme, with approximately 8 shop fronts on ground level
that are comprised in a separate community scheme.

Our carpark is owned by Calvary Hospital and it is jointly used by the hospital staff and the residents,
tenants and business owners of the community schemes.

Christian Brothers College does not have a designated off street drop off pick up facility.
There is very little paid or free parking anywhere on either side of Wakefield Street.

Each rubbish day the caretaker puts out our several bins. The caretaker is careful to do this in a manner
that doesn’t restrict access to the carpark and street parking, but it is difficult. Hard rubbish collections
can be quite a challenge.

There is no area where service vehicles are able to park for deliveries, collections, repairs, etc. Moving
day in or out of the building is very difficult.

The old Wakefield Hospital is to be rejuvenated into a medical centre. This will increase traffic flow and
parking requirements in the area,

How any of this everyday movement of vehicles and goods will be able to happen if the proposed
bikeway goes ahead | am at a loss to envisage.

Wakefield Street is also used by several buses. Flinders Street is not.

Please rethink the proposal and take a very good look at the area between Frome and Hutt Street. There
MUST be a better way
*emailed to Councilors on 13 December 2020*

As a long standing city resident and business owner of 37 years in Hutt Street, I'm very fearful of what
you are trying to do with these bike lanes.

Removal of car parks - you are suppose to be encouraging people to come into Adelaide to do business.
We have a House of Chow Restaurant on one corner, Bocelli on another corner and Bai Long Store on the
other corner, customers who dine in our venues are not going to be riding a bike and if there is not
enough carparking spaces, where are our customers suppose to park??

We have a primary school on Wakefield Street - how are the families supposed to do drop off and pick
ups safely (it is already congested at peak times)

Removal of left turn lanes - coming along Hutt Street, how are people suppose to turn left into Wakefield
St??
From the east. how are we meant to turn left into Hutt St??

Frome Street has already caused congestion and a major nightmare for all involved - is this to happen
again on a bigger scale???!!

You have these traffic counters, I'm sure you know how many people use Wakefield St. - not just during
peak hour. Afternoon peak hour starts from 3.30pm when traffic is already banked up halfway up
Wakefield St to go around the roundabout. Do you want more congestion. We live and work in Adelaide
because its easily accessible - you want to get rid of us??

2020 has tested our tolerance, durability and the ability to come out the other end and survive. Do you
want to see more businesses go to the wall because of accessibility to their businesses.

Car parking is already at a premium in our area. Take some of these spaces away and you are taking our
livelihood away.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above project.
I am fully supportive of Bikeways and other efforts to get people out of cars and onto bikes.

However, | am very concerned about the "dogleg" route which would take commuters coming from the
west and south an extra block out of their way north. There may be reasons for this design but | am
afraid this will not work. Cyclists are not motorists. They do not like to take detours which increase the
distance travelled as this is seen as unnecessary effort. | believe a lot of money will be spent here which
will be wasted.

Personally | will not use the western part of this route if | am travelling west or southwest through the
city. Some cyclists may use the western part if they perceive this as a safer option but | am sure the
majority will think like me. All cyclists | know agree with this.

| believe it is a huge risk using this roundabout route. Unfortunately | think it will again mean a massively
expensive realignment in the future.
e Ratepayer and bike rider —lives in the city
- A'very strong supporter’ of the bikeway and is frustrated that we still don’t have an EW
Bikeway
- Used to be a strong supporter of the CoA, but is now losing faith in Council’s ability to
make good decisions —feels that a few powerful property owners have far too much
power over the elected members —and therefore Council decisions aren’t being made
for the benefit of the whole community
e - Asmuch as they support the bikeway, they are frustrated by the engagement process —feels
it is being rushed and is not well publicised, and CoA could be seen to be ‘hiding the fact that we
are consulting on this project’.
e The bikeway will reduce parking and accessibility
e There are peak periods of access requirements that includes Sunday church and events such as
weddings and funerals
e There are special access requirements that include access by hearse
e  Wakefield Street should not be the selected route because it is the main thoroughfare and clears
peak hour traffic. A bikeway would impact the flow of traffic and increase congestion. The
street also contains emergency services
e Theloss of car parking would impact business and there are limited alternative options as side
streets are occupied with resident permit parking
e Thereis increased potential for vehicle and bicycle conflict as the bike path crosses intersections
e  Council should not sign off on something that may have unknown impacts on businesses
Who pays your rates and taxes ? — not the bikers | bet.
We have been here for over 20 years.
If council takes away parking spaces (and it is already hard for clients to get parks), we will move out of the
CBD.
We are not going to put up with this nonsense. It is hard enough to “make a buck” now.

If there is someone in council that is opposed to your project — please get them to contact me.
There are many business people who are with me on this.

Low energy consumption and sustainability measures are important issues but when it comes to removing car
parks in Franklin Street | totally object.

We have been practising at 40 Franklin St for just over 20 years this includes paying rates.

Our clients have enough trouble getting to us now.

If car parks are removed for bike lanes we will definitely move out. Who will pay your rates — the bike riders?.
| support the proposal.

While a single corridor would be preferable, particularly for people riding through the City, the proposed
option is better than nothing.
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| do not support centre lane bikeways as a general rule, because of the dangers of crossing traffic when
entering or leaving them. They are also less flexible in terms of the ability to stop, access shops etc.

I might be convinced about the need for lights at the Wakefield Road crossing, if there is a significant history
of danger. Otherwise it would just be annoying for all concerned.

I run a cycling skills training business in Adelaide. Each year | teach hundreds of children how to ride a bike,
and then many of these families go on to want more skills of riding in parklands and low traffic environments.
| usually have skills around the SE parklands as there are wonderful shaded paths to explore.

In Jan this year | taught 12yr old Cara to ride (yes, she'd never learned before this Jan - always too scared) She
did wonderfully in a non traffic environment of a school playground, learning to be an independent rider in
her first session. Her family bought her a bike (and ones for Mum & Dad too) and took it to their local practise
area, Victoria park, gaining the courage to ride on the back street from and from Dulwich.

Our last Lesson, just before school returned, we all meet for a fun ride and Vic park and when | learned that
they were riding bike lanes to Dulwich, | said, ok, let's show you some city riding - a noticeable stiffness came
over the mums face and body, with puzzlement across Cara's face - 'why would | want to ride to the city?'

So along Angus Street bike lane to the Frome Street Bikeway, then all the way down to Rundle Street.
Everyone in the group was so amazed at how easy it was to ride, at how close it was to get to; and now having
ridden on it, how useful & safe it was from a bike rider's point of view.

Cara's mum said, 'l drive down here a few times a week to take C to dance, and have always been annoyed by
the space the bike lane takes up - but now | can see that this would allow her & us to ride into the city to have
a coffee.' where Cara added in 'and | could go shopping'

This is what the bike way East West can bring to an even greater group of people.
Please note that | wish to support all Bike Adelaide’s submissions (previously BISA ) regarding the new
proposed safe bike way in to the City. | think the key points they make are
the design is safe and comfortable including for families/teens (ensuring a 2.5 width is important and
expected except at pinch points).
e the route will give low-stress cycling access to the city (a direct route along Flinders is preferable
but deemed nearly impossible.)
e we can not delay any further! Get on with it!
e The centre of the road option in the info pack is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible (a distraction
aiming to derail the project by opposing councilors not recommended by staff).
e Bikeways are awesome in so many ways just like people who cycle
Let’s have an environmentally and people friendly transport system.
I'm in my 60’s, a regular commuting cyclist and look forward to happier people on the roads who feel safe
when not in a car, or on public transport.

just want to say that supporting cycling is sustainable economic development policy.
In my mid 60’s | am a daily commuter by bicycle to my workplace and home.
| have seen many near misses and as a nurse have seen the result of tragic cyclist v car accidents.

Please help make our roads and bicycle pathways safer and totally accessible for all of our lovely Adelaide
community.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on this plan. | am a lifelong commuter cyclist. At 68 i now rarely use
main roads or on road bike lanes and every safe route is a bonus to me.

In my opinion the proposed design is safe and a route that | would use when cycling within the CBD (weekly).
Please expedite it ASAP

Please do NOT include the centre of the road option. This is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible .
| am fully supportive of this plan to improve bike access to and through the city.
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It is a little unclear to me what happens in Gawler Place but | assume there is provision for cyclists to ride
against the direction of (car) traffic flow.

The most difficult part of implementing a bikeway is persuading car drivers - and | am both a cyclist and a car
driver - that cyclists have a right to be in the traffic system at all.

An arrogance assumed by many people once behind the wheel of a car leads to an intolerance of
‘impediments’ such as cyclists.

It would be really good if the Adelaide City Council incorporated education for motorists into implementation
of this, and any other, bikeway plan.

| am a commuter to Adelaide city by bicycle, and | emphatically support the east-west bikeway. | work in the
city, am a public health academic&policy officer, and mother of three small children.

We desperately need safe infrastructure to get across the city. I've had frightening near- misses when riding in
CoA's LGA. Streets are for everyone - not just cars. | contribute to the city's economy every time | ride in. | add
NO emissions or traffic congestion in doing so. | am improving my health by actively travelling. Yet, | am not
safe. Every day to work | worry and hope I'll get home safe to my family.

e The proposed design is safe and inclusive

e The route will provide a welcome lower-stress cycling access to the city

e Thereis no logical reason or evidence-base to delay any longer. Streets are for everyone. This
infrastructure is a prime example of what councils just need to implement to PROTECT their citizens
and visitors. The consultation and barriers placed on this have gone on too long.

e Research evidence from all over the world continues to show that Bikeways are associated with
better health, wellbeing, productivity and economic activity through increased foot traffic to retail
precincts - this can be CoA's legacy.

Thank you for incorporating my feedback into this process. | look forward to hearing a logical, evidence-
informed, equitable, sustainable, sensible outcome that benefits all citizens.

As city residents and bike riders we strongly support the initiative and urge the council to get on with building
it ASAP. The issue of this bikeway has been ‘in progress’ for some considerable time And it’s now time to take
action and get it built.

I would like to suggest that some thought be given to the inclusion of water fountains at rest stops along the
bikeways you are planning to construct in Adelaide (and, indeed, adding more water fountains along the
existing bikeways / walkways you already maintain.)

I regularly (approximately twice a week) ride the Stuart O’Grady Bikeway and the Tapa Martinthi Yala Shared
Path. These are excellent bike paths, but | think their accessibility is somewhat limited due to there being no
water fountains along these routes. There are rest stops, but no water fountains :-(. This has been
problematic for me on a few hot days this summer...

Having a place for riders/walkers to refill their water bottles would be appreciated by regular users, and |
think would help to encourage increased use by the perhaps the less prepared commuter/recreational user.

Do you happen to know who would be a good person / department to ask about improving other bikeways
around the state, and particularly about the lack of water fountains along the SOB and TMYSP?

Is this a local government issue? Or perhaps | should ask my state government member of parliament?
| cycle along Franklin Street Mon-Fri in both the AM and PM peak periods as | feel this is currently the safest
way to move in and out of the city from the west.

The proposal for improving east west cycling along Franklin Street, Gawler Place and Wakefield Street | fully
support. | feel that what is proposed will make it safe by moving bikes to the kerbside whereas at present
having to ride between parked cars and through travel lines is far from ideal with the risk of people opening
their doors and the difficulty to see pedestrians stepping out between parked cars into the cycle lane.
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By making cycling safer | have no doubt there will be greater uptake of people riding to work, which is better
for the environment and people’s health.

Please ensure this plan is implemented to protect us vulnerable road users!

Thanks for the opportunity to make comment and best of luck progressing the initiative.
Whilst I am in favour of the East-West bikeway, | am concerned with the route and the reasons for breaking it
up between Franklin/Flinders and Wakefield Street.

| fail to understand why the bikeway wouldn’t operate along Grote Street and on to Wakefield? The proposed
route is surely not the best option when it comes to traffic flow and cyclist’s safety, in particular the following:

1) Franklin St/Flinders St and KW St intersection - this intersection often backs up in all directions, particularly
for right turns from Flinders Street on to KW St. Perhaps a right turn arrow could be installed to improve flow
and safety, otherwise there will be traffic jams.

2) Gawler Place - currently a one way street, will you be turning this into a two-way to facilitate movement
from State Centre car-park? Again, this will form a bottleneck and to have cyclists travelling in both directions
but vehicles only the one is likely to cause issues. Also, Flinders Street between Gawler Place and KW St often
backs up in peak hours which means cars are unable to turn left into Flinders St for several light changes.
Adding bike lanes and the associated light sequences will only make this worse.

Again, | do not understand why the route is not a straight through run, rather than taking cyclists across two
busy and potentially dangerous intersections.

| would be interested how you plan to overcome these potential issues and happy to discuss further

| would like to express support for the latest proposal for the East-West Bikeway along
Franklin/Flinders/Wakefield Streets. Not that | necessarily believe it to be the best option, but | suspect this is
the last chance to see a dedicated East-West Bikeway in the city. It’s clear that the slightest objection from
businesses along any proposed route tends to curtail debate. This is because those who talk to traders are not
able to change the conversation away from the number of car spaces might be lost. If that remains the
parameters of the consultation with traders/businesses along the Bikeway route then we will end up back at
Sturt Street arguing over former Lord Mayor Michael Harbison’s Copenhagen-style bike lane. What we need
to be selling to businesses is the potential of a Bikeway. One way of achieving this is remind traders of the
sales they are losing if they continue to insist that only motorists bring custom to the city. As a city dweller |
meet so many new residents who move into the city and then drive back to their former suburban shopping
centres to do their shopping every week. That’s because it’s easy to drive out of their apartment building or
townhouse and steer back to Burnside Village or Marion. They’re hardly going to drive to a U-Park in the city!
What Council needs to be doing is expanding and promoting alternative forms of transport to easily get
around the city. That means expanding City Connector bus services, improving pedestrian walkways in all
minor streets and, of course, building a safe dedicated Bikeway network throughout the city. And you need to
bring businesses onboard with these plans so they see advantages for them, rather than merely screaming for
more, not less car parking.

Changing the conversation to the advantages for city businesses will be the only way we can move on from
this negative confrontation every time there’s even a whiff of reduced car parking space.

Please accept this correspondence as feedback on the Adelaide City Council’s East-West Bikeway
consultation. | request that this correspondence be tabled during further discussions regarding the feedback
as the content pertains to the Disability Discrimination Act (1992) and the Australian Standards 2890.5-2020.

My son is a Junior School student at Christian Brothers College, on Wakefield Street, Adelaide. He is a junior
primary student. My husband, has quadriplegia, and he has the capacity to drop our son at school in the
mornings on his way to work in the city. He drops our son off, on average, 4 days a week.

We note with interest the changes to parking between Hutt Street and East Terrace that are imminent on
Wakefield St as part of the East-West Bikeway project. From the diagrams and consultation pack provided at
yoursay.cityofadelaide.com.au/city-bikeways it is apparent that the available ‘angled/nose-in parking’ in the
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section of Wakefield St between Hutt St and East Terrace will be reduced from 72 spaces to 55 parallel
spaces. The plans do not highlight how the current ‘disabled’ carpark in this bikeway zone will be integrated
in the proposed plan.

Furthermore, in regard to the reduction of carparks, the consultation pack highlights that the parking in the
aforementioned section of Wakefield St is has an occupancy of 35/72 spaces 49% of the time. What is not
specified is the dates and times that this data was collected, although it is mentioned that a manual survey
was conducted in 2017 and Smart Parking Data was gathered from October 2020. What is of particular
interest about this specific data set is the likelihood of variability in the data according to the month of the
year in which it was collected (as it relates to school terms) and also the time of day that it was collected as it
relates to: school pick-up and drop off; appointment times at the then Calvary Wakefield Hospital; Calvary
Surgicentre; Adelaide Paediatric Dentist; and Parkwynd Private Hospital. The fact that Smart Parking Data is
referred to is not actually relevant to this section of Wakefield Street due to the absence of Smart Parking
sensors in this particular zone — all on-street parking on Wakefield Street in the zone between Hutt Street and
East Terrace is timed but non ticketed.

In light of this, the data presented to make the case for ‘unused parking’ in this zone is most likely inaccurate,
at best. Double parking and the chaos that ensues at specific times of the day is paramount in this matter.
The reduction of car parking spaces, by 24%, as referred to in the Consultation Pack, will not ‘generally’ be
accommodated by the reduced number of parking spaces in this particular zone. Parking is at a premium in
this zone at specific times of the day — one only must be present and make observations during school pick up
and drop off times to gain a full appreciation of the disorder and pandemonium that exists at these times.
The inclusion of a bikeway between the footpath and roadway is likely to exacerbate these problems and the
near misses that are witnessed each school day. This may well be compounded by a general reticence of
people to parallel and reverse park — particularly during peak times.

Parallel parking, particularly along the northern section of the Wakefield St between Hutt St and East Tce,
presents multiple complications for people with disabilities/mobility impairments. In specific reference to my
own family situation, my husband despite having quadriplegia, can quite easily drop our son at school each
day. He can make an easy approach to the school in his modified vehicle and our junior primary aged son is
able to alight the vehicle very easily and negotiate his way on to the footpath, directly in front of Christian
Brothers College (Junior Campus) entrance, where the Head of School is greeting students each morning. The
movement of our son is stress free and there is no concern that he needs to negotiate a path of travel which
requires him to look out for ‘road or bikeway users’. The fact that my husband is able, without undue concern,
to drop our son off at school affords him the same freedom that a person without a disability has. My
husband does not need to exit the vehicle, he does not need to find a ‘disabled’ car parking space, he does
not need to spend 5-7 minutes doing a transfer from the driving seat into his chair, onto a vehicle hoist,
exiting the vehicle and checking to see that our child can cross an ‘active peak hour bikeway’ or a street on an
alternative route. He does not need to spend 5-7 minutes executing this process in reverse. Angled/nose-in
parking on Wakefield St allows him the liberty and freedom that other parents have when they drop their
children off — he can utilise the same parking arrangements as others and is not required to find and use a
‘disabled’ car space. Parallel parking will remove this freedom. A freedom which the DDA encourages.

The Consultation Pack also states that a bikeway between the roadway and footpath will be functional and
safe and will provide a safe environment for all users. | am not sure that this statement has been considered
thoroughly. It may be safe for bikeway users until a child who is not paying attention steps out or runs in
front of them, or a child with ASD takes off and runs across the bikeway whilst their parent/caregiver is trying
to ensure the safety of their other children and or babies/toddlers being put into prams. The bikeway will be
unlikely to protect a cyclist from the ‘dropping or extension’ of a vehicle hoist into the bikeway to allow a
wheelchair user to disembark a vehicle. This is certainly the case regarding my husband. He uses a vehicle
with a side hoist which would extend into a bikeway, when deployed, thereby posing a risk to bikeway users
and himself given that he is ‘on the hoist’ when it is lowered. It is quite difficult to plan the deployment of a
wheelchair hoist around the presence and speed of bikeway users.

The Disability Discrimination Act (1992) requires that reasonable adjustments be made for a person with a
disability. Given that there are multiple students and parents with varying disabilities who access CBC Junior
School via the front entrance, provision of details regarding the specific ‘reasonable adjustments’ that will be
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made to ensure their access to the footpath via the bikeway would have been ideal but these details are not
apparent in the Consultation Pack. It is not enough to suggest that wheelchair users, or other people with
mobility or intellectual impairments or those who have disabilities that might impede their ability to safely
traverse a bikeway, park elsewhere and make their way to the school via an alternative route. Such a
suggestion would be treating a person with a disability less favourably than a person without a disability and
this would be in contravention to the DDA.

The parking standards (AS/NZS 2890.5-2020) require that accessible on-street parallel parking:

. is 3200mm wide and 7800mm long

. has a firm, flat, slip resistant space for the driver & passengers to exit the vehicle

. has a space on the passenger side that is 1600mm wide and 7800mm long

. has additional space at footpath height but needs to have access with a kerb ramp

. has clear yellow, slip resistant line marking around the space & an international symbol of access

The diagram below clearly shows the required configuration of an accessible ‘on-street’ parallel park. I am

curious as to how this would be accommodated within the current plans. Am I'misled in believing that the
proposed plans will not observe the requirements of the Australian Standards and thereby risk a DDA claim
against the Adelaide City Council?
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The Consultation Pack does not address how the Parking Standards will be applied on Wakefield between
Hutt St and East Tce, nor in other areas along the proposed bikeway. It begs the question, “Will the new
parking configuration include at least one accessible/'disabled’ parking space between Hutt St & East Tce, and
how would such a space comply with the Australian Standards?” Further, | wonder if cyclists will be ‘safe’
using a bikeway immediately in front of a primary school where the movements of children are so
unpredictable — particularly children on the Autism Spectrum Disorder and children with compromised
mobility such as the children at CBC Junior School with Cerebral Palsy. Moreover, there are quite a few other
community members who use a wheelchair, mobility aid or present with physical disabilities. Whilst there are
2 designated ‘accessible’ car spaces on East Tce that can be used as an alternative for
parents/grandparents/caregivers, they do not comply with the Australian Standards thereby making alighting
a vehicle complicated, or impossible for some. Using these carparks requires a parent to leave the vehicle to
take their child to the nearby crossing. Whilst parking in an alternative location may seem like an easy
solution, it is not easy for a wheelchair user, nor does it allow a parent with a disability the same drop-
off/pick-up convenience that a non-disabled parent has.

| can appreciate that there is a need to establish safe bikeways in and out of the city, but it should be done to
the detriment of the safety of the most vulnerable in our society — children and the disabled. It would be
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disappointing if the proposed bikeway would, in effect, discriminate against my husband and family, and force
us to make alternative safe arrangements to get our son to school.

| trust that you will present my correspondence and concerns as part of the feedback presented to ACC.

e The area has had previously available off street public parking taken away

e What impact/changes will the bikeway have on car parking on Wakefield Street

e There are a mix of businesses/land uses in the area (such as school)

e Onstreet parking is not fully utilised since the hospital moved but any changes need to be considerate of
taking away access to properties

e  Will loading zones and other parking controls be reviewed or changed

e Ifthereis an opportunity for greening through this project it will go a long way to making people happier
— Wakefield Street is desolate and dry, trees in the median

Our entity [redacted] owns the building at [redacted] which it has just spending significant amount

refurbishing. The building contains 3 tenancies: 1 retail and 2 office.

Please find attached Feedback Form, which we note we only had 7 days to complete. Furthermore we
contend that:
1. There has been a lack of transparency in the process that has been followed;
2. Alack of consultation with ratepayers/business owners along Flinders/Franklin;
3. The likely impacts on the above groups have not been considered or documented;
4. The need and merits for an East-West link are unclear and have not been communicated to the
public;
5. The negative impact that removing on-street parking on Flinders/Franklin will have on retail and
business (who are already struggling);
6. Funds would be better spent creating a safe and active ground plane for all users (not just a few).
As a ratepayer, and on behalf of our tenants, we strongly oppose an East-West link being considered on
Flinders-Franklin.
| work for an animation company in the CBD and would regularly ride to work if there were a safe way to do
so. As such | support the bikeway as proposed.
am a city business and property owner. | live in Wayville and am a regular user of city bike lanes as well as
cycling on city streets. A number of our staff cycle to work and we have installed bike rack facilities in our
building as well as showers.

| understand that there is a lot of community concern about using up existing road and parking space for
dedicated bikes lanes.

My thought is that we don’t actually need to do this. Here are my reasons:

e Cyclists, like most people, like to take the most direct route between A & B. Therefore they are not
likely to cycle 2 blocks north or south just in order to be able to join a dedicated east-west bike
way. The same applies when travelling north-south. For example | live in Wayville and cycle up
King William Street to our office at 45 Flinders Street — there is no way | would cycle all the way
to Frome Street just to use the dedicated bike lane.

e Wherever you put a dedicated bike lane there are going to be unhappy local business owners. Some
people just like to complain and others don’t understand the real dangers cyclists face. The
ensuing debate just drives a further wedge between the 2 groups.

So here is my simple and low-cost solution

e Paint the entire length of every on-road bike lane in the city with the same green stuff you currently
have at many traffic lights

e Erect signs at all major road entry points to the city that say: You Are Now Entering A Cycle Safety
Zone. Or they could read: This is a Cycle and Bus Priority and Safety Zone.

The benefits of this solution:
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e The entire city becomes cycle friendly — thereby encouraging even more people to cycle.

e Thereis a strong visual reminder to look out for cyclists along the entire lane — currently there are
almost no visual reminders for drivers who have parallel parked that they are opening their
doors into a cycling lane!! Similarly it would provide a strong visual reminder for pedestrians to
be bike aware as they cross roads

*  No debate required —all you are doing is painting existing road surfaces/bike lanes

* Low cost

e Improved safety for cyclists, pedestrians

e Noloss of on-street parking therefore no angry business owners

| am happy to discuss this further and | am sure the cyclists among our staff would be happy to pose for a
photo on the newly painted green bikelane at any time.
As a long time Adelaide City Centre resident, | speak as a jogger, cyclist and car driver.

e | would not ride a bike anywhere in Adelaide unless vehicles, cycles and pedestrians are separated as
along the north/south Frome Road bikeway. | gather this will not happen with the east/west bikeway.

e Allowing bikes and scooters on the pavements has made life hell for pedestrians, particularly the elderly,
who do not hear the almost silent electric scooters. The scooter riders mostly ride too fast and do not use
bells. They should not be allowed faster than walking pace especially when on a pavement with
pedestrians.

e | cannot understand why cyclists and their bikes are not subject to safety standards ie mandatory
standard lights back and front. (When in a car, some rear lights are so tiny they are not visible until on top
of the cyclist. Front lights are sometimes so bright they dazzle and blind pedestrians and drivers). As with
helmets, bells, side wheel reflectors and some sort of reflective clothing should all be mandatory. At
dawn and dusk, when | am mostly about, the number of near invisible cyclists is frightening - no lights, or
very feeble ones, no helmet, no reflectors and dark clothes.

On another unrelated infrastructure issue, one that | have raised a number of times with the ACC, | note an
ever increasing number of vehicles doing a (currently illegal) U-Turn at the Grote Street/Pitt Street traffic
lights when travelling westwards. They are mostly heading to parks on the north side of Grote Street and to
the over 100 parks in Penaluna and Trades Hall Lanes, plus the 67 in the U-City garage on Penaluna Lane,
accessed only via Grote Street as it’s a no through lane.

A legal ‘U-Turn with green arrow’ sign here would control when vehicles make a U-turn, thus increasing the
safety for pedestrians - especially those who are wont to jaywalk at these lights as they head to the Central
Market.

Traffic in this area will no doubt become more complex as the new Market and building opposite commence
and there is competition for car parks all along, and off Grote Street, so the sooner a simple U-turn allowed
sign is erected as requested, the better.

Whilst an important project, | have two concerns that | would like to bring to your attention and discuss. The
first being the increased risk caused by entering or exiting the carpark at the rear of 185 Victoria Square, but
more importantly the safety of pedestrians and bikes crossing the King William Street, Franklin/Flinders Street
intersection.

At the best of times this is a very difficult intersection even more so during peak hour. If there any city road
closures or speed restrictions such as during the Fringe, Tour Down Under or during the AFL season for
example, traffic build up can take over an hour to clear with driver behaviour becoming increasing dangerous
for pedestrians and bikes. Not only this, most nights cars and busses regularly queue through the intersection
creating significant traffic issues often blocking pedestrian access to cross the road.

Due to the width of the intersection (at its widest point) the time that it takes to cross from Flinders Street to
Franklin Street in a car travelling 50 kms per hour is quite often not fast enough to complete the crossing
before the lights change and pedestrians get a green light and enter the intersection, in some situations with
cars (or bikes) still travelling through the intersection. If you ad this risk to cars that enter the intersection
waiting to turn right when the lights turn amber or red, this will create a significant risk to bikes going through
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the intersection. It will only be a matter of time until there is a serious accident unless traffic flow is restricted
or diverted away from the intersection.

My office is on level 9 overlooking the King William Street, Franklin/Flinders Street intersection and almost
daily there are cars and busses blocking the intersection. Adding a designated bikeway will compound the
traffic problems at the intersection and will most likely result in many accidents and incidents between bikes
and cars and bikes and pedestrians.

With regards to the issue of leaving the building carpark of Franklin Street, this is already difficult due to a
recent increase in pedestrian/foot traffic and quite often due to heavy and banked up traffic on Franklin
Street. Traffic delays are very common on Franklin Street which regularly results in cars and traffic queueing
across the King William Street intersection. In addition to this if there is a delivery van or light truck parked to
the north of the carpark (between the carpark and Victoria Square) it impedes vision of oncoming traffic and
in particular bikes, increasing bike traffic will increase the risk of a collision in certain situations.

Looking at the information it appears that in this vicinity it will be toolkit 3, but | would like to know more
about this and how this will both impact on street parking, but also congestion and the flow of traffic.
| LOVE not being run over by busses and dickheads.

Don’t be a burk, get on a bike and fight for your life like | do!

(Or maybe just build some bike-friendly paths so | don’t get run over thank you)
Thank you for your consultation and the opportunity to comment. | am writing to object to the proposed
bikeways project.

This will lead to increased congestion for motorists, less parking space and increased travel time for those in a
car. Furthermore, cyclists are at greater risk of serious injuries (head trauma, spinal cord injuries) when riding
bikes in areas where there is a high density of cars i.e they are more likely to get hit and injured by a car.
When there are increased motor vehicle/bike accidents, this leads to increased motor vehicle insurance
accident claims which increases our car registration premiums as well.

Thank you for considering my feedback that | object to the proposed bikeways project.
| commute each day East West from Netley to Magill on a bicycle.

At least once a week | have a near miss with either a car or a pedestrian steeping out from between parked
cars. A East West bikeway would be a fantastic thing for all of us who daily commute on bicycles. The added
safety would also encourage more to ride, reducing congestion and improving air quality in the CBD.

| applaud Adelaide City Council for the initiative.
Adelaide has great bike pathways across the metro area, particularly the Linear Park trail. However when
travelling from the western side of the city you suddenly end up on the road - right in the middle of peak hour
traffic, with cars reversing out of parking bays or turning into side streets. It is incredibly dangerous which is
why | don’t ride to work, even though it would be the most convenient way of travelling. No matter the
streets which would be used, a proper separated bike way would make all the difference to those of us
wanting to avoid busy public transport due to COVID-19. It would make city streets much safer and provide
access across the city whether you work/study/play in any quadrant of the CBD. Adelaide is the most car
dependent capital city right now, but we have the beginnings of great infrastructure to turn this around.
There are thousands and thousands of car parks already for those who drive. Cyclists need a final piece of the
puzzle for those of us travelling east-west!
e  For bikeway to be attractive to users (and be used) it must be a direct route not circuitous with
multiple turns north and south.
e The inclusion of such turns will mean it is not used and cyclists will continue on the most direct road
route, that is what | will do.
e Increasing bike (and pedestrian) traffic has a benefit to businesses that far outweighs any issue of
loss of street parking.
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e Flinders Street and Franklin Street is the obvious route - it is a no brainer. No other option is viable
for the following reasons:

0 They are both wide roads that can accommodate the width of the dedicated bikeway and
parking (unlike Pirie and Waymouth Streets).

0 There are not many bus routes and busses that travel along them (unlike Grenfell and Currie
Streets and Wakefield and Grote Streets).

O Itisadirectroute.

0 Itavoids turns and having to cross extra roads.

O It avoids crossing any of the city squares. (unlike Grenfell and Currie Streets and Wakefield
and Grote Streets).

0 Itlinks directly to cycle paths in both to the east and west parklands for ingress and egress
to the city.

0 Not to use Flinders and Franklin Streets is just pandering to a minority (of perhaps
influential) business rate payers at the expense of the majority of city users, many of whom
(like me) are city rate payers and chose to walk or cycle rather than drive into the city.

If parking access is really an issue how about putting the bikeway down the centre of the road (like the tram in
King William Street) that way street parking is not affected. It works in other cities, Barcelona for example.

Bottom line — look forward to a sustainable future not back. Just do it and get it done now. Far too much time
and money has been spent on consultation on this project - again and again and again. How many
years/decades has this project been under consideration for? 30+?

This feedback might be a few days late but | think you will find it valuable. As a city resident for the last 14
years, | have seen the city evolve. | am optimistic about the city of Adelaide but also realistic. The reality | see
of the city becoming busier with various modes of transport & the attempt of “trying to please all”, is that
moving around the city has become quite dysfunctional. A cue of motorists waiting for one pedestrian leads
to more congestion. Bike lanes, such as the Frome road example add danger to road users, especially for
traffic that needs to cut across that bike lane. What | feel is missing is the continuity to these formats, it is not
an inbuilt behaviour to motorists, such as stopping at a stop sign. Stop signs are the same everywhere, shape,
colour, height, they become a pattern. This all relates to safety. Pedestrian crossings or zebra crossings, such
as the one on Pirie street have no continuity throughout the city, this crossing just “appears” out of no where.
On a wet rainy day combined with pedestrian inattentiveness, it’s an accident waiting to happen. If there was
more of a pattern to these solitary road conditions, in the way of colour or light, then it would aid function &
add safety, similar to the stop sign, it’s always red, at the same height & the same shape. Yellow seems to be a
strong colour that doesn’t blend in with everyday things, look at London pedestrian/zebra crossings for
example. My point of this is, if there is to be a separated bike way from east to west & north to south, then
give it continuity the entire way, make it become a pattern so ultimately it will be safer & more functional. As |
said, in the 14 years that | have lived in the city, | find it quite dysfunctional nowadays. Yes it is busier now &
naturally things can’t move as efficiently but to me the big picture is to stop putting everything on the same
level. Cars, pedestrians, trams, buses, cyclists, scooters, all on the same level. For one thing it adds congestion
& more importantly it’s unsafe. Pedestrian overpasses/underpasses are excellent & help maintain an efficient
city. Look at Singapore or Hong Kong mid levels escalator, they work so well. | know it’s a hard balance to get
right & I’'m sure you will try & make the best bike path you can. Humans do some great things, we put all
forms of transport in some of the most hard to imagine places, underground, in the air, under water etc etc.
Imagine a bike path away from all of the danger of the road, a place where riders didn’t have to worry about a
bus or a truck or a pedestrian, imagine a sky path! A bike path that cuts above the streets. It would put
Adelaide on the map, what an icon!! See the attached photos of Tasmania’s tree walk, you'll get the picture,
but imagine higher side railings & a material with no holes for anything to fall through. How do the cyclists get
up there you ask, a gentle incline ramp that starts in the outer parklands. Eventually it reaches one height that
has a straight path from south to north & east to west, allowing cyclists to go either way & to be separated
from oncoming cyclists by a barrier of some sort. What if cyclists want to get down you ask. On the sky path
there could be a few down ramps that lead directly into bike parking bays, underground would be best for
these bike parking bays. Similar to a free way, the initial on ramp located on the outskirts of the city & then a
few off ramps as it passes over the city. There’s the idea, the engineers can work out the right materials for
strength, tyre grip & no gaps for anything to fall through. It could look amazing & also promote so much more
cycling. It would become a bucket list experience also. Monday to Friday, it’s all business, weekends, it’s a
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tourist icon. And yeah, you could even have small pull off bays where you could take in great views of the city
or refill

your water bottle from the SA water supplied drink fountains. They put planes in the air & trains

underground, why not cyclists on a sky way. Food for thought, but don’t just think about putting everything
on one level.

Any route that we encourages people to cycle to the city is good for the environment and good for the
population. As a city resident and taxpayer who doesn’t own a car and mostly uses a bike to ride around the
city, one route that often causes me grief is trying to get from home in Halifax St to ride to Klemzig through
the parklands. It’s fine from Victoria Park, across Wakefield St until Rymill Pk when there is often no safe route
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to get to the corner of North Tce and Botanic Rd so we’re forced to tangle we with traffic on Dequetiville Tce
as that part of the parklands is fenced off for events. We’re happy to see the parklands used but would
appreciate a dedicated cycle path along the edge of Dequetiville Tce as traffic there seems to ignore cyclist’s
safety.

We have just received note of the proposed East to West bikeway going straight past the entry to our largest
CBD asset in Adelaide, SA ([redacted]).

This car park is leased and consists of 915 bays, as you can imagine the proposed works will substantially
effect our operation for our customers throughout both the construction phase and thereafter. It is of note
that this asset houses [redacted], we believe a bikeway in this busy part of the city and laneway ([redacted]) is
a serious oversight.

We have been supporting Adelaide city visitors and commuters for over 15 years and quite bluntly this is the
kind of development that would further effect our ability to service the Adelaide population, especially given
the past year experiencing financial hardship as caused by COVID-19.

With high traffic flows both in the morning and in the evening (both vehicular and pedestrian) as our
customers are entering and exiting the site, this also should not meet the WH&S standards that the Adelaide
City council are seeking from the development.

| have also submitted a response to the council, we would appreciate if we could air our concerns to the
council in this matter.

| strongly support the introduction of a separated bikeway along Flinders Street however | do not support the
proposed route nor the option of a centre-road bikeway. | support a route that runs along Flinders-Franklin
only and has a consistent design throughout.

| ride to work from west terrace to ... Flinders Street, there are 6 other people at my workplace who also ride
to work along this road. We'd be very happy to see a safer cycling route in place. But these options do not
satisfy.

| currently choose to ride down this street because

- of the lack of buses - they are difficult and dangerous to navigate as a cyclist.

- because of traffic arrangements on Light square make waymouth/pirie st complicated.

My experience of riding along F-F: The section of Flinders Street between King William and Pulteney Street is
scary to ride down because cars are constantly pulling in to drop people off. A separated bikeway would be
ideal for this street to make it safer for everyone, however your design does not make it that far east.

| do not support a design that puts a bikeway down the centre of the road, I'd not feel safe riding this way. It
seems like this design only to satisfy the safety needs of riding along a bus route or the removal of parking
spaces. It does not allow for cyclists to turn left or right into the many minor side streets along the street and
will confuse the heck out of motorists.

The proposed route. | don't understand why the bikway deviates down to Wakefield Street. This is a key bus
route through the city (as opposed to Flinders St). Wouldn't it be cheaper and safer for the route to continue
down Flinders? Furthermore, Wakefield is further from the attractions of the East End and cultural precinct.
Why is the design different for each of the streets? A consistent design would make it easier for cyclists to
know where they are and motorists to understand the bikeway. This understanding of 'new road
infrastructure' by both parties is vital for safety.

Thanks for taking on my feedback, looking forward to hearing sensible discussion of this at the next council
meeting.
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APPENDIX 3 - CONSULTATION PACK
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Our role

The City of Adelaide supports the development of
active transport infrastructure, and recognises the
important role transport projects play in shaping
the city through economic investment, urban
uplift, sustainability, liveability, creating great
streets and public spaces, enhancing the Park
Lands and creating healthy communities.

The City of Adelaide is the local road authority
with ownership (care, control and maintenance
responsibility) of all road-related and public realm
infrastructure occurring on city streets.

This document is the East-West Bikeway Design
Guide, which will form part of the comprehensive
Bikeways Design Guide.

The Bikeways Design Guide reflects the City of
Adelaide’s vision for the design development of
bikeways in the city. It is an addendum to the
'Adelaide Design Manual' (ADM), the City of
Adelaide’s guideline for public domain design.

Adelaide Design Manual

Bikeways Design Guide

The Adelaide Design Manual

East-West Bikeway Desi%n Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
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Adelaide Design Manual

The ADM directly supports the outcomes of the
City of Adelaide’s Transport and Movement
Strategy 2012-22.

The ADM supports creating environments for safe
cycling and green travel options, through
implementing separated bikeways and redefining
uses and road space allocation of existing
corridors.

The ADM draws upon significant community
engagement, providing the next stage of physical
street detail. Consulted stakeholders included the
City of Adelaide’s Access and Inclusion Advisory
Panel, which includes representatives from Access
2 Arts, the Disability Information and Resources
Centre, Disability SA, Guide Dogs SA, the Royal

Society for the Blind and individual representation.

The ADM is based on these guiding principles:
1. Strive for excellence in design

2. Strengthen the character of the city

3. Provide the canvas for city life

4. Create a public realm that is welcoming and
friendly

5. Design spaces sustainably with regard for the
big picture

6. Integrate functions of the street harmoniously

7. Cultivate positive relationship between public
and private space.
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Strategic alignment

The East-West Bikeway aligns with the City of
Adelaide’s vision for the city. Alignments include:

City of Adelaide 2020-24 Strategic Plan

Key community outcome: Thriving Communities

Healthy and resilient communities

« A safe, affordable, accessible, well-connected
city for people of all ages and abilities, and all
transport modes

» Increase community use of and access to the
Adelaide Park Lands

.« Implement City Access projects (walking,
cycling and public transport) in partnership
with the State Government, including the
North-South and East-West city bikeways.

Strategic priority for next for years and beyond:
«  Support the wellbeing of our communities

» Lead the way in climate action and manage
water, waste, transport and greening in a
sustainable way

« Transform the ways people move around and
connect with each other.

Enabling priorities:

» Build on effective advocacy and partnerships

«  Encourage and support new ideas and
concepts.

Carbon Neutral Adelaide Action Plan
2016-21

Pathway 2: Zero emissions transport
Strategy 2.8: Develop integrated cycling and
walking networks

+ 2.8.1: Establish a cycling infrastructure fund
and develop a comprehensive and integrated
network of bicycle ways that connect
Adelaide, North Adelaide and surrounding
suburbs to provide safe and convenient access
to workplaces, services, shops, leisure activities
and bus, train and tram services.
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East-West Bikeway Proposed Route

The proposed East-West Bikeway begins to the east on Wakefield Road, and Key bike connections:
runs along Wakefield Street until Gawler Place. At Gawler Place, the bikeway 1. West Terrace shared path via existing signals to 4. Gawler Place (through to Rundle Mall)
diver.ts <.and exits We:jt oanVClindTers Street. It then crosses King William Street, western suburbs Frome Street - North-South bikeway
continuing westward until West Terrace. , ,
g 2. City West Quietway - Gray Street (north) Gray 6. Park 15 shared path & Park Lands Trail & east
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Design development and rationale

Several design options were considered when @ Safe separated space for bike riders
developing the proposed street layout to

incorporate the bikeway. The option below was
selected as the most appropriate as it provides

a balance for street users, including:

Increased traffic capacity during peak times
where needed

Lanes for turning vehicles

Spaces for parked cars during core business
hours

Good visibility between street users,
particularly bike riders and drivers

Central medians where appropriate to assist
pedestrian movement across the street

Identifying space for street greening,
including trees where possible

Q@@ ®eEE
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This general street layout will be modified along
the East-West Bikeway corridor to reflect the
different conditions on the various street sections,
including street width and traffic demand.

Some on-street parking spaces will be removed
when the bikeway is installed. However, surveys of
the existing usage of spaces show that existing
parking demand will generally be accommodated
by the reduced number of parking spaces with the
bikeway.

In locations where demand for parking spaces is
likely to exceed the number of on-street spaces,
we will work with stakeholders to understand the
local circumstances and seek appropriate
solutions. This could include amendments to the
street layout and changes to parking controls in
nearby streets.

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

This bikeway layout is also consistent with the
operation of the existing bikeway on Frome Street
and can be implemented within the available
budget.

The bikeway will create a safer street for everyone,
and is likely to encourage people to make more
trips by bike.

This is an example of the
proposed layout for the
East-West Bikeway. The
design approaches and
their application within

this layout are further
illustrated in the '‘Bikeway
design toolkit' and
‘Application’ sections of
this guide.

City of Adelaide | February 2021 4
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Possible alternative design approach

Note: A centre road bikeway design has not previously been used in South Australia and may not

We appreciate that the removal of on-street meet current standards. The design will require approval from the Department for Infrastructure
parking spaces is a significant concern for some and Transport to proceed. Should the design not be deemed suitable for use in South Australia, a
stakeholders. standard kerbside bikeway will be progressed.

As part of our evolving design process we seek
ideas from other cities to understand how they
manage the competing demands of busy city
streets when implementing bikeway projects.

The City of Sydney has recently consulted with
their community on a proposal to build a two-way
bikeway in the centre of Oxford Street. The
innovative design has been proposed to better
manage the kerbside space on a busy city street
(including bus lanes and stops, loading and
parking) whilst improving safety and level of
service for bike riders.

A snapshot of the design proposed by the City of
Sydney is shown on the right. Further details of
their proposal can be found on the City of Sydney
website:

Have your say on new cycleways for Oxford,
Liverpool and College streets - City of Sydney (nsw.

gov.au!

We are seeking your thoughts on this example
from the City of Sydney and their design approach
as part of this consultation process.

Image Credit: City of Sydney and Government of NSW, New Cycleways for Oxford, Liverpool and College Streets
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Street conditions

"Resilient East Urban Heat & Tree Mapping
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Generally 4-6 traffic lanes wide

Connection to shared paths at
West Terrace and the East Park
Lands

Pictured: Franklin Street/West Terrace
intersection

Existing kerb protuberances with
outdoor dining

Bikeway and traffic lane widths
can be reduced in width at these
locations to retain existing
protuberances

Other types of kerb
protuberances house a whole
range of underground services.

Pictured: Benjamin on Franklin Hot?

extended crossing are
pedestrians as well as greening

ount of greening!

Franklin Street/Byron Place/

izabeth Street intersection
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Angle parking occurs on both
Franklin and Wakefield streets
outside of the core CBD.

Parallel parking, loading zones,
bus zones, motorcycle parking
bays and drop off zones also
exist along the streets.

Pictured: Franklin Street between
Crowther St & Shannon Pl

Many wide driveway crossovers
exist along both streets,
providing access to large coach
buses, service vehicles and
multi-storey off-street car parks.

Pictured: Adelaide Central Bus Station

Drop off zones and passenger
loading areas for hotels, serviced
accommodations and
apartments are located directly
in front of the entrances.

Pictured: Quest on Franklin
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Street conditions (continued)

»  The U-City building on Franklin
Street houses retirement
residences, accessible serviced
apartments and social services,
which will require parking / drop
off bays.

« Existing bus stops and shelters
on Wakefield Street will need to
be considered.

+ The interface between the bus
shelter/stops and the roadway
will need to minimise conflict
points between bus passengers,
cyclists, motorists and
pedestrians.

« Consultation with key
stakeholders will be necessary to
determine requirements.

Pictured: U-City (Uniting Communities) Pictured: Bus stop H1, Wakefield Street

«  Schools require drop off/pick up
areas. There are a number of
schools along the route,
including Christian Brothers
College, St Aloysius College and
St Mary's College.

« Existing signals at Gawler Place
will need to be altered to
facilitate bicycle turning
movements.

« Gawler Place South has higher
pedestrian numbers as it is a
north-south link, as well as so

vehicle movement due to the '

multi-storey off-street car park.

«  Existing drop off/pick up zones
will be integrated into the new
bikeway design with great
consideration to safety.

Pictured: Gawler Place/Flinders Street

intersection Pictured: Christian Brothers College

« Many established trees already
exist along the route and are
within the road reserve between
parking bays.

with ample greening
opportunities.

Pictured: tree*ooking East «  The street arrangement will

consider existing tree alignment
and upgrades to tree surrounds
to improve growing conditions.

Pictured: Christian Brothers College
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Bikeway design toolkit

To design the East-West Bikeway, a number of
different approaches can be applied. These
approaches, or ‘toolkits', form a kit-of-parts that
can be applied simultaneously along a street to
address various conditions, as outlined below, to
implement a functional and safe bikeway.

The many street conditions and operations that
the toolkit can be applied to includes:

« Bus stops

School drop off/pick up zones
« On-street parking

« Loading zones

+ Road widths and traffic flow

o Street trees

+ Kerb alignments and protuberances
« Garages and driveways

+ Side streets and laneways

« Traffic signals and intersections
- Stormwater flow

«  Rubbish collection

«  Services (e.g. fire hydrants and mail boxes).

Toolkit Toolkit
1 2 2

An example of different toolkit approaches applied
along the East-West Bikeway

East-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
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Toolkit 1.
Linemarking + flexi-posts

Flexi-post bollards are light-weight, flexible posts
affixed to the road surface. Using flexi-posts along
with linemarking is an affordable and effective way
of delineating a roadway that provides a vertical
separation between traffic/parking lanes and
bicycle riders.

This method is widely used nationally and
internationally to create safe separated bike lanes.

Key design elements:

+ Bike lane is at same level as traffic and parking
lanes

+ Use of standard traffic control devices
(linemarking and posts) are universally
understood by road users

« Vertical element provides clear and visible
separation creating a safe bikeway

« Low-impact and fast construction/installation
+ Easily maintained

+ Approximately 5 year asset lifespan

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

Broken Head Bike Path, Byron Shire (Image © Durapost)

Kinzie Street, Chicago (Image © Philadelphia2050)

Garden Oaks Drive, New Orleans USA
(Image © City of New Orleans)
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Bikeway design toolkit

Toolkit 2. Concrete buffer +
integrated greening

Concrete medians can be used as a robust buffer
between parking/traffic lanes and bike lanes to
ensure protection and strong visual delineation.
This toolkit also presents opportunities to
integrate greening, improving the overall amenity
of a street.

This approach is similar to the North-South
bikeway between Carrington and Wakefield
streets. It is is also widely implemented both
nationally and internationally.

Key design elements:

+ Bike lane is at same level as traffic and parking
lanes

« Concrete buffer can be designed to minimise
visual presence, i.e. dark colour

« Tree planting can occur where buffer width
allows

+ Integrated low-level planting to allow for
sightlines

« Regulatory signs and linemarking will be
required to reinforce street navigability

« No alterations to drainage system required

« Higher level of maintenance required for
greening

+ Asset lifespan of up to 20 years

East-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
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LaTrobe Street, Melbourne (Image © Google)

North-South Bikeway (Image © Google)

Fell & Oak Streets, San Francisco USA
(Image © Sergio Ruiz)
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Toolkit 3.
Bus stop islands

This treatment is to be used at existing and new
bus stops that are located along a bikeway route
to facilitate safe interactions between pedestrians,
bike riders and buses.

Key design elements:

« Providing a clear path of travel through the
space for both bike riders and pedestrians

» Increase width of buffer to accommodate bus
shelter and pedestrians waiting or loading

«  Slow riders down by narrowing bikeway width
and/or changing surface treatment or levels

« Direct pedestrian movement providing priority
pedestrian crossings with crossing linemarking

» Maintain sightlines in the area by minimising
clutter

+ Regulatory signs and linemarking, where
required

» Localised alteration to drainage system may
be required depending on location and
context

« Require approval (likely from State
Government)

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

Surry Hills, Sydney (Image © Anna Mcdonald)

North-South Bikeway

City of Adelaide | February 2021

9



Bikeway design toolkit

Toolkit 4.
Planter boxes

Planter boxes are a temporary, low-impact and
reasonably low cost way of implementing greening
without high disturbance to a site.

With the right species, planter boxes can beautify
and reinforce the character of city streets, and
provide shade and shelter to all users of the
bikeway and footpath.

Key design elements:

Planter boxes to be used on footpaths
adjacent to the bikeway, or “leftover” areas in
the road reserve away from traffic

They are not to be used as physical separators
between the bikeway and the traffic

Implement in continuous groups where
appropriate, to create an immediate visual and
environmental impact to the bikeway and its
surroundings

Trees planted should be appropriate to the
street environment, including being
considerate to adjacent street trees, building
awnings, signage and traffic signals

Low-level planting choices to be plants that
have compact or trailing forms (no spreading
properties), no higher than 600mm, have
minimal plant litter and have dense foliage

Require regular maintenance regimes,
especially for low-level planting

Require regular watering (through a watering
truck or similar), especially during early stages
of establishment

Require horticulture and maintenance staff

Require machinery and associated heavy
vehicles to load/unload planter boxes to site

East-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

North Terrace, Adelaide (Image © Daryl Tian)

Sydney trial cycleways (Concept image © City of Sydney)

Leigh Street, Adelaide (Image © Glam Adelaide)
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Application

The toolkit can be applied simultaneously along the East-West Bikeway, depending on each localised
situation. Below is a high-level breakdown of how the toolkit can be applied on a typical street block. These
approaches will be refined and developed during detailed design on a case-by-case basis.

Toolkit 2: Concrete buffer with integrated greening

P e mm mm m mm Em o Em Em Em Em Em Em Em Em o Em Em o Em Em

| P R

1 ,a"x\ ,’ ‘\ ,¢"~\

I 1 l\ ,l I 1
\\ - &' S= \\ - ',

1. Green surface treatment across side streets and driveways

2. Linemarked central median to facilitate vehicle turning movements

3. Off-peak parking arrangement as per Frome Street

4. Bicycle turning areas

==

I I Future opportunities for median with integrated greening & footpath tree planting

b Toolkits 1+ 2: Linemarking + flexi-posts adjacent parking spaces with potential future greening

Fast-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION City of Adelaide | February 2021 1
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Facilitate drop off / loading Require
areas where required Toolkit 3

Application

The toolkit can be applied simultaneously along the East-West Bikeway, depending on each localised

situation. Below is a high-level breakdown of how the toolkit can be applied. These approaches will be refined
and developed during detailed design on a case-by-case basis.

Schools  Hotels /
accommodation

Bus stops

I Toolkit 2 on the north-eastern corner of Morphett Street

I A mixture of tooilkit 1, 2 and 3 in front of Quest

Avani Adina
. FRANKLI’N STRE’I\ET \ V 4 FLINDERS STREET
Backpackers GAWLERE . | o
College’ PLACE i n SEE =
WAKEFIELD STREET
StCAoll(l)eygSieus T1 S1 R1

KGR
Toolkit 1 used in front of Benjamin on Franklin Hotel, where outdoor dining and parking are maintained

Toolkit 1to allow for loading at the Adelaide Central Bus Station

East-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Facilitate drop off / loading
areas where required

Application

The toolkit can be applied simultaneously along the East-West Bikeway, depending on each localised

situation. Below is a high-level breakdown of how the toolkit can be applied. These approaches will need to
be refined and developed during detailed design on a case-by-case basis.

Schools  Hotels /
accommodation

0 G

I Toolkit 3 at G1 bus stop on Wakefield Street

I Tooklit 1to facilitate drop off / loading at the old Calvary Hospital where required

Avani Adina
FRANKLIN STREET \ V 4 FLINDERS STREET
| Backpackers GAWLER o o o
S(tﬁolvlll%rgyes P L A C E H1 I Christé%Tlfégthers
WAKEFIELD STREET
St Aloysius T1 ST R1
College
—

— O\ Y

Toolkits Tand 2 to facilitate on-street parking and driveways /‘garages and add greening to the street

Toolkit 3 at Bus Stop R1 on Wakefield Street

East-West Bikeway Design Guide | FOR CONSULTATION
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Image credits

All images and photographs used in this document
belong to the City of Adelaide unless stated otherwise,
and have been appropriately credited.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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East-West Bikeway

East-West Bikeway

Consultation closes 5:00pm, Friday 19 February 2021

We seek your feedback
Bikeways provide a healthy transport option that is sustainable and economically viable. They are key to
ensuring Adelaide remains one of the world’s most liveable cities.

We are seeking feedback from the community on the proposal to develop an East-West Bikeway through
the city.

Background

The City of Adelaide, in partnership with the State Government of South Australia, committed $12 million in

funding to build two separated bikeways through the City: one from north to south and the other from east
to west.

The proposed route of the East-West Bikeway is along Franklin Street, Flinders Street, Gawler Place,
Wakefield Street and Wakefield Road, as shown on the map below.

ITY F

DEL IDE
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East-West Bikeway

Globally, many of the world’s leading and most liveable cities are cycle-friendly cities, using bikeways to:

* Improve health

* Reduce pollution

* Reduce congestion

» Better connect neighbourhoods and streets

» Make it cheap and easy for people to get around
* Provide a safer street environment

* Reduce carbon emissions

At its meeting on 15 December 2020, Council approved consultation to begin, to notify the community
about the project and to seek feedback on the East-West Bikeways Design Guide.

The East-West Bikeway Design Guide is provided with this pack.

The bikeway design has been developed to provide a balance between street users, is consistent with the
operation of the existing bikeway on Frome Street and can be implemented within the available budget.

The bikeway will create a safer street for everyone and is likely to encourage people to make more trips by
bike.

Some on-street parking spaces will be removed when the bikeway is installed. However, surveys of the
existing usage of spaces show that existing parking demand will generally be accommodated by the
reduced number of parking spaces.

In locations where demand for parking spaces is likely to exceed the number of on-street spaces, we will
work with stakeholders to understand the local circumstances and seek appropriate solutions. This could
include amendments to the street layout and changes to parking controls in nearby streets.

19 February 2021 Consultation period ends
20 February — 26 February 2021  Review feedback
March 2021 Feedback presented to Council for decision to proceed

Mid-2021 If approved, bikeway construction commences

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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East-West Bikeway

How do | provide my feedback?

There are several ways in which you can provide feedback:

Feedback Form (attached to this information pack)

Online: yoursay.cityofadelaide.com.au

Talk with a team member: 0407 773 198

Email your comments to citybikeways@cityofadelaide.com.au

Written Submissions

All written submissions must be received by 5.00pm on the date advertised and should be addressed to:
Community Consultation
East-West Bikeway
GPO Box 2252, Adelaide SA 5001

What happens next?

We will acknowledge your feedback either by email or in writing.
We will collate all feedback received and will present it to Council in March 2021 for their consideration.

For enquiries please contact:

Ben Cunningham, Senior Consultant, Holmes Dyer
T: 0407 773 198

E: ben@holmesdyer.com.au

Or visit yoursay.cityofadelaide.com.au

5 ITY F
‘F.Q | DEL IDE
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FEEDBACK FORM

Feedback closes 5:00pm, Friday 19 February 2021
This form can also be completed online at yoursay.cityofadelaide.com.au.

Q1. Do you support the proposed design principles (see page 11 of the Design Guide) of traffic
and parking lanes, separated bike lanes and existing footpaths in each direction?

a) O Yes, as shown

ITY F
DEL IDE
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Q2. Do you have any comments on the design approach for a two-way separated bikeway in the
centre of the street as proposed by the City of Sydney? (see page 5 of the Design Guide)

ITY F
DEL IDE
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Providing contact details in a feedback form is optional. However, we ask for this information because we

want to know a little more about who you are and how you use the City to ensure we get a higher quality of

data to go along with your feedback. The data will help us analyse feedback from specific groups (e.g. age,

gender, City users), which in-turn will provide a richer and more valuable response to help Council make

decisions.

First Name:

Last Name:

Email Address:

Address:

Business/Organisation Name (if applicable):

Gender:

1 Male [ Female
U] Other Identity

Year of Birth:

Are you a City of Adelaide Ratepayer?

] Yes 1 No

Please tell us how you participate in city life (tick all that apply):

. [] Play
1 Work L] Live 1 Shop (e.g. leisure, recreation,
entertainment, dining)
(] Study U Tourist [J Own a Business

Please indicate your main areas of interest (tick all that apply):

] Council Services &
Programs

1 Open Space &
Recreation

L1 City Design,
Planning &
Development

[J New & Future
Projects

[1 Social & Community
Issues

[ Policy, Budget and
Management Plans

] Environmental

Issues

L] Arts & Events in
the City

Please indicate the locations that are of interest to you (tick all that apply):

] North Ward

1 Central Ward

] South Ward

Your Say Adelaide is Council’s online consultation website. It is your chance to be kept up-to-date

and provide feedback on areas of the City that interest you. Would you like to be signed up toYour Say

Adelaide online and be emailed when there is an opportunity to have your say on areas that are of interest

to you?

O Yes O No

Please Note: If you've ticked Yes, you will receive an email to your nominated e-mail address above to confirm your

new account.

N

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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APPENDIX 4 - LETTERS RECEIVED FROM STAKEHOLDERS
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5 February 2021

Ben Cunningham

Senior Consultant
Holmes Dyer
ben@holmesdyer.com.au

City of Adelaide
City Bikeways Team
citybikeways@adelaidecitycouncil.com

Dear Ben and City Bikeways Team
YOUR SAY CONSULTAION - EAST — WEST BIKEWAY

The SA Active Living Coalition would like to congratulate the City of Adelaide for supporting low-
stress cycling routes in the City and providing best-practice infrastructure.

We commend the City of Adelaide for your valuable work to improve the health of your residents
and workers, and the liveability of our State’s Capital.

Health of South Australians

We know that South Australians are among the most sedentary and overweight people in Australia
and doing what we can to reduce this is important.i

South Australians’ lifestyles have significant implications for our health, environment, and economy.
The traffic and congestion problems of our State’s capital can be relieved, not by making bigger roads,
but by encouraging alternative transport options. Many cities are tackling the problem of too many
cars by redesigning street spaces to favour pedestrians and cyclists and by investing in public transport
infrastructure.

Physical inactivity is a major modifiable risk factor for heart disease and many other chronic diseases.
At least 60% of Australian adults do less than 30 minutes of physical activity per day and only one in
ten adults report completing the recommended 10,000 steps per day.i

East West Cycling Health and Liveability Value

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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About the Active Living Coalition

The Active Living Coalition (Coalition) is collaboration between key Gover
Government organisations with the key purpose of advocating for and supporting

Heart Foundation.
Active living is a way of life that integrates physical activity into daily ro
ities and more on

hat are typically only
hysically active in daily life

Our current patterns of living, that rely less on local facilities
dispersed and distant centres of work, education, shopping a
accessible by private car have led to a reduction in opportunities to
and have contributed to increasingly sedentary lifestyles. 4

I also take this opportunity to advise that the Coalition is prepared to participate in consultation
undertaken and offer perspectives about the potential role of improved cycling infrastructure in
fostering healthier and more liveable communities.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any queries in relation to this matter.

Yours sincerely

Heath Edwards MPIA FAILA

Chair

South Australian Active Living Coalition
[REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

CC: Tuesday Udell, Senior Policy Advisor Heart Foundation SA/NT

i Australian Bureau of Statistics. National Health Survey 2014/2015

i Australian Bureau of Statistics 2012

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Bike Adelaide (formerly the Bicycle Institute of South Australia) advocates for safe and inclusive cycling
infrastructure in Greater Adelaide. Bike Adelaide proudly advocates for people who choose to cycle as part
of their regular commute, recreation as well as the sheer enjoyment of riding a bike. Furthermore, Bike
Adelaide has an interest in sustainable transport systems as a mechanism to deliver better health,
environmental, economic and accessibility outcomes for the people of Adelaide.

Bike Adelaide has provided considerable input and support to the City Bikeways Project over 4 years.
1. City Bikeways history

Firstly, it is important to note the hard struggle which was undertaken to ensure the North/South Bikeway
was delivered. Today it would be difficult to find a person who believes this Bikeway has cost the city rather
than provided benefit. We must remember this. No change is easy.

Initiatives such as bikeways, which provide the infrastructure needed to reduce cars on the road and increase
space for people, are being embraced world wide because they work. It is that simple. It is essential that the
City of Adelaide Bikeway’s story has a happy ending.

We thank the City of Adelaide for the opportunity to comment on the proposed route and design. Please
find our comments below.

2. Proposed design

Bike Adelaide supports the kerbside bikeway design approach as set out in the East-West design guide.
Separation of cyclists from motor vehicles is required on high traffic roads for safety and comfort.

The street conditions along the route provide a great opportunity for a successful bikeway with wide
streets, low off-peak traffic volumes and significant potential for street upgrades including greening and art
to not only attract bike riders but also to attract people walking and visiting. With many schools on the
route and students that use public transport the bikeway could make their walk a lot nicer (more
protection from cars, less traffic noise, more greening etc).

We want to see this bikeway support business on the street as has happened in other cities. For schools,
what better way to teach students about climate change and health than to provide a protected bikeway
straight to their school?

We highlight the following requirements to ensure safety and comfort in design and delivery:

1. The Bikeway width delivered is 2.5m except at pinch points (e.g where outdoor dining areas already
exist)

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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2. Riders are protected at intersections with a Dutch style intersection approach (planned for future

delivery when funds are available).

Sufficient buffers are provided to prevent dooring from parked cars/delivery vehicles

The Gawler Place contraflow lane is well designed for bike safety.

Signals at Gawler Place allow for quick, safe and easy bicycle movements.

Concrete kerbing (for buffers) should not be 90 degrees but rather slopped to prevent pedal strike.

Side street turning movements are safely managed by delivery tight turning corners to slow traffic

speeds.

Safe landing spaces and crossing points for pedestrians/car drivers are provided

9. Drivers are provided with good visibility of bicycle lane traffic

10. Contraflow bicycle access is provided along Gawler place from Pirie Street to Wakefield street to
increase connectivity to the new bikeway from the east.

11. A smooth cycling surface is provided

Nousuw

o0

As details such as buffer widths are not provided it is difficult to discuss specifics. Our hope is to support
the delivery of a high-quality design to support pedestrians, cyclists, businesses, car users, everyday city
users. We are open to support to assist with this by engaging in meaningful conversations. We would also
appreciate the opportunity to engage on design options if for example the street speed limit was reduced
to 40km/hr with a place focus.

3. Bikeway design toolkit

A Bike Adelaide review of the options provided in the toolkit concludes the options provided are safe for

cyclists and provide an effective form of physical separation clearly delineating space for cyclists with the
additional protection of parked cars. This is a significant safety improvement to the current painted white
line. What is also important is that the toolkit options allow the east-west bikeway to be delivered as a
continuous route as soon as possible, with future upgrades.

The toolkit outlines effective low-cost options that provide protection to bike riders. Although a car can
travel through a flexipost they can also travel over kerbs, through greening and into houses if losing control
as has been demonstrated by multiple car accidents in recent weeks. No option is fully car proof.

The options provided in the toolkit have all been successfully implemented in cities around the world.

Where possible and within budget Bike Adelaide would like to see concrete buffers with landscaping used
to add greening to the street for all users (with sloped kerbing to prevent pedal strike).

4. Alternative design

Bike Adelaide strongly opposes centre running bikeway options and is concerned about the inclusion of
this untested and unsafe design option in the consultation materials. This design option is rarely used
internationally for the following reasons:

e |tis difficult for riders to access a centre of the road bikeway

e The design introduces new complexities to the road system that are difficult to understand
including for many international students/visitors (who may already be trying to adapt to
travelling on a different side of the road)

e There are no benefits to the design compared to a kerbside design

e The broader benefits to pedestrians are lost (bikeways provide a buffer to cars when kerbside)
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It remains unclear if the City of Sydney will continue with the Oxford Street design approach. Through our
conversations with cyclists in Sydney we have heard there is significant opposition to the proposal from
regular riders. Furthermore, the consultation materials imply there is a benefit to car parking loss if a
centre of the road option is provided which is not tested. The process and rationale for the inclusion of
this option requires additional explanation from the City of Adelaide.

5. Proposed route

Bike Adelaide supports the proposed route as a way to deliver a safe low-stress access point for people
entering the city from the west and east. Importantly, to maximise the benefit of the proposed route, the
Gawler Place treatment should be extended to Pirie Street. This would provide riders with critical route
options to connect with the new bikeway from the East, therefore maximising investment.

The route:
1. Ensures closures to Victoria square do not close off bike access.
2. Brings riders close to the areas of the city with high employment density/rider activity (Franklin
Street)
3. Links to key entry points for cyclists from the parklands
4. Increases transport accessibility

Despite the above support, we would like to highlight our preference for a direct route along
Flinders/Franklin Street. This would maximise return on investment.

We understand the route has not progressed along Flinders Street due to a backlash from business. While
the businesses on Flinders may believe they have had a win with the route being redirected, evidence on
property price uplift, reductions in rental vacancies, retail spend, and gains to business from street
investment offer a different story; they may have just fought against what is likely to be the best thing to
come to their street in the next 50 years. What is their loss with be another’s gain?
Business/residents/schools along the proposed Bikeway route will benefit instead.

6. Transport accessibility

The proposed route and design maximises use of road space to increase transport accessibility for people
coming by bike while maintaining access for motor vehicle traffic. The design provides the opportunity to
increase the movement of people along the route without having to increase road width. Encouraging
people to leave their car at home by providing good alternative options will encourage and enable more
people to come to the City of Adelaide, while freeing up car parking for people that require a car for the
trip.

Cycling is an accessible transport mode usable by people of all ages especially for trips up to 5kms. A
significant proportion of city visitors live within 5kms. Electric bikes add an extra surge to the potential.

7. Delivery
It is exciting to see the proposed delivery process replicate successful initiatives globally. Delivering a cost
effective and quick to deliver design that links with long term strategic goals and maximises the use of

existing funding for the cities benefit is a great approach.

The affordable option proposed importantly allows for the complete delivery of the route in a quick
timeframe.
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8. Car parking

Bike Adelaide notes the choice of route allows for the retention of high volumes of on street car parking.
By delivering a safe protected bike route car parking demand will also be reduced. It is important to
provide sufficient car parking for:

e People with physical needs

e Taxi drop off/pick up

e Student drop off for younger students/students with special needs

e Convenient deliveries

9. Bike parking
We encourage the City of Adelaide to invest in cycle parking along the route.
10. Street upgrades

Our hope is that as much greening is delivered as possible with the initial roll out, supported by a longer-
term strategy for more greening as funds become available, and an arts strategy to brighten up and brand
the route. Using the Market Quarter Branding for the Franklin section would also link the bikeway to the
Central Markets. There is significant potential to make a great street for people.

11. The East-West Bikeway process - concerns

As this is the first opportunity for the public to provide feedback on the East-West Bikeway we would like
to note the following concerns with the process:

e Councillors allowed a minority voice to stop public consultation on a Flinders/Franklin Bikeway
before it began in 2017 and have prevented any consultation since on this route. A motion by
councillors specifically prevented any City of Adelaide staff from progressing the concept. As a
result, sadly, to our knowledge staff have never had the opportunity to show a design, talk with or
interact with concerned businesses on Flinders Street (the route suggested by expert transport
planners). We would question if this meets community expectations about how City of Adelaide
councillors manage important public policy decisions.

e |t has been difficult for the public to determine if transport decisions made by the City of Adelaide
councillors are evidence based.

e Isthe City of Adelaide inclusive? Discussions on the City Bikeway’s project have sadly alienated
people who bike. They do not feel welcomed in the city. The actions of councillors have spread the
message “you are not welcome here”. This is particularly difficult for City of Adelaide residents
that cycle and feel alienated and disrespected by those that were elected to represent them.
Visitors to the City of Adelaide been ignored with councillors stating they are working for
ratepayers. Visitors are the backbone of the City of Adelaide. As 64% of visitors do not come by car
and yet they are provided with only around 15% of street space the inequity is significant.

e Delivery of the East-West Bikeway has been delayed in the Council chamber for over 3 years. Over
this time the City of Adelaide’s focus on prioritising motor vehicle traffic over pedestrians, cyclists
and public transport users whilst simultaneously delaying the City Bikeway’s projects requires
analysis. What successes has this focus brought to city business, arts and culture?
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12. City Access Strategy process - concerns

We encourage the City of Adelaide council to rapidly finalise the City Access Strategy (12 months overdue)
and take on the transport advice which was provided to you by the external consultants in this report. It is
unclear, and again a concern for good public policy management, how and when it was decided to stop
public consultation on this document or why release to the public is delayed. It is also unclear which route
was proposed for the East-West Bikeway in this strategy.

Significant questions need to be answered about how council is making significant transport decisions; on
what advice and at what cost?

13. Broader transport planning - What are Bike Adelaide’s network priorities?

Under a “four Cs’ approach, bicycle routes need to be Comfortable, Connected, Continuous, and
Consistent. However, to create cycling networks from individual routes, additional, strategic considerations
are required. Bike Adelaide has adopted the following:

1. Connect catchments to destinations —the ACC area continues to be metro Adelaide’s main destination
due to the concentration of employment, services, entertainment and retail. However, even locally, the
better that routes connect supply (residential catchments) and demand (destinations), the more they
will be used and the more that goals around cycling will be achieved.

2. Separated facilities — from both traffic and pedestrians. To attract the most cyclists, cycle routes need
to be separated (or mostly separated) from traffic. Off-road paths designated for shared use create
their own issues with pedestrians, particularly when volumes of walkers and/or cyclists are high, tidal
and/or concurrent; being a second-best result in these conditions.

Regarding separated facilities, we generally oppose two-way travel being provided on one side of the
carriageway. European research has found negative safety outcomes with this design philosophy, as
drivers do not adequately yield to cyclists coming from a path on the passenger side. Nonetheless, this
may be appropriate (and supportable) if the facility has no cross-overs or junctions; and/or provides
direct linkage to a two-way shared path.

3. An “8-80" network — this will be achieved in the first instance with a coarser grid of separated routes
that can be accessed by low-stress connections, low speed limits (40km/h to 30km/h) in residential
streets helping to establish the appropriate local cycling environment, and safe crossings of major
roads. 8-80 refers to a network suitable for use independently by a child aged 8 years up to an adult
aged 80 years.

Thank you again for the opportuntiy to comment on this exciting and positive project. Bike Adelaide
supports the proposal and looks forward to following the next steps.

Warm regards,

Katie Gilfillan, Chairperson
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City of Adelaide East-West Bikeway Engagement CRM:0091706

| want an East-West Bikeway installed in the Adelaide CBD, and soon rather than more delays.
Some thoughts below.

Bicycle transport has many advantages when compared with motor vehicles, especially for traffic
congestion and the environment (e.g. air and noise pollution).

Community-minded people who favour sustainable bicycle transport should not be penalised by poor
infrastructure, unsafe roads and crashes resulting in injuries.

I am still in recovery, 13 months after the last negligent driver hit me, and the surgeon predicts there
will be permanent symptoms.

Well-known Adelaide planner Stephen Yarwood points out that Adelaide CBD has more than 45,000
car parking spaces, which is more than any other Australian capital city, including larger cities that
service more people. That Adelaide has 26 east/west roads for vehicles, 26 east/west footpaths for
pedestrians, but not one east/west bikeway for cyclists.[1]

Yet there appear to be drivers who are reluctant to give even a little space to improve the safety of
vulnerable cyclists. And this polarisation appears to be fuelled by some media. Even ignoring
overseas studies that indicate good cycling infrastructure in business precincts increases sales.

The State Government brought to Australia from Europe the transport expert Professor Fred Wegman.
He recommended two bikeways for the Adelaide CBD.[2]

Planner Stephen Yarwood (formerly Lord Mayor) continues to support transport mode choices, e.g.
cycling, walking and public transport.[1]

In 1976 Rundle Mall became a pedestrian precinct and welcomed shoppers who arrived by public
transport, although the nearby UPark caters for drivers. | predict few would not want the mall to revert
to a vehicle domain.

In 2012 priority bus lanes were added to Grenfell Street. The majority road users were public transport
passengers. However, some drivers aided by some media, objected strongly to relinquishing a portion
of the public road.

In 2014 the North-South Bikeway was officially opened, in time for the Velocity Global Adelaide 2014
attended by interstate and international cyclists. By 2017 ACC had voted to rip up this bikeway to
make more room for motorised cars. Some drivers aided by some media encouraged this costly
backward step.

Climate change is reminding people that transport choices need to change. There are times when a
private car is preferable, but it is the third option for me when cycling or walking usually suffices.
Electric cars will not resolve traffic congestion, or pollution from brake and tyre wear.

Within a few decades will people acknowledge that transport needed to change? Will planners muse
about the delay in installing two bikeways? Will Adelaide have embraced safer cycling infrastructure
from Amsterdam and Copenhagen, where half of the people commute to work on bicycles?

References:

1. Our city must serve people who don't drive cars — opinion by Stephen Yarwood. He was
Adelaide’s Lord Mayor from 2010 to 2014. He works as a consultant on urban governance,
strategy and policy. — published by InDaily on 15-Dec-2020 — an extract: This whole “bike
versus car’ thing needs to stop. If you want to drive, that is fine, but building infrastructure and
running a city is not all about you. Instead, we see a media-fuelled fear campaign over the loss
of just 200 car parking spaces in a downtown urban environment awash with car parks and
including a retail environment where people generally walk to their destination. —
indaily.com.au/opinion/2020/12/15/our-city-must-serve-people-who-dont-drive-cars

2. Driving down the road toll by building a Safe System — by Professor Fred Wegman, Adelaide
Thinker in Residence 2011-2012 — published by the Government of South Australia — page 10:
Establish a demonstration project to create two major routes across the CBD for cyclists for
north/south and east/west movements based on “Vancouver” style bicycling lanes.

P.S. The views expressed above are my own, and not necessarily all BUG members, although |
believe most members will support the prompt installation of an East-West Bikeway.

19-Feb-2021 Coordinator of Adelaide BUG lofl
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Feedback regarding the proposed East-West Bikeway design for
Adelaide CBD

Dr Sundance Bilson-Thompson
President, Freestyle Cyclists Inc.
Contact email: [REDACTED]

Summary: Freestyle Cyclists Inc. strongly supports implementation of the East-West bikeway. The
safest and most effective design for an East-West bikeway in the Adelaide CBD involves placing
the bike path between the footpath and parked cars where angle parking (rather than parallel
parking) is in effect. This treatment is also likely to be the lowest-cost option. If implemented
successfully, this would serve as a template for further bikeway developments in other areas with
angle parking, such as Sturt Street/Halifax Street and Rundle Road. The idea of a bikeway along
the centre of the road is undesirable as it would probably be less safe than a curbside bikeway, as
well as more expensive.

Detailed Feedback (Design philosophy): This discussion is guided by the "Hierarchy of Controls”, a
list of measures utilised in safety planning by industries and governments around the world, that
ranks methods of reducing risk from most reliable to least reliable. Physical separation from
sources of danger is ranked before training and behavioral change, due to its greater effectiveness
and lower risk of accidental failure, and behavioural change is in turn ranked before personal
protective equipment. In the context of road and bike path design, this means prioritizing physical
separation between moving motor vehicles and cyclists. The more robust the design is to human
error, the better.

Figure 1. The Hierarchy of
Controls. The top levels are
least prone to failure due to
human error. In the context
of cycling safety, the top
levels correspond to
separated infrastructure,
while the lower levels
correspond to driver training
and legislation (for instance,
minimum passing distance
laws) and mandatory
helmet use.

(Problems with existing bike lanes): The proposed East-West bikeway aims to improve upon the
existing painted bike lanes, which are the default bicycle “infrastructure” used throughout the
Adelaide CBD. These lanes correspond to the second-lowest level of the Hierarchy of Controls, as
they provide no physical barrier between bicycles and moving motor vehicles, and rely upon
drivers (and cyclists) to use them correctly. They are therefore prone to human error. The design
and placement of such lanes exposes cyclists to the danger of being hit by an inattentive driver,
being hit by a parked car opening its door (“dooring”), and being hit by cars crossing the bike lane
to park, pull away from the curb, or turn. These dangers occur in both parallel and angle parking
scenarios, as illustrated in figure 2, below. This layout for a bike lane is especially unsafe in the
case of angle parking, because it places cyclists behind parked cars, reducing their visibility to the
driver when cars are pulling out. Unfortunately this layout is utilised in numerous locations around
Adelaide, such as on Rundle Road in the east parklands, and Jetty Road, Semaphore (figure 3).
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Figure 2: Bad bike lane layouts. These unnecessarily expose cyclists to danger on both sides.

Figure 3: Examples of poor bike lane placement in Adelaide CBD and Semaphore.

(Parking-protected bike lanes): The problems noted above with bike lane placement can be
overcome by simply swapping the location of the bike lane and parking bays, as is done in the
Frome Street bikeway. This places the bike lane between the footpath and parked cars, as
illustrated in figure 4.

Figure 4. Safer bike lane layouts, where parked cars protect cyclists from moving motor vehicles.
Such configurations have several advantages;

* Such layouts require no more road space than their unsafe counterparts.

* There is no need to eliminate parking spaces, as parked cars provide physical separation
that protects cyclists from moving motor vehicles.

* Inthe case of parallel parking, the risk of dooring is reduced by as much as 90%, since
cyclists pass parked cars on the passenger side rather than the driver side, and most cars
have a driver but no passengers.

* Any doorings which did occur would push the cyclist onto the footpath rather than in front
of oncoming motor traffic, greatly reducing the risk of serious injury.
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* The possibility of cyclists coming into conflict with vehicles crossing the bike lane to park
or pull away from the curb is eliminated.

* In the case of angle parking, cyclists are placed in front of parked cars, where the possibility
of dooring or being reversed into is completely eliminated.

This clearly provides on-road bike lanes with several of the safety advantages normally associated
with off-road bike paths, at a fraction of the cost.

Such bike lane layouts are already in use in numerous cities around the world. The pictures
below demonstrate their use in the case of parallel parking, in Montreal (Fig. 5), and in the case of
angle parking, in San Diego (Fig. 6)

Figure 5: Parallel parking on both sides of a street, with a bikeway protected by the parked cars.

Figure 6: A bikeway protected by angle parking. Note that a narrow buffer between the bikeway
and parking bay allows motorists more room to open the boot of their car.

(Angle-parking protected bike lanes): Freestyle Cyclists Inc. would like to see parking-protected
bike lanes become the default choice for on-road bicycle infrastructure. In the case of angle-
parking, it should be noted that (compared to existing layouts with painted bike lanes adjacent to
moving traffic and behind parked cars) this design converts the least safe configuration into
the safest. The advantages of this layout should be noted again, for emphasis.

* Therisk of dooring is completely eliminated, as neither the driver’s side or passenger’s side
of parked cars face towards the bike lane.

* As the risk of dooring is eliminated there is no need for wide concrete barriers (as exist
in e.g. the Frome st bikeway) to separate parking bays from the bikeway.

* Since the location of parking bays and the bicycle lane are simply being swapped, no extra
road space needs to be used, and there is no need to eliminate parking spaces.

*  The angle-parked orientation ensures that passengers do not alight straight into the bike
lane, eliminating the risk of collisions for both vehicle passengers and cyclists. Anyone
leaving a car to step onto the footpath can see the bikeway ahead of them, not peripherally.
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(Viability in relation to the East-West bikeway route): The proposed East-West bikeway route along
Franklin Street, Gawler Place, and Wakefield Street includes extensive stretches of angle parking
that could be easily reconfigured to parking-protected bikeway. This is the case on Franklin Street
from West Terrace to Elizabeth Street/Byron Place, and most of Wakefield Street east of Gawler
Place.

To address the possible concern that there is not enough space to fit a bikeway against the curb by
displacing angle parking spaces backwards, we consider the aerial view of Franklin Street
(obtained from Google maps) shown in figure 7 (left), and the Frome Street bikeway (right).

Figure 7: Angle parking on Franklin Street (left) and an aerial view of a section of the Frome Street
bikeway (right).

Assuming for scale that the parked cars in these images are 4.5 m long, this makes the existing
painted bike lane approximately 1.6 m wide, and the space between the outside edge of the
painted bike lane and the rear corners of parked cars approximately 2.6 m. Judging by the same
method, the existing Frome Street bikeway is around 2.5 m wide, meaning that a bikeway
equivalent in width to the Frome Street bikeway could be accommodated by placing the bikeway
between the curb and the angle-parking bays on Franklin Street. Similarly, the amount of available
space on Wakefield Street is found to be around 2.7 m.

It is worth bearing in mind that since angle-parking protected bikeways
completely eliminate the possibility of dooring, there is no need for a
wide concrete barrier between the parking bays and the bikeway. A
narrow concrete wheelstop (like those found in shopping centre car
parks, e.g. figure 8), to prevent cars parking in the bikeway, would be
sufficient. And as figure 6 demonstrates, such protected bikeways can
work with a width of less than two metres.

The fact that such a bikeway layout does not require extensive or
complicated barriers means that funding can focus on intersections,
where most accidents occur, and managing the flow of cycists around
bus stops.

If it is still deemed necessary to have a wider treatment for the bikeway,

the possibility also exists of shifting the bike lane space from both sides

of the road to a single side, in principle creating a 5 m wide zone on the

north or south side of Franklin and Wakefield streets, to create a bi-
Figure 8: directional parking-protected bikeway.
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(Street-centre bikeway proposal):The alternative design proposal, based on the City of Sydney’s
plan for a bi-directional bikeway in the middle of Oxford Street is, in our estimation, costly,
unnecessary, and unsafe. Such a design violates the principles of the Hierarchy of Controls. It
places the users as close as possible to danger (moving motor vehicles). It would require extensive
construction of concrete median strips to separate the bikeway from the traffic lanes — and even
then an uncontrolled vehicle could conceivably jump across such medians at only moderate speed.
Cyclists and motorists would be forced to cross each other’s paths in order to change lanes or turn,
or enter/exit the bikeway. This would increase the chance of collisions. Furthermore motorists are
accustomed to looking out for pedestrians and cyclists at intersections on the curb side of traffic
lanes. They are unaccustomed to cyclists passing straight through the centre of an intersection.
Meanwhile, this design would require cyclists checking for turning vehicles from both their left and
right sides at intersections, rather than just the right. This design proposal therefore cannot be
viewed as worth pursing, and should be scrapped in favour of the parking-protected layouts
discussed above.

(Working around bus stops): The toolkit 3 treatment depicted in the East-West Bikeway Design
Guide would integrate well with parking-protected bikeways. Especially as depicted in figure 9,
taken from the Design Guide, as this passes cyclists behind the bus stop, allowing for free
movement of passengers onto and off the bus. Raising the level of the bus stop island would serve
a double purpose, by encouraging cyclists to slow down in the vicinity of a bus stop, and making it
easier for passengers in wheelchairs to get into and out of buses.

Figure 9: This design maximises safety for cyclists and bus passengers, by using the bus stop as a
buffer between the bikeway and the road.

(Planter box treatment): The description for treatment 4 in the Design Guide states that planter
boxes are not to be used as physical separators between the bikeway and traffic. It seems
reasonable to question this declaration. Planter boxes would serve as effective separators to keep
cars out of specific road areas. Especially during the covid pandemic, cities such as Melbourne

Figure 10: Possible use of planter boxes (right) to separate bikeways from motor vehicle traffic.
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and Sydney have implemented “pop-up bikeways”, using similar rapidly-installed barriers, to
accommodate social distancing between cyclists, and greater volumes of bicycle traffic as people
avoided public transport. The comparisons in figure 10 clearly demonstrate that the use of planter
boxes would define a bikeway more effectively, and make cyclists safer, than low concrete barriers.
While parking-protected bikeways are the best option, we would urge the designers of the East-
West bikeway not to dismiss out-of-hand the use of planter boxes in some circumstances.

(Other comments, route alignment, further applicability): Freestyle Cyclists Inc. strongly supports

the implementation of an East-West bikeway through the Adelaide CBD. The route along Franklin
Street, Gawler Place, and Wakefield Street is a good choice, given the availability of angle parking
along each street. Positioning the western end of the bikeway on Franklin Street allows for a
connection via a path through the parklands next to the Mile End Railway Station, and onto Glover
Avenue, to connect up to the bike path on James Congdon Drive, allowing cyclists to avoid using
the busy Sir Donald Bradman Drive bridge across the train lines.

An alternative route which we proposed several years ago, and which is still worthy of mention,
would be a direct East-West route along Sturt Street and Halifax Street. This has the advantage of
running through Whitmore Square and The Forest of Dreams, meaning that some of the route is
completely off-road. There is also a preponderance of angle parking on both streets, allowing for
angle-parking protected bikeways on both sides of both streets almost the entire breadth of the
CBD. Furthermore, in many sections this is 90° angle parking. If it were necessary to create more
space to accommodate the bikeway, this could be changed to 60° angle parking, with minimal (if
any) loss of parking space.

Given the numerous advantages of the angle-parking protected layout, we would urge strongly that
this design be adopted for the East-West bikeway wherever possible, and furthermore that it
become the default bike pathway design wherever angle parking currently exists (such as Sturt
Street, Halifax Street, Rundle Road, etc.). This could in principle create a future network of paths
connecting to the parklands and the River Torrens Linear park as shown in figure 11.

Figure 11: A hypothetical future
bikeway network connecting

through the southern half of the

CBD, and linking via the Frome

Street bikeway to the River

Torrens Linear Park. Note that

extra parking-protected bikeways
could easily fit on War Memorial Drive
west of Morphett Street. The very wide
footpaths on Kintore Avenue and North
Terrace could accommodate off-road
bike paths that would merely need to
be painted in. Redevelopment of the
former RAH site opens the possibility
of a bike path connecting Rundle
Rd/East Terrace continuously to the
River Torrens Linear Park.

Off-road paths, and bike lanes protected by parallel parking should become the default wherever
angle parking does not exist. The current default (painted lanes adjacent to traffic) is unsafe.

We also wish to note, as a comment, that numerous objections to the East-West bikeway have
been raised, based around the loss of parking space. These objections are ill-informed, as dozens
of studies around the world have found that bikeways (even when parking spaces are reduced)
lead to an increase of business in the affected areas. However the angle-parking protected design
we advocate seems to be the best option for all parties, providing effective protection for cyclists,
while maintaining parking spaces at the same time.
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East-West Bikeway Proposal

Standard kerbside bikeway design

Opportunities

o Utilising design elements for the east-west route where possible that are similar to those
used on the Frome North-South bikeway would provide a segregated, high quality bicycle
route design that city road users are familiar with

e A continuous, segregated route will encourage uptake of cycling by providing a safer cycling
route for cyclists and is expected to reduce casualty crashes.

Challenges

e Conflict with vehicles turning at intersections, and into or out of driveways

e Conflict with kerb protuberances for outdoor dining and green spaces (integrated design
required)

e Conflict with passenger pick-up and drop-off locations at various schools, accommodation
buildings and bus-stops (integrated design required)

e Loss of street parking

e Existing established trees along roadside (integrated design required)

e Effective allocation of space for bicycle lanes, associated barriers, as well as existing
infrastructure

Issues with current Infrastructure

RAA’s recent “Risky Rides” survey identified the following issues with cycling infrastructure currently
experienced in other locations across the metropolitan network. Therefore, the proposed east-west
cycling route should ensure it addresses the following issues in its design and operation.

Issue Treatment
Discontinuous cycle lane - Alert motorists to the presence of cyclists through the provision
through intersection of adjusted turn paths, raised bicycle lanes at key locations and

coloured pavement (see Figure 1)

Traffic signals not responsive - Install traffic signals / inductive loops for cyclists is desirable

to cyclists (three-aspect lantern at bicycle rider eye height, separated from
other lanterns to avoid confusion) (see Figures 2, 3, 4)

- Early start phasing for cyclists is desirable (signalised
intersections) subject to impact on overall network performance

Difficult to cross/turn right at - Use hook turns, altered phasing, or alternative intersection
intersection due to high motor | designs (see Figures 5, 6, 7, 8).
vehicle traffic
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Figure 1

! Department of Transport and Main Roads — Queensland Government

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.



Phasing scheme

Description

Pros

Cons

Bicycle phase with
concurrent conflicting
vehicle turns

(Figure 4.5.2(B))

Bicycle phase run
parallel with vehicle
while vehicle left turns
are permitted

Same green time as
parallel vehicles

Better bicycle rider
compliance due to
more green time

Not suitable with high
volumes of turning
motor vehicles

Requires motor
vehicles to give way
when turning

Early start bicycle
phase with concurrent
conflicting vehicle
turns (Figure 4.5.2(C))

Similar to 'pedestrian
protection’, bicycle
traffic receives green
a short time before
motor vehicle traffic

Bicycle riders enter
the intersection before
motor vehicles

Improved visibility for
turning motor vehicles

Small decrease in
motor vehicle green
time

Not suitable with high
volumes of turning
motor vehicles

Protected bicycle
phase
(Figure 4.5.2(D))

Bicycle phase that
runs with parallel
through vehicle phase

Turning motor
vehicles are before or
after the through
phase

Time separation of
bicycle riders and
turning motor vehicles

Motor vehicles not
required to give way to
bicycle riders

Additional phase will
increase cycle length

An added turn lane is
needed, and traffic
capacity may be
affected

Bicycle only phase
(Figure 4.5.2(E))

Bicycle phase with all
motor vehicle
movements stopped

May run with parallel
pedestrian
movements

Provides safest
outcome with no
conflicts between
motor vehicles and
people walking or
cycling

Can allow bicycle right
turns across the
intersection

Increases cycle length
for all road users

Adapted from MassDot, 2015

Figure 2

Bicycle rider detection using loops, radar or other passive detection technology combined with
call-up indicator light at the push button

To improve intersection operational efficiency and improve comfort, passive detection combined with
push button indicator light to show that the rider has been detected could be provided at protected
signalised intersections. Passive detection refers to a loop, radar or other detection technology that
identifies the rider at the storing area without the need to use the push button. The indicator light is
located on the push button assembly.

Additional loops or non-invasive detectors can also cancel demand if a bicycle rider crosses early.
This can save wasted time and improve efficiency for all road users. The design of the intersection
must locate bicycle riders in a predictable location to ensure the detection loops will detect waiting
bicycle riders effectively as shown in Figure 4.5.2(F).

Figure 3

2 Department of Transport and Main Roads — Queensland Government
3 Department of Transport and Main Roads — Queensland Government
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Figure 4

Figure 5

4 Department of Transport and Main Roads — Queensland Government
5 Massachusetts Department of Transportation, 2015
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Figure 6

Figure 7

Figure 8

6 A Protected Bike Lane That Extends Through The Intersection, So Cars R (fastcompany.com)
7 A Protected Bike Lane That Extends Through The Intersection, So Cars R (fastcompany.com)
8 The "Dutch Junction" Intersection Design Can Be a Life Saver For Bicyclists - Industry Tap
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Bikeway design toolkit and street conditions review

Toolkit 1 — line-marking + flexi posts

e Appropriate for some passenger pick-up/drop-off spaces, but not as a ‘long-stretch’
treatment; the community expects a bikeway to the standard of the Frome Street North-
South bikeway

Toolkit 2 — concrete buffer + integrated greening

e Appropriate for the majority of the route, as it is consistent with the Frome Street North-
South bikeway

Toolkit 3 — bus stop islands
e Appropriate so long as lines of sight and view of pedestrians is maintained
Toolkit 4 — planter boxes

e A high maintenance treatment that does not necessarily contribute to a safer design
(especially considering that it creates potential sources of leaf and limb debris)
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Pre and Post East-West Bikeway Conditions

Figure 9

9 City of Adelaide — Committee Meeting (December 8, 2020)
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Section Current site layout / RAA comment on potential treatment
conditions
Franklin St Five lanes at intersection We support the proposed cross-section with the
(West Tce — | with West Tce, then narrows | provision to maximise parking to meet demands of
Morphett St) | to one lane in each direction | adjacent businesses.
and angle parking A centre-road contraflow alternative presents
difficulties with cyclist movement between the
centre of the road and the side of the road, as well
as vehicle access. This option should only be
considered if it substantially reduces loss of
parking compared with other options.
St Mary’s College pick up / Consider Toolbox 1
drop off facilities
Kerb protuberance at Bikeway and traffic lane width reductions are
Benjamin on Franklin adequate, provided as minimum bikeway width is
maintained
Avani Hotel pick up / drop Consider Toolbox 1 at the hotel
off facilities, switches to
parallel parking east of this
point
Widens to six lanes at One traffic lane in each direction removed at the
Morphett St intersection intersection (includes the nearby parallel parking)
(squeeze point for
eastbound cyclists)
Franklin St Wide median treatment, two | We support the proposed cross-section to convert
(Morphett St | lanes in each direction, a full-time traffic lane to a ‘traffic lane at peak
—King parallel parking times and a parallel parking lane at other times’
William St) Adelaide Central Bus Station | Consider Toolbox 3 modified to have cyclists give-
way to entering / exiting buses
Pitt St signalised intersection | Consider a raised, coloured pavement design
similar to Figure 1
Widens to six lanes at King One traffic lane in each direction removed at the
WiIlliam St intersection (bike | intersection (includes the nearby parallel parking).
box for eastbound cyclists) Consider incorporating design aspects of Figure 6,
7, 8 modified to suit this intersection.
Flinders St Adina Hotel pick up / drop Consider Toolbox 1
(King William | off facilities
St — Gawler Two lanes in each direction, | We support the proposed cross-section to convert
PI) parallel parking a full-time traffic lane to a ‘traffic lane at peak
times and a parallel parking lane at other times’
Gawler Pl Northern side of the street Consider installing a two-way segregated bikeway
(Flinders St — | has no parking and bin pick- | for the Gawler St section

Wakefield St)

up

Two northbound lanes (one-
way street) and parallel
parking

Would have to remove one northbound traffic
lane

Access to state centre car
park

Consider a raised, coloured pavement design
similar to Figure 1
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Pulteney St)

two lanes in each direction,
parallel parking

Section Current site layout / RAA comment on potential treatment
conditions
Wakefield St | Wide median treatment We support the proposed cross-section, where
(Gawler PI— | (raised concrete + greenery), | slight adjustments to lane/median widths will

allow for the current traffic and parking
arrangements to be maintained

St Aloysius College pick up /
drop off facilities

Consider Toolbox 1

Various bus stop locations

Consider Toolbox 3

MFS signalised intersection

Consider Toolbox 3 modified to have cyclists give-
way to entering / exiting fire trucks

Widens to six lanes at
Pulteney St intersection
(bike box for

One traffic lane in each direction removed at the
intersection (includes the nearby parallel parking).
Consider incorporating design aspects of Figure 6,

westbound/eastbound 7, 8 modified to suit this intersection.

cyclists)
Wakefield St | Wide median treatment We support the proposed cross-section with the
(Pulteney St | (raised concrete + greenery), | provision to maximise parking to meet demands of
— East Tce) two lanes in each direction, adjacent businesses

angle parking, established

trees at edge of footpath

Bus stop kerb protuberances | Consider Toolbox 3

Widens to six lanes at Frome | Consider incorporating design aspects of Figure 6,

St and Hutt St intersections 7, 8 modified to suit this intersection (especially as

Frome St intersection will link the two bikeways)

Wakefield St | Two lanes in each direction, | We agree that the proposed arrangements would
(East Tce -) parallel parking require parallel parking facilities to be removed
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We would also like to commend the modelling on its consideration of pedestrian crossings,
mainly where there are centre islands and suggest that bikeways impact vehicle movement
and pedestrian and another usage of footpaths which requires consideration.

Regarding the proposal placing the bikeway in the centre of the road, SECRA believes that
the City of Adelaide has spent considerable time and money, establishing a model for
bikeways in the CBD with the north-south bikeway. This should be the template for further
bikeways, rather than impose a different design from another city. Our view is that the
insertion of a one page Possible Alternative Design Approach taken from a City of Sydney
design without relevant and detailed transiation for Adelaide is not appropriate, is not
balanced and does not allow people to contribute in a meaningful way to the current
consultation.

Apart from the school pick up situation, car parking does not appear to be a significant
issue for south-east residents along the eastern end of either Flinders or Wakefield Streets.

SECRA notes that when bicycles move onto the road when moving east west, the footpaths
will be freed up for pedestrians, and those with prams or walking aids to enhance their city
experiences. SECRA will address personal electric vehicles on footpaths in its response to
the City Access Strategy.

Please do not hesitate to contact SECRA should you require further information about the
matters raised in this response.

Yours sincerely

Chair
SECRA

2

SECRA Postal address: PO Box 7017 Hutt Street, Adelaide SA 5000. Email; secra.sa@gmait.com Web Site: www.secra.asn.au
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Text of email sent to the Lord Mayor on 14 December 2020

RE EAST WEST BIKEWAY

Bikeways provide a healthy transport option that is sustainabie and economically viable.
The use of bicycles for commuting has increased, especially with the introduction of E-
bikes. Facilitating the use of bicycles assists Adelaide to remain as one of the world’s most

liveable cities.

The City of Adelaide and the state government have agreed to deliver two major city
bikeways. Unfortunately, the North-South Bikeway is still incomplete, and the East-West
Bikeway has stalled at the planning stage. Time is running out if the Council is to retain both
the state government funding (which we understand is likely to expire on 30 June 2021) and
salvage the reputational damage incurred through managing two as yet incomplete works
programs.

As there are funds allocated in Council's budget to deliver the East-West Bikeway in the
2020-2021 Business Plan and Budget, including a significant funding contribution from the
State Government, SECRA believes that the East-West Bikeway should commence as
soon as possible. '

Yours sincerely

Elizabeth Rushbrook
SECRA

3
SECRA Postal address: PO Box 7017 Hutt Street, Adelaide SA 5000. Emall: secra.sa@gmail.com Web Site: www.secra.asn.au
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APPENDIX 5 - REDACTED YOURSAY ADELAIDE COMMENTS
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East - West Bikeway 2021 Feedback Form: 29-,

Do you support the proposed
de:

ign principles (see page
11 of the Design Guide) of
traffic and parking lanes,
separated bike lanes and
existing footpaths in each
direction?

2021 to 19-Feb-2021

Please comment:

Do you have any comments on the design approach for a two-way
separated bikeway in the centre of the street as proposed by the City
of Sydney?

Survey Response

Do you have any comments about the proposed

bikeway design? parking layout?

Do you have any comments about the proposed

Do you have any comments about the proposed
associated street improvements?

Do you have any further comments or suggestions (including route alignment
or design)?

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown

No, do

I don't believe Toolkit 1 should be applied, it less permanent, less safe, and considerably uglier.

Keep it simple, ensure that a barrier of some sort that clearly defines what a road is a bike lane is. A white ine is not
good enough

How can we not have it on one continuous road - Franklin and Flinders???

No more bike lanes.

why the dog leg?! it doesn't make sense. have it from wakefield st to grote st!

I the bike lane is unable to go completely along Wakefield Street, then change the style of bike lane in the area where
itis impossible to move through. Bike riders wil just to continue along Wakefield St anyway. Why, because the road
through the parkland is via Wakefield St

Traveling East heading north | would not want to go south to just go north again. This a poor outcome. The bikeway
needs to be a conti stretch to make it atiractive to cyclists. Compromise with the businesses that complained

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown
Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

rather than bowing to them.
Just get on with it please?

The route must be flinders frankiin. Remove the requirement for right hand tums. It's unsafe and an indirect root for
cyclists.

My son attends CBC and | drive him to school daly. The traffic arrangements are already problematic and | do not
support further restrictions that would arise from the proposed bikeways.

The design looks like a decent compromise for all road users and the budget

This new bike path makes Adelaide 50 much more bike friendly. | will be visiing much more often

“This is a wonderful development - thank you for finally putting itin place!

Need more bike lanes and less cars.

1 cannot find the "design principles” on page 11 or indeed anywhere in the Design Guide. What are they labelled? Im
looking at the document provided 210205 E-W Bikeway Design Guide - review for consuitation_REVISED.pdf" - is
that correct?

The existing Frome Street bikeway is deadly! If you're not knocked off your bike by a car turning left or ight, of coming

For riding on, it fine, but it does give less opportunities for streetscape
improvements and does expose riders with zero shading

As long as you plant trees on either side of the bike lane in the centre, other NO.
Keep the bike lane on the sides

As long as itis separated and safer for cyclists, encouraging more people on
bikes, I'm in! And get something done!!!

Not more bike lanes.

Traffic confusion at intersections is my concern

Just get on with it
Great o see the separation between parked cars. Every moming this month on

my commute | have had at least two cars cut me off because they are pilling in or
out after dropping some off. They are aware | am there, make eye contact, but stil
disregarding road rules where they must give way to cyciist. | am waiting for the
day | get hit. Please construct safer transport routes for cyciists east to west
immediately!

‘The bikeways are of value but should not impact on schools in the area. School
children, are by their age and development, ind negotiating busy cily streets a
challenge. Itis important that the bikeways do not impact on student’ safe
passage (o their school,

I would prefer not to use it - it raises too many questions about how to safely leave,
the bike lane and navigate intersections.

Itis dificult to envisage who would giveway to who when a car needs to tum.
Otherwise, it could be a good solution if the Bikeway continued along grote
instead of turning down gawer place to Franklin.

Al drivers need to drive slowly and stop so often along grote st that it would not
likely have a huge negative impact to have to siow down more for cyclists.

I never drive down grote as a thorough fare, and only down there if | need to enter
the market carpark or o to coles.

I think thi w
so applicable here.

better i a high- as Sydney, and is not

'm happy for anything as long as it reflects expert advice from people who know
how to support and encourage cyciing in cities.

outof a side street, then you'l crash into a pedestrian (probably using a mobill phone at the time) who has just walked It looks a lot safer than what you're proposing!

straight into your path.

Having used Frome St on a number of occasions | find it works well,

The green secti

ial, but still very cars usually cross without looking.

My children go to CBC and parking s not easy as itis. I'm really concemed that having a bicycle lane on Wakefield St
wil take away what ltle car park spaces that are available. Not only that, bicycle lane would be compromising the
safety of the school children as well

A different bike route that doesn't not o through the schools would be a much better option.

Thank you for listening and we really hope that the bicycle lane would not go in front of both the Senior and Junior
school campuses.

Many thanks.

A route which takes in 3 schools, already with limited parking and congestion at the beginning and end of the day,
makes lite sense to me.

“This is unbelievably embarrassing for Adelaide. Just build it

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

o comment but do you mean proposed by city of Adelaide?

It's an interesting idea. If it was to be used, could the bikeway then be without the
kink at Gawler PI, and simply run all the way down Flinders and Franklin Sts?

| would want to know it worked effectively somewhere else before committing

‘This seems a poor option. It will encourage cyclists to continually cross traffic to
enter or leave the central lane and will be off-putting for novice cyclists.

Yes, this model has been shown to be unsafe. Please listen to your experts.

Some greater passive hints that it's not a pedestrian space
would be good. Pedestrians walking in the bikeway is a
consistent issue on Frome St

Its fine.

Please ensure that there is flashing signs at the traffic lights for
cars that are turning left o *GIVE WAY TO CYCLIST" | donit
use Frome St bike way because its too dangerous from cars
turning left in front of cyclist that are going straight. The cemen
curbing and bitumen junction needs to smooth so that cracks
doesn't occur along this transition point

Bike lane MUST be protected from opening left side car
rs

Again why ot on one continuous street this is simply going to be.

under used by cyclists or the sake of a few car parks Don'tmind or care as long as ts safe.

No more bike lanes. Never enough

i don't agree with the design.have it from wakefleld st to grote st!

It must follow through on Wakefield St only, as the road through
the parkiands out to the west of the city is via Wakefield St. Bike
riders will take the most direct route, ie. along Wakefield St only.
The Flinders St part will be bypassed most of the time and thus
money wasted.

As above I'm against this being in a straight direction. People
will continue on straight anyway. No one would turn off, |
certainly wouldn't. Its inefficient.

Justignore all the car nuts. Who needs parking. | walk and take public transport

in included in front of businesses

More signs or a step to hedg:
are requited o mat podestians aware s  bke an nota
footpath. My experience with the north south route is that people
are oblivious to the difference between footpath and bike lane.

the “shortfal” or “lost" car parks. It's 2021 and s about
time the counil
personal combustion energy vehicles.

AA AR

I hope that the dog-leg section will not cause a significant
bottleneck in the route. Perhaps traffic light timing wil need o No
be adjusted here?

1 think most cyclists would unlikely turn down gawler place to
continue along the Bikeway, and more likely will continue riding
straight along whichever road they're already on.

No. I ooks great.
fo. Itlooks great the new parking layout makes sense.
Not partcularly, but its important to emphasise to
business owners who are worried about removing car
parking spaces that cycle-friendly sireets have been
repeatedly proven to increase retail business.

1 would prefer the use of Toolkit 2 over Toolkit 1; it's more.
attractive and durable, not to mention safer for cyclists.

No No

The design guide is very unclear - the toolkt can be applied..”
whatis the design? It seems lie lots of ideas it could be this, it
could be that etc.” What are you actually proposing? My key
question is how the two turn right tums will be handled as that is
2 major issue for cyclists in car traffic - | can't find this detail in
the design guide. That may be my fault

Separate, two way bike lane that pedestrians cannot walk onto
by accident and cars cannot tum into. If that means o left or
fight tums on that street then so be it!

See above

Do not try to do everything for everybody. NO PARKING.

Parking layout is fine. Better to have less parking options

to enable moe effective active transport such as cycling
and walking.

Has the green surface treatment at intersections been shown fo 111 %98
add any value? What changes in behaviour have been observed

willsignificanty increase safety or both people on bikes
and studied from people on bikes and cars?

and people in crs.

No No

Most of the designs are equivalent and any would be fine
provided there is some physical barrier between cars and bikes.
Ifnot, cars ride on the edge of the lane, effectively reducing the
size and removing the safety of a separated bikeway.

Not passing through CBC schools (Senior and Junior) please

Well, any comments could be used as an excuse not o build it |
would say that the lack of ambition in making Adelaide safer for Yes, there is a tiny number of spaces lost to cycling. Do
cyclists is a sad inditement of Team Adelaide and a Lord Mayor you have any comments on why people continue to be
who previously put herself forward as wanting to make cyciing ~ scared to cycle into Adelaide?

safer and continues to spruik Adelaide’s green credentials

® who are complaining about ‘lack" of car parks to make up

jown and choose cycling over

I think because Adelaide will be more accessible by bikes,

here needs to be a buffer zone between parallel parked
bikeway to allow for doors to be opened. This.

Frankiin/Flinders desperately needs greening, so an approach like
Frome St will greatly benefit

Keep it simple, plant trees where possible

Make itlook great and people might use it a least il it iverges.

No idea.

More trees! Lots and lots of trees. It’s is currently very hot to ride

fown in summer, additional shading will make the commute easier

on the body and more pleasant.

More greening is always welcome!

Don't grow any trees/plants that could obstruct visibiity to see
cars/oyclists

It looks good to me!

See above

Always nice to have improved streetscapes.

More street plantings benefit everyone by cooling cycleways and
cooling the city as a whole.

More greening is good. Frankiin St in particular needs more street
trees.

No
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The dogleg down Gawler Place to Wakefield St s ridiculous — the bikeway should be the
entire length of Frankiin/Fiinders. Riders will simply continue on straight on both main roads
as the dogleg wil require right turns across traffic, add additional traffic ight sequences, and
add journey length. Il be particularly off-putting to less experienced riders, the very kind
protected bikeways are supposed to encourage.

The council should not be compromising transport infrastructure because they're too scared
tosay o to a few businesses that feel entitled to their rock-star (council owned) street parks.

Gauwler street to Rundle Mall must be a 2-way bike path to enable a link to the east west bike:
path. Last year even during the pandemic | manged to cycle in Perth, Brisbane and
Melbourne. It just embarrassing how bad Adelaide has become i regards to active
transport users. As a resident of Adelaide CBD who lives on Gibert Street, why do we stil
have a 50km/hr speed limit? Adelaide is becoming a residential city, start looking after us.
and making my streets safer to get around either my walking and cycling,

rather than more

Thanks :)

Al bikes need to be registered to help pay for these changes otherwise forget it. We were
walking on the footpath in the city. Four people in the other direction were approaching us.
One of the group was walking with their bike. We were right next to the bike lane. We had to
step aside and walk along the When | said to the: "you
should use the bike lanet” They replied in an obnoxious manner "we Gonthave or o why
are you wasting money in these rude people. The end of the bike lanes.

have it from wakefield st to grote st!

All good, the project is vital

Just get on with it

The route should be flinders franklin. Removed right hand turns and so itis a more direct,
effective and safer route for cyclists. There is also no example of how the right hand tums will
work, this gives me no confidence in my safety. | don't want to have to weave in between
backed up traffic to cross two lands o get into a right hand turning lane.

A straight route on Flinders-Franklin would be ideal, but | don't mind the dog-leg compromise
as it could always be extended later.

1 don'tthink the path should tum down gawler place. It shouid either run all the way along
Flinders/Frankiin or Wakefield/grote

Does "route alignment” mean where it goes? If so, incorporating two right hand tums seems
illogical to me. This looks like a messy small town political compromise rather than a
comprehensive strategy for creating a modern city for the future.

Frankly, the existing eastiwest crossing via Halifax and Sturt Streets s a hell of a lot safer
than Frome Road or, indeed, what you're proposing.

The kink at Gawler PI significantly reduces the amenity and likely usage of the bikeway.
Asking people who are new to commuting by bike to tur right across these busy streets is

Iy to put them off. If the council was serious about reducing traffic congestion in the city
then a straight bikeway up Flinders/Franklin would be a big step towards that.

| feel so frustrated by the years of delay in constructing an east-west bikeway - putting cyclists
at risk- that my response is: Just get on with it

Al streets should be cycle friendly so sireets without separated bicycle lanes should have
lower speeds= 30KPH

The dog-leg design seems like madness. It adds extra time but does not improve the route.
Cyclists willinstead exit the bikeway in order to continue straight, defeating the purpose. The
foute should continue along Fiinders Street

Not on Wakefield St

My greatest concern is the route that has been chosen, which includes impacting on 3 large
schools in the CBD. Given the significant reduction in car parks as a result of the proposed
lane, already significant congestion would worsen, and the safety of the children entering and
exiting the properties would be at significant risk.

There are several other logical routes that would not impact the safety of nearly 3000 young
people twice per day.

Look, you've been through this many times now. The current plan is a compromise as various
businesses have opposed to previous routes. Now Christian Brothers and the Greek
Orthodox Church will oppose it. The Council has become a laughing stock (if we weren't
crying that is). | won'tlet my kids cycle into Adelaide until is s a lot safer. Please show some.
ambition,

No

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

No

Work, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop.

Live, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recmatmn Entertainment,
ing) , Shop

Live, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop

Live, Work, Study , Shop, Play
(e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Business Owner
Live, Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop.
Live

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Study , Shop.

Study , Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop

Live, Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop

Live, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
Recreation
Entertainment, Dining)

Business Owner, Work, Play (e.g.
re, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Work,Shop, Py (e
e, Recreation,
Enansiment, Dining) , Business
Owner

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)
Business Owner, Work, Study
Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop,
Tourist

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
isure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)
Stugy

ly
Live, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop
Live, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Study

Work

Live, Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop, Tourist



“This type of design is problematic for many reasons including, but not imited to:
difficult entrylexit points, difficulty at traffic lights, compromises shops/businesses, an East-West bike link is very important.
troublesome for car manoeuvres.

Yes, as shown An east-West bikeway s 50 important. I'm looking forward to it

114

I don't believe | have seen any centre of the street separated bikeways in We need the smart people who leaned all the lessons building
Denmark which is the country usually associated with having the most the North South bikeway to use these skills to design this East
successfully protected bikeway infrastructure. For this reason | would be sceptical West bikeway within the allocated budget. This way we will get
of a centre of the street design, but having said that | would rather something  the best value for money and keep everybody as happy as can
rather than nothing as long as my family is safe riding along it be.

“The toolkit looks good but I'm very concened about the locations where the bikeway interacts with side streets. From
the toolkit it appears that the bikeway is at street level where side streets come into it. Much like the continuous
sidewalk offers protection to pedestrians by physically signaling to the cars that it is a pedestrian area, the bikeway
needs grade separation at side street intersections where there are no traffic lights to signal to the cars to be careful of
Yes, with minor changes biks
Other than this | think the use of the different tools in the toolkit looks good. | would like to see the lessons learned from
the North South bikeway implemented such s the siopped curbs to prevent pedal strike and the greening across the
intersections.
Frankiin St is currently very dangerous around the schools on the street both for students, parents and cars. As a
pedestrian | have seen many close calls with drivers ignoring the red light on the pedestrian crossing outside St Mary's
College. There is already too much happening to distract divers, adding another layer of infrastructure to this situation
No,do would add the drop off zone on Frankiin outside this school, that is already congested requiring Way too much confusion for outside a school

many parents to park and walk their children in. Without the parking wil create a bag log of cars queuing to get into the

zone, just an accident waiting to happen without even considering the car doors opening onto bike riders within the

drop off area

The images show how it would work for every situation but
outside a school with a drop off zone. An image of what that
would look like would have been useful to see.

Preferably the route should go straight from Franklin on to
Fiinders (and would likely see greater patronage), but the
proposed design will suffice.

Yes, as shown

There is no explanation of how the right turns for the (unhelpful)
Interesting only if you were expecting to build a cycling freeway with cyclists only dogleg down Gawler Place are to be accomplished. | assume.
ransiting the city rather than stopping and ineracling with businesses within the  there willsither be a permanent cycle n the traffic ights
ity (independent of the presence or not of bicycles) or via a cyclist
activated bution.

The document doesn't indicate whether or not the gap between the bikeway and the parking spaces is sufficient to
avoid dooring when a vehicle passenger opens their door nto the path of a cyciist without looking. Nor does the
document set out how the bikeway interacts with left tun lanes at ntersections, especially where a oyclist might want to_
tum right.

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown The city should be designed for use by cyclists and pedestrians first and foremost Separated and safe bikeways with greenery

I think this initiaive is fantastic. As a parent with young children, who live in the city, | fully support safer biking access

Yes, as shown ot Nia 1 think its fantastic
Yes, as shown The most important part of this plan is that it actually happens, a Bikeway is always better than nonelt
Yes, as shown Looks good No No

“Silly idea, which:

- is inconvenient for bike riders since the bike lane is not adjacent to destinations

and bike parking, and therefore reduces the economic benefitof the bike lane.  Ensure width is adequate and bikeway is clearly delineated at
-is less safe for bike riders due to more frequent confiict between bike and motor bus stops (i.. ‘Treatment 3) to minimise conflct between bikes

vehicle movements and peds.

- seems incompatible with right turn vehicle movements

- is not likely to be supported by DIT and transport experts

Yes, as shown Looks good generally.

1 support the first proposed design principles, however the dog-

Do not support this. It does ot reflect design principles that are proven towork = SPOPL T8  BEEPOCEC S IO CE PR et

overseas, and limits entrylexit points for riders. The presentation of this red
herring s yet another tactic by Team Adelaide to sabotage the bikeway ie a
dysfunctional design that imits uptake thereby justifying removal in future.

Yes, as shown
a public assett cements Adelaide’s reputation as a country town
fun by conservative zealots.

Don't. Please don't be the
do what the Dutch do.

Replication of North south corridors would work fine. Don't do something dumb like have a bike lane in the centre of dysfunctional city council you seem to be. Just

Yes, as shown Do what the Dutch do
1am not 100% sure how this works in practice but on paper it looks like it would
make me nervous at intersections as drivers would not be used to this type of
lane layout

Yes, as shown Anything s better than what we have at present (i.. nothing). Please just build it Looks perfectly acceptable to me.

Yes, with minor changes Separation from cars is good Try it before you buy it Itlooks better than the existing mode

Yes, as shown Protected bike lanes are vitally important for the future of our city.

Yes, as shown

not keen for the two way in middle of street - drivers and pedestrians wil freak out P\ease getit done - asap, we need a West-East route that is
ated

Yes, as shown
too much will

\ 'm hoping the width of the bikepath will stay generous as per

the proposed design and according to the current Frome Rd
bikeway. As much physical separation from the road with
landscaping / rees / WSUD garden beds and physical raise
kerb will ensure safety and comfort for cyclists.

1 fully support the proposed bikeway design separated by the road by landscaping / planting / WSUD garden beds. A
safe space to ride through the city is imperative and something ACC should provide to current cyclists and to create a
safer city.

1 do not support a bike path in the centre of the road as this seems dangerous and.

Yes, as shown
accident prone.

Yes, as shown

As a cyclist i am concerned about my safety in that situation, essentially exposed The dog-leg is not ideal as it would be best to go in a straight
to twice as much traffic. | would prefer to be travelling on the side of the road as is line. This proposal s still better than no east-west bikeway at all,
usually standard. which appears to be the alternative.

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown 1 think it will make our most vulnerable road users safer.

Sounds terrible - no thanks. Adelaide is anti-bicycle enough. Let's not add another This project should have been completed years ago. Adelaide

Yes, as shown
g system that drivers will get even angrier about. Keep It Simple. as no east-west bicycle pat

Yes, as shown = Don't do this. Do this.

e dog leg is a dog leg, but f this i the cost for it tonappen
The route section on Wakefield is dotted with many bus stops - floating bus stops with the bike lane between the stop  It's good but Adelaide currently does not have the culture for this, especially given that's fine. The route also needs to be distinctly ~GREEN-~,
tions between the people on bikes and heavy traffic on wakefield. This design idea is reports of hostilty towards people riding bikes from drivers (see the RAA report  similar to bikelanes throughou the CBD already. This will c\ear\y

and the sidewalk limits the interact
similar to the taxi ranks already placed on Frome St. on cyclist safety) mark it as a BIKE route, not a sunken footpath (as Frome Stis
commonly seen as, especially during Mad March).

Yes, with minor changes

‘The design guide does not mention any street treatment of the:
Gawier Pl segment of the cycleway, not how the intersections of
Gawier Pl will allow cyclists any ease of transition into or out o
the cycleway onto the eastern segment of Flinders St, northern
segment of Gawler P! or wester segment of Wakefield. It would
be foolish to assume cyclists would not still use these
surrounding streets to access homes, services and businesses,
especially on Flinders St. Those intersections need clear

‘This has few examples globally, but chiefly in Washington DC which s in the
middle of incredibly large and busy streets. There is few safe access points from
the side of the road aside from running the gauntlet across motor traffic, and

No

As long as the parking and the pick up / drop off zones are
designed as well as the North South bikeway then I'm
happy with that.

It was mentioned that parking would be available during
work hours. For a school that would be 8.00 am til at least
6.00. With many parent information evenings where would
parentsivisitors park for evening sessions. A hospitalty
business would have work hours til late at night, would
there be parking for their working hours.

Adelaide has more than enough parking, both on street
and in parking towers. The safety of cyclists that this path
would help guarantee is more important than the loss of a
few car parking spaces. Losing those few parking spaces
may however be detrimental to some business owners.
though, so perhaps Council should consider a rates offset
for those affected.

As per my comment in (2) | am concerned about the
spacing between the bikeway and the vehicles and
whether or not t mitigates against potential dooring
incidents.

NA

Looks like alot of car parks. The number should be:
reduced, 1o align with CoA's climate policies.

‘There's plenty of parking in Adelaide. Most people have

business owners could wield this much power over the design of legs. They could always use them if they can't park directly Appreciate any further greening of streets.

out the front of their favourite money laundering operation.

Replace with a sign o ide a bike. But also keep as many
s practical and which is safe with the bike lanes as not
everyone is able to ride a bike.

Looks fine to me. Not my highest prioriy.

Hope that it won't impact upon cyclists

removing parking is fine - this is land for all not just for
private cars

No comment, as long as it doesn't interrupt the bikepath as
‘Adelaide has the highest car park per user ratio

Australia, furiher encouragement of people driving into the
city will only increase congestion and traffc jams.

Plenty of offstreet parking in the CBD, not sure why this is
even an i

‘Adelaide has the highest ratio of car parking in the CBD of
‘any Australian capital ciy. Please stop catering to cars and
actually encourage and support cycling as a legitimate.
transport method for the people living and working in
Adelaide.

More parking could be removed to improve the bikeway
further, or to create a straight route. In 10 years if people
it diving intothe city and the parks which were

" aren' being used, ACC has no right to complain
about he ackof people driving into the city, and they will
be required to act on this to further improve the cycling
n

‘The flexi-posts are a good low cost, low maintenance way
of ensuring separation but the bikeway stil needs o be
easily crossed by pedestrians with waiting room on the.
other sde. Rundle and Pire Sts especily suffer fom

These are not insignificant intersections and there is no indication of safe tuning facilties for cyclists. In the images on
pg1, a cyclist would need to cross the road and wait for a second turn signal or conduct a hook tur across four lanes
of traffic. A cyclist cannot altematively move safely from the cycleway to the right tur lane, least of allif the. rghtot e
has a green signal. Bike boxes should still be incorporated into these designs to allow a safe position to turn fror

s\gna\lmg similar to tersection
to allow easy flowi
The proposal i e e any navigation or wayfinding
tools, especially considering the original committee documents
considered the dog-leg plan to be a hindrance to navigabilty.
Intentional and non-intentional deviance from the route wil ocour
ind the design needs to be accommodating and forgiving of
wrong tums with clear signage and safe through-ways to
connected streets. These throughways will also make it much
easier 1o extend the bikeway along Flinders st to connect directly
with the parklands, once a suitable plan is conceived to
reconcile parking and mature tree planting,

would likely require dedicated signalling to allow cyclists to leave and enter the
centre bikeway from unaligned cycle facilities. The space also directly
"Sandwiches cyclists between both directions of traffic which increases the sense
of unsafety and unease with the speed differential. It would be more effective to.
ensure a consistent network of road-edge bikeways with bikeboxes to cross and
tur safely.

Yes, with minor changes.

‘supportive of any proposals for a separated bikeway to improve cyclist safety
Yes, as shown ‘within the CBD. Currently, the Adelaide CBD does ot sufficiently accommodate
: cyclists and | often feel itis unsafe to use major roadways for cycling within the
CBD.
Only that the route would be better as a straight line east west
corridor along Flinders/Frankiin as the proposed route is quite
circuitous and Wakefleld bus interactions could be problematic.
The path west bound seems counterintuitive with the market
being such a significant destination. Significant wayfinding
efforts are likely to be required

i L i BT o s Fundamentaly forcing cyclists o cross a road to get on and of the Bikeway is
The design around bus stops should be ke those in Surey wit he bike path going behind he bus stop. Othervise - EEm2X=Y A9 L S0 S 8 otk 0 0% S one o e Buey

conflcts with peopl alighting or boarding buses is more lkely 1o be a problem. Definitin for people with a range of  Proo > o CYIINS &1 Ihel 19 ¢hoose TG on paih 10 acoess Tia oo

disabiliies (vision, cognitive, even hearing) if the bike lanes immediately interact with bus on/off could be quite: . g ) J

oressing corrdor. This would reduce the number of ransacions that cydlists make along
the corridor

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown I think it's a wonderful idea
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tanding in or walking out in front of cylists to
ross the road but nowhere to safely wait, considering the
already scarce pedestrian crossings in the city.
‘The flexi-posts should follow the angles of the cycleway in
the lead up to protuberances and its very likely motorists
will encroach into the cycleway when pulling infout or after
parking, increasing the risk of blocking the lane or shunting
a passing cyclist as they manoeuver.

Parallel parking is safer generally. Its a pity Flinders Street
is not included as the current parking layout s poor and
substandard in places

More trees are always good as they provide shade for riders.

e T e e No. This seems like the design which is most likely to be approved, so let's get on with it.

hink the route chosen is the best compromise to make everybody happy. CBC stil has a
fantastic drop off zone on lfould St and they will retain the modified drop off zone on
Wakefield St also. The kids who choose to ride to school will now have a fantastic safe
protected bikeway to et to school on from the East and the West and it will also assist kids
geting the the Adelaide Botanic High who are coming from the East and West as it will link
up to the North South bikeway to get them to school safely. My kids are going to really benefit
from this infrastructure. We've been waiting over a decade for this and It finally happening
which is super exciting for our family!

If the street improvements look half as good as the North South
bikeway then | think it will be amazing !!

Addmg trees is a good thing s long as it doesn't hinder views for

Where there is sufficient footpath room please introduce as much
as greening as possible. We need to do everything we can to
reduce the heating effect around bitumen areas. However, this.
‘should not be at the expense of blocking driver view of cyclists,
which may pose a safety fis

It would seem that a better solution would be to just use Grote and Wakefield Streets as this
More greenery would be a fine thing, assuming it doesn't result in a provide a straight through connection from the shared paths next to Sir Donald Bradman
leaf litter problem. Drive to those next to Wakefield Road and removes the complexity of turning it (the
relatively narrow) Gawler Place.

No Thank you!

Looks good but there is no need to ‘gold plate cycling
infrastructure with associated street improvements. It is generally

better to minimise the cost and construction time in order to enable Just build the damn thing already.
more bike lane ks to be constructed in a short time, to maximise

the environmental and safety benefits.

The behaviour of Team Adelaide in delaying and diluting this very basic, yet very important
piece of infrastructure is shameful. They are willfully neglecting the safety of people for the
sake of a few car parks.

Not really Not really.
Itis a shame that the dog-leg has to exist but Id prefer this option to be built than to spend
another 3 years dily dallying over the route. Frankly the ACC have made themselves look
quite inept throughout this process.

Frome Street looks great. Ifthis follows the same direction then the.
street will ook 10x better.

More trees the better Following best practice is usually a good way to go

use smooth lines whne making ramps - not 90deg comers - bikes
flow around comners we do not move in block form - make junctions lets get this done - Cant wait to ide it
smooth

The proposed design is fine, Wakefield , Gawler and Frankiin. The article states the project
can be delivered with the current budget and construction could start mid 2021. Please make
it happen.

1'am in favour of street improvements

Please no more London Planes. Ideally the route is straight, and minimal need for bikes to stop/start is best

Whatever separates people riding bikes from cars, and in tum
promotes higher rates of cycling, is good. It doesn't need to be an
over-engineered design like Frome St.

was always the to remove a minimal
amount of parking, especialy as the nfrastucture slong PiieMaymovith lready exists and it
is already a well patronaged, albeit incredibly dangerous, route.

The route is clearly not a preferred route for cyclists as it is indirect, convoluted and requires
unnecessary interaction with buses and heavy traffic on Wakefield St. Flinders Stis stil the
preferred alignment but the current parking arrangement there is incredibly dangerous for
‘The signalised crossing at Wakefield St in the parklands in sorely  cydlists and the trees are needed to ensure a comfortable ride from the sun. There s no real
needed, as is many other improved crossings for pedestrians and - reason why parking here cannot be reorganised to be parallel parking with a generous buffer
cyclists. This needs deliberate inclusion of easy access for cyclists and improved vegetation and dining protuberances such as on Rundle St. Flinders St will
o join the road or path, such as the slipway found at East inevitably require trafic calming, including reorganising the road space to allow improved
Toe/Rundle St. cycling, walking, dining and shopping.
The intersection of Flinders and Frome should be designed to allow for left turning cyclists to

tum during a red signal; there is no real reason for a cyclist on separated cycleways to yield to

through traffic if neither are crossing paths.

‘Consider opportunities for additional pedestrian crossing places.
‘The bus stop design should be like Surrey in placing the bike path
behind the bus stop. Ensure sufficient width and comer radifor
cargo bikes. Please include additional bicycle parking. Charging
stations would be great too

Atthis point it fee\s like any complete east west route is a step in the right direction. Stil,
id . be v ding, include fewer conflict points.
lor Dyclls(s BT shopping precincts and remeve confcts wih reqular bus
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\ mmk while it could be wider and better separated it just needs to be done. These things, ke llowed to ride on car d

Really e that design. Looks ke it would b safer o idrs, move visibl, less
ath. Also pedestrians wouldn't

the footpath are controversial because media is looking to stir controversy. Get t done and itil qmcmy be awepted

Could be wider to allow better passing.

DT gx.;::m StiPirie St would be alot closer to where peaple are likely to be working or

15 =

and s pat
be able to walk in it or wait o cross road in it ke they do at frome St Excellent

design.

Compromising the design, with a dog leg to avoid the eastern part of Flinders St, due to the demands of a small
number of businesses, is a disgrace. This is not how a functional city operates, and is not how an effective governance
forum operates. The result s a dangerous design that completely defeats the purpose.

1 only bike ride into the city and something is needed west to east

Much of the resistance from business to the original route arose from the loss of some car parking spaces. Some (a

few) of these parks could be retained by moving motorcycle parking into the side streets (reducing the car spaces in  any benefit of this design. It puts vulnerable road users in a very exposed position

those streets as an off set).

Bike riders need to feel safe. Every other design condition should be built around this.
The current proposal will make it difficult to drop off and pick up my child from CBC in Wakefield St. At these peak

times itis difficult enough to obtain a park currently, and with these changes it will be more difficult again.
Furthermore, at the normal drop off and pick up times, there are no bikes using the current bike lanes.

preference for the linemarking and flexi posts at a bare minimum - in fact, linemarking and flex posts would be a
massive improvement bicycle user safety on what is currentl the case throughout the CBD.

Not really into a two-way separated bikeway in the centre of the street

1ike the look of it but interested to see what traffic management has to input,

Please make the design as physically separated from traffic as possible. The Frome st approach works well

1 approve an east-west bikeway but | would prefer it to be on a single road rather than changing halfway. Flinders and
Frankiin streets are  better option.

‘Should be continuous on Flinders and Frankiin

Please please please do NOT make it anything like Frome Rd. Everyone knows how to ride on a road, as all roads.
layouts are essentially the same, but when you get to Frome Rd everything gets fiipped on it's head. You have to look
in unusual places for traffic, siow down in unexpected areas, and generally ignore the normal road ules that apply for
the hundreds of kms of other roads in the city, just for this tiny stretch. Experience cyclists avoid Frome Rd, so please
steer clear of a similar design

These design principles seem sound and practical. We have already seen their benefit on the Frome Street bikeway.

Please just do it - finish Frome Road and the East-West bikeway to add value to a amazing low-traffic & off-road
network in the ParkLands, RTLP and inner suburban local roads (NSE & W of the city)

Flexiposts are insufficient and of safety.

‘Should not delay delivery - various forms have been proposed for over 7 years, Adelaide has fallen behind other cities.
in providing bike routes that encourage people of all ages into the city.

“This project should be progressed without delay. | frequently use the existing separated bike lane in the city and think i
provides the best balance of safety and road amenity in Adelaide.

I have children at St Mary's College and both the Senior and Junior Christian Brothers College campuses. It s hard
enough now, with limited parking and pathetic pick up zones to drop and collect my children every day. If you remove
some of the existing car parks and complicate the traffic with an additional bike lane it will be a nightmare for families
twice a day every day. Have you spoken to the parking inspectors who patroll near the schools? They should be able t
confirm with you how dangerous the current situation is, adding the proposed bike lanes will only make it worse.

My children attend school at both 2 and th will make already

impossible parking situations worse.

tee and st

The effect on schools along Wakefield concerns me

No, do

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, with minor changes

This will have a very negative impact on wckmg up and dropping my children off at school. | am very concerned for the
safety of all the children. Please do not do t

1 have been waiting so long. | was happy with the Finders / Frankiin route, but | understand businesses along the rout
were not (I'm unsure why - it seems to me that the businesses along the north / south version, even when they include
pavement dining, do not seem to have been negatively impacted - in fact their dining options seem, from the diners.
point of view, to be more pleasant. Perhaps they have lost some tables, or parking spaces?).

1 would hate yet another delay - | thought the Frome bikeway took a long time, but in comparison it was achieved within
the blink of an eye!

1 would prefer the bikeway was along streets with no buses.

“This will not only encourage more people to ride bikes, it will funnel more peopie riding bikes to the bike pathway,
freeing up other roads like Gouger, Grote and Waymouth for drivers who won't have to contend with as many bikes.

As a cyclist Id like to see the lanes as wide as possible (for 2 cyclists at least), so progress can be made. Id like to see

pedestrians clearly segregated from the bike lanes, or a means to make it very clear to pedestrians that it is a cycleway think this is a very silly idea. The whole point of bringing bikes into city is that you As per previous comment. Obviously I'd like to see easy access

The proposed kerbside bikeway design and the route will provide a safe low-stress cycle route for people to access
the city from the east and from the west

Safe bike lockups. The amount of bikes that get stolen restricts use of the city. Surely the existing carparks could install
bike lockers near the staffed areas for $1 an hour or similar. Social outings with fellow cyclists are stressful because
You constantly worry that your bike will be gone when you get back.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

Aridiculous idea proposed by Team Adelaide Councillors as a distraction to the

Ehildren crossing roads and currently not enough car park spaces

Name and shame the businesses who oppose the bikeway travelling along Flinders St, so
that we can make sure we never spend a cent there, and instead can support businesses in
Adelaide who see themselves as part of the broader community.

As above. Itis overly compromised. You have placed the
demands of a handful of businesses over the infrastructure

‘You might as welljust tum the whole city into one big car
needs of an entire city. par

“realistic proposals which have been designed by actual experts. rk. It clear where Council's priorities rest.

PR, i1l probably keep going straight instead of going down topham
mall

Appreciating that the different conditions along the route needs

different approaches where necessary, | think the more physical

concretefplanted bariers possible the better.

1 do not believe this is a good design approach.
Having cars on either side of the bike lane won't help riders with safety concerns.
Cars already queue over pedestrianibike crossings as it is, there would need to
be multiple entry points to get into the central bike lane and especially at peak
hour it would be very difficult to do.

Concerns about losing a few car parks shouldn' dictate

the design of the bikeway. Any additional adjacent tree planting/pavement upgrades etc.

Safety ofriders should be the main driver or the design 114 2® Weleome

u kingfbollards should be a clear barrier but won't provids
inemarking/bollards should be a clear barier but won' provide. i & R STV 00

as much of a sense of safety as a more solid separation.
I support the re-orientation of the parking layout. Loss of
parking can be off-set jing motor-cycle parking to
side roads, and more suitable permit times to enable
business to be visited by more customers, but for shorter
periods rather than exploited by some users who overstay
(reduce the amount of 1 hour periods to 1/4 & 1/2 hour
near businesses). It is important that other City projects
integrate principles that improve active movement in the
aity (eg, free cross city bus).
Given that they benefit from generous rate rebates, | was
‘annoyed to leam that religious institutions located on
Franklin Street had objected to the proposed parking

5.

I can't understand where this proposal came from. It is surprising to see it raised
atthis point in the consultation process (a cynic might think it is another delaying
tactic by opponents). As a former policy maker and traffic technician, | can't see.

I believe that the objections to the (route and design) by
along the route are ill-founded and counter to the evidence that exists from successful
implementations elsewhere. | would have preferred the route to continue on Flinders Street
rather than the dog leg onto the busier Wakefield Street. Contrary o the misinformation that
they obviously received, small businesses would have benefited from the bikeway continuing

Pedestrians will benefit from improvements in the street scape
making road crossing safer.

‘The separation of cyclists from pedestrians and vehicles should

(especially children and inexperienced cyciists) and would inhibit easy movement °© Paramountfor the final design.

to attractions on the footpath such as cafe and shops. | can't see where it has
successfully been executed anywhere.

change:
Genuinely does it matter? There are so many car parking
spaces in the city. | wouldn't need to drive into the city if |
felt safe riding my bike in the city

‘There will not be enough parks to faciliate the dropping off
‘and picking up of students, especially those carrying No
musical instruments

| understand that this design is a compromise between two  parking should not be given priority in any circumstance.
arguably better designs that had loud objections from a small  There is so much off-street parking in the CBD that this
number of business owners. | would argue that those business  should not be a concern. If there are accessibilty issues.
owners who have decried the bikeway out the frontof their  with the existing off street parking, then that should
business willfind that those with the bikeway out the front benefit addressed properly and not by undermining the

while they do not. effectiveness of ths protected bikeway.

‘Seems logical. Links to surrounding bike network is importan,

I have not personally experienced this. My experience is that it would make riders prs des @ logical Gaskwoat peltway which I very much

fool more vulnerable as they have riders oncoming, along with issues with access.

Anything that makes the city better for people rather than cars has No. This works. Please just do something. City council has shown both ineptitude and a
to be included. complete lack of leadership in their inabilty to see this project through.

s long as it does not impact the flow of traffic and car parking then this would be.
fine, however, car parking is already at a premium and the road congested during
these peak times.

It wil reduce the amount of car parking available and its not

jusifod withthe apparent e use of exising bike lanes, If an east west bike lane is to be built then it should not impact schools in the city

1 would be wary of the reduced sight lines and possibilty of injury
o bicycle users in the event of a collision with one of those large
planter pots.

It would be an unfathomable shame for the city council to drag their feet any longer on this

1do not think this would be the correct way forward for this bikeway. project

Ilike the bikeway design in the existing north south
bikeway in Adelaide. Consistency with that design would
help ease confusion for drivers and cyclists:

I prefer the bikeway to be alongside the footpath instead, like the existing north 1 like the bikeway design in the existing north south bikeway in
south bikeway in Adelaide Adelaide

Ilike the bikeway design in the existing north south bikeway in
Adelaide - the intergrated planting is great

Let's talk with neighbouring city councils to extend the paths.

Let's have Adelaide traffic management and designand  Lovesome improvements that keep us on track with Paris
Cyclist don't stop just because the post code does. t

: Gota fairfew busses on Frankin sirest near the terminal but'm happy to share the road
foveloper team from acc brain storm this one. agreemen PPy »

‘Safety is key to so many riders. Lets listen to the experts.

Would prefer no dog-eq - use only Wakefied or only Franki,  1625€ minimise disruption to a cear path for cycits,
i dongerus. i ety it s poston o ey U770 S0 69720 1 MOkt 0 UMY, ot st s oy et Rl e e e grenry s pprunty s, Fone 1

all users and is an rarely if ever along the route please - make it easier for all users to  has grown wonderfully and looks great. Itis really nice riding

Fi e
Cycns«s il avoid he danger and it would become a waste = energyands.  ‘isible raffic counters ke on Frome St Make sure they stay o ergtang where to go, where to park, where to cross.  through the areas, and extra shade and cooling is appreciated.
and work, unlike what | see on Frome St
“This is stil hazardous on Frome St

Please avoid the dogleg - prefer just using Frankiin St. Make sure there's a clear connection
across West Terrace.

As long as cyciists are safe and people are aware that they
cannot use the bike lane for parking or as a loading zone, it More greenery is a good option
needs to be clearly differentiated.

Itwill make it difficultto turn either direction once you're sitting at an intersection. | Buid it already, this has taken so much longer than it needed to
Run it along Flinders and Frankiin streets where it is safer for cyclists.
worry about safety. due to Adelaide Councillors silly political games.

Unnecessary ‘Should be continuous on Flinders and Frankiin

Avoid the Frome Rd design As above No Nope, route looks good

Looks like they will \mpmve the appearance of the street and help
tain pedestrian saf

Delivery of the pmpossd sueen design will increase the number of

people cycling to the city for the many benefits it wil bring. Please A route directly along Flinders is my preferred, but | support the alterative route proposed.

don't delay this project any longer.

1like the design; however, | am concerned abou the confusion that might be It looks like a fantastic design to help promote commuter safety  The parking layout looks great. We have seen a similar
caused when a bike enters/exits the cenre road bikeway. and ease con layout work well on Frome Street.
The proposed kerbsde bikeiay design and he route wil

provide a safe low-stress cycle foute for people to access the

ity from the east and from the wes

No. I love this proposall

I don't approve.

Realistic connections to either end of the proposed route do not yet exist. West Tce is a
footpath full of students with buses charging along centimeres from the curb and no sensible
connection westwards. Norwood is not the only place you might want to access from East

The Gawler P! dogleg s a disaster, a stupid concession to scared councillors. Continue
along Flinders St.

ACC is terminally conficted regards planning for car-

The Gawler Pl counter-flow dogleg is stupid. | have no other  parking. Somehow car parking is desirable and sacred.

‘words for i Imellvgem analyses disagree. Reduce it is the first
principle, take t off street s the second...

Total crap. No benefit to be realised here.

maximise width to allow bikes o pass each other (going in same

Ensure route marking and promotion to make a success.
direction)

“This is unproven and unfamiliar. Is a distraction to having bike lanes.

While the proposed layout is acceptable, the great
proliferation of cheap car parking across Adelaide means
that on-street parking should not be prioritised in favour of
greater pedestrianisation and bicycle access

1 would tend to avoid this model. While it may work for Sydney, the relatively
lower density of Adelaide roads would seem to me to be better incorporated by
the existing designs.

1 would strongly support any approach that maximises bike usage and minimises both car
traffic and on street parking, in favour of pedestrian access and bicycle access. | would also
support further incorporation of trees and other greenspace in the separated bikeway design.

“This s insane, try and drive west on Frankiin Street between Morphett Street and West
Terrace on a Friday around 3.25pm. It is total mayhem. If you add the bike lanes and get rid of
existing car park spaces it wll only be worse. | CAN NOT EMPHASISE ENOUGH HOW BAD
THE DRIVING AND CAR PARK SPACES ARE NEAR THE AFOREMENTIONED SCHOOLS.

1 would have thought the council would have been looking at improving flow of traffic around
these busy schools and facilltating better drop off and pick up zones.

Do ot do it near any schools where there is a build up in traffic, Do not do it near any schools where there is a build up in Do not do it near any schools where there is a build up in traffic,
and young children crossing roads and currently not enough car traffic, and young children crossing roads and currently not and young children crossing roads and currently not enough car
park spaces ‘enough car park spaces park spaces.

Do not do it near any schools where there is  build up in traffic, and young

Parallel parking wil not allow children to be dropped off
safely to school

Concerns about pedestrian access, concems about the issues

ot Fron SSRa Reduced drop off access to schools

Consider the school access, not just drop off but students coming and going in the city

Tms wm be a negative impact on the safety of children getting to and leaving 1 o

It will isk the safety of children going to school Please do not proceed to put the bike lanes in. It affect the safety of children.
1 think the north-south works well and same overall design would
be good. Visibilty for cars, cydlists and pedestrians, | am sure,
has been taken into account. | think the Frome Road bikeway
works well. Sometimes pedestrians are under the mistaken
impression itis a footpath - clear signage, especially at
intersections, is important. The narrowing and warning to slow

1'am not as happy. It would feel less secure, would be less shaded in hot weather, down at places where pedestrians cross is very clear. | use the

would take longer to access (having to cross the road), would be just as bikeway daily and have never had a significant problem. | enjoy

disruptive to traffic with cydlists crossing the road to get o it regardiess of their  being separate from the traffic. Please make up your mind now and get on with it There seem to have been an unbelievable

I hope itis acceptable so you can get on with . Good

iection of travel. But if this is the only option acceptable to businesses, it would number of delays.
stil be better than nothing I note a facebook post that says the current bikeway is terrible
for both cyclists and pedestians - This is not at all consistent
with my daily experience of the north-south bikeway. Perhaps
that person prefers to cycle at 20+km/hr, even in the city.
would certainly be hazardous for speed cyciing, and to create a
city bikeway that would enable such cyciing would be
impossible.
“This approach will not work for people using the road - bike riders and drivers
included. Or though the idea of not making any changes to existing parking
appeals, nothing else about this approach will be practical or functional in any
Not really a fan, | think this may cause confusion for Adelaide drivers who stmggle\ thone design, similar to the Frome St bikeway, separated is Tro6s and greening s  must, keeps it cool and ooks 5ood 'm happy with the route and separated bikeway as shown

with new concept

As a cyclist i'm happy with the removal of car lanes. I'd really like to
Happy with that. Just make sure that car doors can't open see this as an opportunity to provide street greening and an
Up into the bikeway increase in outdoor dining etc and additional pedestrian crossings
on these busy roads

n go anywhere, stop at shops, get onto the bikeway etc. This removes bikes
from being able to do that. This should not be considered at all

to the cycleway at both ends and easy ways of crossing the road
at the eastern en

More interested in the city of Adelaide Anything to encourage people to move more is a great thing

i
More bike ways plsase. No g:‘g;:\rarannuuumams to encourage people to plan to stay out
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No, do something different

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different
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Yes, with minor changes.
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No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, with minor changes

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

1 drive along Frankiin and Flinders St each day to park my car and walk to work.
Our business is on Flinders St and we always use the 30 min parking zone out the front to drop off goods. The
proposed changes will impact access, add to the current congestion during peak hours where Flinders/Franklin
Streets become a carpark, impact those attending St Marys, CBS etc schools and the Greek Church on the western

nd
1 don't believe a dog leg down Gawler place is wise as it takes bicycle traffic in front of the Fire Station, it should be
Frankiin and Flinders St in full but prefer not at all? Why are the legal fratemity able to have their concerns addressed Turning off Fiinders and Frankin is difficut currently with the light cycles, this will
above all other businesses? An example of class distinction. It should be one in allin make it worse.
“This willfurther discourage people coming into the city at a time when its most needed for businesses to survive.
Being able o ride a bike is not going to encourage spending, you cant carry it. Removing street parking is not wise
especially when there are Fringe etc events.
am not averse to increasing bicycle access but think the council could spend their money in more productive ways,
particularly when Frome St wasted a lot of funds and at a time when its retrenching staff and reducing services. Finish
other projects such as the railway station to central market, improving Victoria square etc first.
It seems to me that there would be greater safety for pedestrians and cyciists as
I think that f we can get the ‘Oxford Street'style across the line there would be benefits for pedestrian, motorists and  people (including motorists) attempt to cross the bike path. Some time the.
cyclists. visibility is obscured by the plantings and this further separation would seem a
good thing

“This will be a great asset for commuters and the city, and willincrease patronage of businesses along the route: Frome Rd is OK

The Design Guide document has no page numbers and there is no page headsd Design Principles s0 1 GaMOLtell gy iy oo
what this question is about

“This is an embarrassing compromise at the end of a VERY embarrassing, nearly 10 year process, to fai to complete

the Frome St Bikeway. This should be a contiguous design down Frankiin/Fiinders, Grote/Wakefield or

Waymouth/Pirie. Two-way bikeways are a compromise only builtin bike-lie cities. Better than
“This is EXACTLY why | left Adelaide, why | don't plan to return, and why I tell anyone who willlisten that it is not a placaiothing, but a halfway house to a permanent solution. Do not support these as a
you want to like, if biking s a part of your Ife. It s pathetic but predictable. preferred design particularly where the wide streets of the CBD permi

I feel sorry for the planners and designers that have to dress up this pile of garbage. This Hyde Handicap Dogleg

(HHD) should have been aborted conceptually, and now has to be built, or Adelaide gets nothing. And then ratepayers That being said, the City of Adelaide must consider how Sydney has rapidly

will be rewarded with another expensive to rectify this nonsense, hopefully sooner rather than later. Just lie Frome  implemented a separated network in months, whereas ACC has literally done
Again Street, or the Sturt Street abandonment nothing to progress the network since the latest two-block extension on Frome.
1hope you get your jobs at LGA's with some actual idea of how to build a city, and | can't wait until your political
overiords are booted outl!!

My concern with this design is safety at interestions. It is essential to ensure it is clear for pedestrians, cyclists and
turning motorists who has right of way at intersection. This design lends itself to pedestrians and turning vehicles
cutting cyclists off, unless right of way is clearly signposted and all road users have a ciear view of each other entering
an intersection.

It doesn't allow cyclists to enter and exit easily to access shops or streets. A dity
cycleway isni'tjust a safe way to travel through the city, its a safe way to for
cyclists access the city.

The East-West cycleway should be in a straight line from East to West, preferable along Flinders/ Frankiin (rather than
Grote/Wakefield) Streets. The hook version that is currently proposed reduces the great potential that a direct and
clearly dedicated cyclepath will have.

“This would be a very bad idea and very dangerous for cydiits, 5o | would
absolutely oppose it!

I think itis a very good design that would be more efficient than the design on
he design may cause conflct between people exiting vehicles and riders using the bike path. Having trees along the  page 11. It is a reduction in the width required, 5o there could be more space
bikepaths obscures vision for the cydiits. | have riden the Frome Road path multiple times, and feel uneasy coming ug used for cydists to overtake other siower cyclists. | would feel safer using one of
to side streeets and driveways as drivers cannot see the oncoming bicycles untilthey edge into the bikelane. these paths because it would also be easier to see any pedestrians trying to cross
the road (rather than them take one step off the footpath and into the bikelane).

this should not go ahead as there s already congested traffic and limited area lov
a separate bikeway. From Road bike lane was not successful with the creation of
the extra parking bays, became difficult to manoeuvre and at times unsafe.

There is minimal room and opportunity to create a separate bike lane, especially with minimal current parking
restrictions for children school pick u

‘The centre of the road option is untested, may pose safety issues, and is likely to
be unfeasible (i.e. unlikely to receive approval). The proposed kerbside design is
tested and achievable way to provide a safe, low-stress cycling route through
e city
Do not include Frankin street in the bike lane plan- it would increase the risk to life and safety for children, and families
who pick up and drop off their students at St Mary’s college, and the cyclists themselves. It s very busy at peak times
of the day already in that area because of the school. There is no alternative for parents to use another street around
the school. INSTALL A RED LIGHT CAMERA at the pedestrian crossing in front of the school- that is what should be a
priority- | have seen countless cars drive straight through the red light while students are walking across. There will be
an injury caused by putting a bike lane around a busy school and the council will be responsible for not listening to
concers from the community concerns.
This design option would reduce the danger to pedestrians and cyclists around
the muliple schools on Wakefield and Frankin Streets at busy school pick-up
times. Young students in particular may enter the streetway without due care (and
associated kerbside bike lanes), endangering themselves and cylists. Schools in
three locations have limited alterative opportunities for student set-down/drop-
off, and the centere road bikeway would show deference to this valid concern.

I strongly suggest the centre road bike lanes with associated greening.

Furthermore, it adds safety and pleasant surrounds for the cyclists, by using
gardens to separate the cydiists and cars.

I have no issue with the design. Just the location.

The bike lane is unnecessary due to amount of bike riders versus cars on the roads. No

1 access the drop off zone at St Mary’s college twice a day. | see this new proposal as a serious safety risk o students.

and bike riders. Itwill hinder safe access to dropping and picking up students at St marys college.

Nil Notin the centre of the street - 100 dangerous and impractical.

Just Flinders and Franklin Streets seems more logical than the weird dogleg onto Wakefield St.

Street selection of Frankin Stis not appropriate as itin a school zone,

“This goes past st Mary's school which already has limited parking and would put the students and bike riders both in
v

“This is something that could be explored down the track but is not something that
I see the value of trying in Adelaide. There are tried and true ways of creating
separated bike lanes that work so it seems silly to be experimental - particularly
given the history of false status and bikeways removals in Adelaide.
As a churchgoer of the Greek church in Frankii street as well as having a daughter that attends St Mary's college |
think the losing of carparks would be exiremely detrimental to those who attend either site. Furthermore the use of
Franklin street by vehicles (using these parking spots) far exceeds the number of bicycle riders | see at school drop off
and pickup sharing the roadway. | also believe it will cause potential unnecessary danger to students around the
school.

I am unsure if Frankin street in particular is the right street to bring the cyclists
‘down from West Terrace as it would make more sense to divert them through
anather road (possibly Grote Street) towards Victoria Square which has sections

| can imagine something like an important date on the greek orthodox calendar, a wedding or funeral would be. P Toglad spoed limits that would be less dangerous for cycists.

disastrous with these carparks removed - especially with the number of elderly who frequent the church,
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Don'tdo it

'm just happy it's happening.

Separated bike lane is very important

The design i appropriate given the generous road coridors of
each side of the HHD. Closing Gawler Place to vehicular traffic
should be strongly considered giving itis a key pedestrian spine
from the Mall to the middle of the CBD. It is not an important
throughfare for vehicular traffic, which is already superbly
served by the car-predominant status quo across the entire City.
of Adelaide.

Build it already and we will do the job right when we can.

See above.

The East-West cycleway should be in a straight line from East to ™
West, preferable along Fiinders/ Frankiin (rather
Grote/Wakefield) Streets. The hook version that is currently
proposed reduces the great potential that a direct and clearly
dedicated cyclepath will have.

Should change itto one similar to the Sydney design

Itis not operational, safe and doesn't support schools.
" surrounding it with o of chidren at pick up & drop off times.

The proposed design and route will provide a safe low-stress
cycle route for people to access the city from the east and from
the west. It will connect with a
help provide accessibility across the city and beyond.

Yes doit on streets that the less congested such as Carrington
and Angas street.

While this is a nice initiative for bike riders, it wil disadvantage
all other users of the road in this space. Many more people will

permanenty be effected in a negative way due (o unsale access =

to school drop off access

Not in the centre of the street - t00 dangerous and impractical.

Frome rd bikeways is the gold standard and these appear to be
asilver standard which s stll good. It would be nice for options,
to include more greenery in the future to be identified even if not
implemented from the start of the project.

I think losing carparks to increase bike ways is making an issue

number of other key bike routes to

‘Too many carparks will be lost.

Glad itis separated from the cyclists

OK. I drive a car nto the city occasionally too.

Reduce al parking,

Needs proper signposting so people walking 100 and from
their cars give way to cyclists

There s already way too much parking in the CBD. Amost
every other building seems to be a multi-storey car park.
So get id of the on-street parking and start nudging the
CBD in the direction ui an acluallyl iveable urban
environment that sts a right to exist and move
without constantly feanng mr their lives. | am sure you
realise that the passenger doors of the parked cars
‘open onto the cyclepath, stil presenting a risk to LD
for limb and lite when people open car doors with
checking for other first. Let's remove that risk. auugemeru
Having decent cydling infrastructure might also convince
P A (perhaps in time
‘even the petroleum lovers of which there seem to be too
many in Adelaide) to occassionaly use another mode of
transport - safety concerns are ater all one of the most-
cited reasons why people donit cycle in Adelaide.

Sydney design allows for the parking to remain similar to
what itis now.

Not acceptable.

‘The proposal balances the needs of bike riders with the
needs of car parking users to help people to access the
city via a range of transport modes.

Public car parking options are limited on the east side of
Wakefield St and western Franklin St. Short-term public
parking lots should be considered for development to
‘compensate for the transition of angled to parallel parking,
and associated loss of spaces.

Losing parking in the vicinity of st Mary's will exacerbate
the current traffic problems

Restricting or imiting the parking especially near CBC and
StMary's College is ludicrous. The parking around these
areas is already limited and proves very difficult to pick up
my children from school. If you li
of these schools you will ind parents will need to go to
‘extreme lengths to find  park to collect their children such
as illegally parking or they won't observe the bike riders
because theydon'tgivea  about them and their anes.
‘The riders safety will be in danger as you don't want to get
in the way of a parent at school drop off/pick up times.

We already struggle with school drop off and pick up
‘access, this will make the issue more of an issue and
afety will be a real concern

Ni

I currently drive to these streets if visiting because 1 leel
unsafe on a bike so a reduction in parking s

‘exchange for bike safety will help me palvomse e

without the need for car parking,

o try and solve another issue and given the number of cars | see Losing carparks can never be seen as good in my view -
use, in particular Frankin Street, thin you are disadvantaging the regardless on who it s to benefit

many to appease the few.

d parking out the front

‘They are only proposed an no confidence they will be implemented

after consultation.

more greening s great

None

Severely compromised.

Iove the idea of beautifing the streetscape providing it doesn't

impede safety by reducing vision of drivers, cyclist and pedestrians

Trees and shade would be a good idea in the CBD anywhere given

thattis like a diesel- and gas fuelled concrete oven these days.
The trees cot
It would make the street 50000 much mor
instead of cars (moving and parked) one could look at trees,
cydlists and also pedestrians.

il

‘These are likely to be a win for all users of the city.

If it improves car parking and congestion then I'm all for it

Please consider the safety of bike parking around the central
market area (i.e. near U City). Too many bikes get stolen in this
part of the city.

No
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uld go where currently on-street parking is proposed.
re attractive and liveable if

Grote/Wakefield Street is wider, maybe move it south,

I'm starting to think that expediency is almost more important than design at this point. The
design is a vast improvement on the current situation

Please make sure the dog leg is safe and effective or riders will not choose this route.

The proposed dog leg is ridiculous and will be ignored by any cyclists who are not heading in
the same North or south direction as the dog-leg ie they will continue on Flinders St or Grote.
Strather than take an unwanted detour. Nevertheless JUST GET ON WITH IT. Stop
prevaricating

The route alignment should be along one street, without the HHD.
Future consultation stages should c\eany demonstrais the proposed treatments at each end
G:

of Gawler Place, which wi at connection
i discusion i the provided design gmde is disappointing.

Finally, the goodwill and patience of the riding community is not diminished, its been burned
1o the ground. No one expects anything other than this sort of muck from the ACC, sadly. And
yetwe still have to comment and be ‘engaged' so the elected members don't actively make
things worse, which I'm sure they'd love to.

It strikes me a lot of buses use Wakefleid street. Buses disgorging passengers onto a bike
lane sounds problematic. How would that work? Wouldn't it be better if it went down Flinders?

Yes, see above - it makes 5o much more sense to have the East-West mkepam ina slralgh(
line across Frankiin and Flinders Street, instead of this weird and (I suspect) mu

angemus *hookr mule) via Gawler Place There s o good reason from what | can see for the.
route -ifwe cycling
|Mraslruc1ure n Adelade 1 really mmk we shoma ry and get i gt

Please stop this project as there are major implications for parking for city schools such as St
Marys & CBC. The safety of both students and cyciists in Frankiin St particularly during
afternoon pick up time. We do not have other viable locations for pick up due to th
narrowness of Gray St and the bus stop and pedestrian crossing in Grote St for CBC
students. For St Marys college, the same applies with minimal locations for parents to pick up
/drop off in a safe way. Thanks.

The proposed design should be delivered as soon as possible, not delayed any longer. It il
increase the number of people cycling to the city, with the known benefits this brings for
health, environment and the city economy.

I have a ot of concerns locating this bikeway on Frankin st. Twice a day 'm at my daughters
school and the congestion and lack of parking is both frustrating and a safety issue. | believe
a bikeway will only add to the risk to student safety. Perhaps grote or waymouth st would be
a safer option,

Choose some quieter streets for these bike riders to have lanes.

Nil

As above. Flinders and Franklin St already a common route. Wakefield St has more large
trucks efc.

1 am concerned about the impact that the current usage would have on cydiists. At drop off
and pick up times there are hundreds of parents and children are moving through Frankiin St
There is a great possibility of collisions which would be dangerous for everyone concerned. A
different route should be considered

1hope this design / approach is eventually incorporated into more eastiwest and north/south
routes to create a connected network that | can trust and feel safe on.

As discussed above - | am unsure if Frankin street in particular is the right street to bring the
cyclists down from West Terrace as it would make more sense to divert them through another
r0ad (possibly Grote Street) towards Victoria Square which has sections of restricted speed
limits that would be less dangerous for cyciists.
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Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do

As a parent of a student at St Mary's College, | am concerned about the safety of students and cyclists during school
drop-off and pick-up times. Frankiin Street is already a nightmare to negotiate and Grote Street is even worse!
Remember, its a R-Y12 school

1 am a rider who rides regularly and uses Frome Street. On this occasion | can not support the proposal as a parent of
children who go to St Mary's College. No where in the concepts is the school adressed, nor how the safety of children
will be addressed in drop off zones that may cross the school entry or the removal of drop off zones completely.

As a user of Frome Street, it is risky enough that the odd pedestrian crossses without looking, how does the CoA
create a design to manage a concentrated volume of 5-17 year olds, a total 1200 kids?

Having separated bikelanes makes allthe difference when encouraging cyclists to commute. Im a female who is vary
wary of cycling in traffic and would feel a lot safer and motivated to cycle on a seperate cydle lane.

The proposed bike way goes past 3 city schools.
“This is going to make parking and drop off and pick up around 3 schools rather difficult,

By removing parking near these schools it will make it even more dangerous for the school kids specially as the
schools are R to 12 schools so parents need to be able to go into the schools as one have the kiss and drop zones.

1 think bike paths are important and we should encourage cyciing as much as possible

Bike infrastructure is really needed and this project will help.

The pedestrian pinch point on Froome st outside the rooftop garden hotel is problematic as the garden keep over
growing the narrow path, and pedestrians seem to stop on the bike lane on either end. Would like to see a different
solution to such cross overs

1 think less of toolkit 1 and more 2, 3, and 4 would be wonderful, but | understand that cost s a factor.

A 150 year old school stands on the corner of Frankiin, West Terrace, Grote Street and Gray Street. How do you
propose over 750 students get to school safely if the only drop off and pick up zone is removed?

The council is well aware that parking is an issue for parents and students outside St Mary's College, which has been
in its current location for 150 years. This will exacerbate the problem. Can this not be done elsewhere

I support this concept as a safer alternative for bike riders and pedestrians

As a rider, | would feel more exposed than usual. Itwould be a compromise for
the school issue, but would encourage barrer seperation.

Great! We need more in Adelaide!

City of Sydney?
No | have no interest in the city of Sydney

1 prefer on the edge of the street. But | guess the centre is better than nothing?
Centre bike lanes are dangerous and problematic. Most successful bike lanes are
to the side

It seems it would work better for navigating the dog-leg through Gawler Place, but
would be ‘scarier for inexperienced cyclists including children. Given the added
barriers to accessing the path | think | would end up just using the traffic lane. So |
don't support it

Either proposal s fine

1 don't like being so close to oncorning traffc.

It needs to be on a different Street, how do you propose the students of St Mary's.
College get to school safely?

No

Has a clear delineation between motorists and cyclists with physical safety

As a cyclist as well as a motorist, | understand the need to share the road, the design is not so much the issue, it is the barriers, but what are the traffic statistics of motor vehicles (including number of

fact it runs past St Marys College and is going to make the pick-up and drop off of my daughters logistically
challenging and place them and other students at risk, as there will be no kerbside drop point for motor vehicies.

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

D: idea outside StMarys College

Having a two-way bike lane on one side of the road, separate from cars, could be a better safer option.

Support the design - have some concers about passenger loading and door zone conflicts shown near the Ol
Calvary Hospital. The image makes this look like a conflict point. | would also like some more info on how the corners
are managed in terms of turning traffic and kerb treatments - theres a few issues on Frome Street with drivers waiting
in the separated lane and blocking it due to confusion.

Could you bring the zig-zag over to Wakefield down to Frome Rd? This would have the potential to create  bicycle
junction when the other West-East path is put in place.

Its long overdue

Traffic congestion in the city is already difficult and intense throughout the day. Adding a bike lane will only deteriorate
the traffic situation. This plan benefits a select few and u-saausnwges many, many more people. Ulimately, this is not
just a congestion issue, but a safety issue. With schools the planned bike path will cause more
chaos and potential for harm to our children, and this is selfish and unacceptable.

Ifear a bike land starting at the roundabout could be dangerous for both cyclists and drivers.

“The bike lane will be highly disruptive to the Park Wynd Hospital, Christian Brother College primary and secondary
schools and the business on Wakefleld Street. | work at a significant proportion of our clients are
elderly. They drive to Kain Lawyers and rely on the car parking on Wakefield Street.

it would be better to have a bike lane running all the way through Flinders Street and Frankin Street
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‘occupants of each vehicle) versus number of cyclists, as | said | am a cyclist as
well as a motorist; however, we need to think about the greater community and
how many people wil be affected by development of infrastructure such as this.

Sydney 727 | thought the East -west bikeway proposal was Wakefield Street to
Franklin Street Adelaide ?

It seems like a more dangerous option, as cyclists would need to cross traffic to
getinto and out of those lanes.

I can see this design working well for bicycle traffic which is ‘passing through’ but
makes it difficult for cyclists tuming off the lane and accessing destinations in the
city such as offices, shops etc. It also move cydlists our of the shade of street
trees into a separate island. It also does not link to the footpath network. In short
prefer the other design.

None. Hopefully the movement from the parklands to the central ward will be
smooth.

Don't doitl

It's an interesting approach, provided safe access to the centre of the street can
be guaranteed without delays or barriers to access. | would be concered that
cyclists would be uncomfortable and that would reduce engagement
(with the most vital part of the community - people who might switch to cycling if
they felt safer would reduce congestion more than established commuters)

1 work in the City and have been dropping my chid at St Marys.
College for 12 years. During this time | have witne; ear
s meriswin et and ke s proscod o el

the pedestrian crossing on Frankin Street whilst children are
crossing. Introducing more bike riders to this section of the City
would be adding further chaos to this already busy area. Traffic
and bike riders tuming into a Frankiin Street from West Terrace
are often blinded by early morning sun. This section needs to
have distractions reduced and visibity improved. Bikeways are
not suitable for roads that have high pedestrian loads, including
young children, which Frankiin Street does.

Again, my concerns are in regards to the school zone, there has
to be a viable/safe option for school drop-off and pick-u

No, I encourage it

‘Sharing with pedestrians is not always best, Some good
examples exist in other countries of separate lanes for walkers
and cyclists where possible.

Needs clear direction on right of way at intersections, especially
left turning vehicles across bike path

‘Same as Q2: | think less of toolkit 1 and more 2, 3, and 4 would
be wonderful, but | understand that cost is a factor.

A 150 year old school stands on the corner of Frankiin, West
Terrace, Grote Street and Gray Street. How do you propose.
over 750 students get to school safely if the only drop off and
pick up zone is removed?

No

There is going to be significant impact n the Drop off and Pick
up Zones at St. Mary's College on Frankiin Street. we need to
acknowledge this is the oldest inner city girls school in Adelaide
and out of the ~1000 gms (hal attend a ot of parents. wmk inthe
CBD or surrounds. | w

Gurrio oot and my wisat e Royal Adelaide Husmta\
Intensive Care Unit. We selected an college in the CBD for ease
of access and it would also further embed us into the Adelaide
CBD community, albeit we dwellin the west.

St Mary's College is very limited in where safe drop-off and pick-
up for students can be facitated, West Terrace is too busy,
Grote Street has traffic controls in place with lights and St
Patricks Church controlled parking and Gray street s too narrow.
If a bike way was put in (and as | have mentioned | am also a
cyclist was well as motorist and a CBD, worker and consumer)
this would forge young women, minors, to have to cross busy
streets wait in unsupervised lanes and alleys and walk
substantial distances to be picked up. This increases the risk of
motor vehicle accidents, pedestrian versus car colisions,
congestion in back sireets, young girls interactions with potential
citizens under the influence of substances in the inner city. This
would have a significant impact on this community on a large
scale in order to faciltate a smaller community of commuting
cyclists who have managed to safely navigate their way into and
out of the CBD up until now

1:am unsure how a Bike lane could safely co -exist with reverse
angle shortterm parking and drive through zone outside
SMCollege on Franklin Strest . It s chaotic enough at school
drop off and pick up time without adding cyclists to the equation
“They would not be able to mount the footpath for a safer
option as the students Are Exiting the school and waiting to
cross at the pedestran lights . Gray street / Frankin street s a
dangerous T junction as NO cars stop at the stop sign so
cyolists would get cieaned up there As wellas behind all the
reversing cars that struggle to Reverse and re enter the main
lanes
1 guess Ifthe bike lane was limited to times other than 0730 to
0900 and. 1430 t0 1600 it could possibly work
Butas a mother of 4 teenage bike riders | wouldn't be
encouraging them to ide their bikes along there . Too
dangerous with cars reversing and pulling out again in to
mainstream trafic.

Having a two-way bike lane on one side of the road, separate
rom cars, could be a better safer option.

The bikeway should be a straight and direct route through the
city e.g. Franklin and Flinders Street - | don't support the 'kink' in
the design as itis indirect and doesn't make sense.

'm pleased that Adelaide is looking at ways to make the city
more accessible to bike.

It would be better to have a bike lane running all the way through
Flinders Street and Franklin Street.

Prefer as much separation as possible to encourage new riders
Vertical flexi-posts are okay at the west end as proposed but
should be positioned in a wide visual separator.

We cant afford to lose any more parking spaces..and I'm sure it will look pretty but can you please factor in safety
peak hour traffic makes Frankiin and Grote Streets, around precautions for pedestrians (i. children), and for cydlists,
the school, fairly precarious already. especially in the morning rush hours.

For the school end, it creates too much risk for families a d
fiders crossing the bike lane into the school. Zebra
crossings across the lane like the Mantra in Frome Strert
are not practical for the volume and direction of foot traffic.

You really can't reduce these parking spaces they are
already too few of them.

I think its worth sacrificing done carparks No

While tis a problem o shop owners to take away any
parking space, the overall idea to decrease car traffic and
increase other transport makes the entire system work.

etter long term. Netherlands, denmark, so many positive
examples.

As much greenery as possible!

No, as | do not (excepton very rare occasions) drive fo the
aty.

A 150 year old school stands on the corer of Frankin, West
Terrace, Grote Street and Gray Street. How do you propose over
750 students get to school safely if the only drop off and pick up
zone is removed? The pick up drop off area and thr surrounding

A 150 year old school stands on the corner of Frankiin,
West Terrace, Grote Street and Gray Street. How do you
propose over 750 students get to school safely if the only
drop off and pick up zone is removed?

for many parents of new young students.

“This il reduce parking and safefy ouside of StMary's
t

College which is already difficult.

A physical barrier s a good idea, but s it really necessary. where
has this been derived from? what are the statistics in relating to
collisions a
drive this? Is it from the cycling community? is it making the CE
look "prettier"? Has the council got extra funds they don't know
what to do with?

If a Drop-off and pick-zone was integrated into Franklm
Street out the front of St. Marys
‘approximately a 4 motor vehicle between the hours ov
0800-0900 and 1500-1600 might work

Keeping parking separate would be safer, so dividing the
road into car-users and cyclist could be a safer option.

Need to manage loading / unloading carefully. Lots of
commercial deliveries and passenger loading in the
central areas could be an issue - blocking lanes etc.

‘The more landscaping and street trees the better

Since it looks like the layout will reduce the number of cars
that can park in the city, | look forward to more people
fiding as a result

Bus stop islands look like a lovely addition.

“The bike lane will be highly disruptive to the Park Wynd Hospital,
Christian Brother College primaryand soconday schoolsan e
business on Wakefield Street.| w

significant proportion of our Geniaare emeny They e o Kin
Lawyers and rely on the car parking on Wakefield Street.

Definitely in favour of advancing greening of the city streets -
reducing the “concrete wasteland” effect.
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parks are already being monitored by the council, making it difficult

nd motorists? what s the motivation to

Is there no other road that is a better option?... road without a school on it?

Grote Street may present a better option or part of the solution. Whilst the school has an entry.
atthis point, | suspect the volume of failies using the back entrance to the school would be
lower and car parking impacts less. The CoA could well do surveying people movements in
this area to make a data driven judgement.

The dog leg through Gawler place seems cumbersome. It seems to me that most cycling to
the east is currently on Fiinders and Pirie st with good access to the parklands

Continuing on Flinders would be much more in keeping with current paterns of where people
actually go and provide better access to the city centre.

Needs to be integrated across parklands paths - signs pointing to east west bikeway from
other paths

No.

A 150 year old school stands on the corner of Frankiin, West Terrace, Grote Street and Gray
Street. How do you propose over 750 students get to school safely if the only rop off and
pick up zone is removed? Grote Street has a bus stop and no access for parents. Gray Street
is far to narrow and has permit parking and West Terrace has no parking and is a very busy

H

How do you intend to ensure the safety of the students of St Mary's College, a proud school
at stood for over 150 years. How do you intend to ensure no child is hurt or killed during
drop off on what is already a very busy road?

Take it all the way down Wakefield street.

Why not move it to another, quitter East/West Street, Wright Street or Sturt Street? Or even
Grote Street it's wider.

These bike have a major impact on the flow of motorist traffic in the CBD | used to take.
Regent Street North when | worked at the old RAH and | remember when that bikeway went
in and the street lost a whole lane.

Think about this Adelaide Council, a bikeway is a good idea just not past the largest inner city
girls school in the Cf

1am very supportive of an East-West connector, if not more. Having the most separation
between cars and cydlists would be safest, but any improvements with dedicated cycling
space would be an advantage. Having said that, having only one e-w and one n-s connector
means there are huge areas in the city that are stillrelatively unsafe to reach by bike, so
money may be better spend improving the bike lanes in all roads rather than focussing on a
single road.

The same suggestion as before - to make the path diverge on Frome Rd instead

Itwould be better to have a bike lane running all the way through Flinders Street and Frankiin
Street.
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Yes, with minor changes

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do

1 see your note of “Schools require drop offipick up areas. There are a number of schools along the route, including
Christian Brothers College, St Aloysius College and St Mary's College.

« Existing drop offfpick up zones will be integrated into the new bikeway design with great consideration to safety.”
however would like an assurance that there wil be no less than the current numbers of parks for those pick p zones
atthe schools

‘The Bikeway design shows that the St Mary's school drop-off zone and the angle car-parking on Franklin st will
virtually disappear.

The proposed East -West corridor will undoubtedly increase the bicycle traffic passing the school significantly.
There's no analysis in the Council's proposal estimating this increase in bicycle traffic. Many Bike riders already ride
through the red light on the pedestrian crossing outside the St Mary's school. You only have to stand there for 10-
minutes in the moming or aftemoon to witness this. This may only be a small percentage of riders, but f the bicycle
traffic is doubled, tripled, et then so will the number of riders ignoring the light. How can the Council expect this
behaviour to suddenly chang

Bicycles should be speed limited when passing through school zones as well

cuts through already busy and congested school zone

How willthis affect the drop off and pick up of children at St Mary's College on Frankiin Street? It appears that the
majority of parallel parks will be lost which will cause major issues at the busiest time of the day for both parents and
bike commuters.

My children go to St Mary's college, at drop off and pick up the street is already congested with traffic and difficult to
park. The proposed bike lanes will only add more traffic and limit parking spaces. Also the space around the school
should be a 25 kilometres zone between 8-9am and 3-4pm.

I think this s still substandard and too narrow, but the constant delays by councillors is ridiculous, pathetic and
embarrassing to Adelaide. Not to mention how dangerous the current painted lanes are. We need to get this buit asap

Taking the bike path along Franklin Street seems counter intuitive. | make this statement on three main facts:
1) Itwill liely create issues for the drop off and collection of students at St Mary's College - specifically placing moving

Bicycles would have to cross traffic lanes to tun left orright. This basically

doubles the ‘points of confiict with vehicles and the risk.

1 think it will take up too much space.

Don't even waste your time looking into it. Most likely this was introduced by one
of the 1950's "Team Adelaide" Councillors trying to cause further delays and

eventual cancelation of this

cyclists between car parks and the foot path. Many parents have multiple children and need to be able 1o trust that they

can safely walk from the car to the footpath without supervision whilst providing direct supervision to younger children.
Bicycles are quiet and give little warning of approach to children moving from parked cars. Children likewise can step
out in front of bicycles creating hazards.

2)You are creating a two way cycle way in a one way street in Gawler Place. This stretch of Gawler Place is often
frequented by home\ess people due 1o its use by services such as Fred's Van and whilst not the case for all, many

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes

No, do something different

No, do something different

buse issues and bicycles on this stretch of the pathway would create hazards in

3)"5 slrangh( line approach was adapted along Grote Street there would be o interference with St Mary's main drop
off area. No dog leg creating two way traffic in a one way street on Gawler Place.

Linking the Adelaide University accomodation facilities on Grote Street to the Frome Street Bikeway and therefore
directly to the University. Bicycle traffic direct to the Adelaide Central Markets driving an increase in business. Would
utilse the existing bicycle lanes through Victoria square. Would place a direct link to Victoria Square - the traditional
home of the Tour Down Under increasing safety during this event AND showcasing Adelaides Bicycle services to the
world.

1 have been a regular commuter cyclist for many years. In recent years | have ridden E/W from Grenfel St to West
Terrace and then south on the West Terrace shared use path. While there are bicycle lanes along the route | use there
are inadequate as on many days | encounter vehicles stopped in the bike lane o encroaching on the bike lane as they
drive past. Separated bike lanes are the way to go!

‘The designs do ot show how a safe drop off and pick up zone for students can co-exist with a bike path unless the
bike path is builtin the midde of the road.

1 hoped for something better than this route with a kink in the middle, but I take whatever poor offerings are available
from ACC 50 | can cycle more safely. It took 15 minutes to find the design pdf on your web-site, not exactly drawing
attention to it nor did you provide adequate time for community feedback.

As a cyclist who travels from Mile End to East Tce almost daily for work and leisure, using Henley Beach Rd - Currie S
- Grenfellis by far the quickest, most prioritised (minimal stopping) route.

The proximity to amenity, being Rundie Mall, Hindley St and Rundle St, restaurants & bars, offices, major services
(Services SA), education facilties (TAFE, Uni SA) and minimal on-street parking that may need to be removed should
be the obvious choice for a bikeway.

Restaurants would enjoy further alfresco dining, patrons would enjoy not eating next to a parked car, cydlists would
benefit from the increased safety in lighting and population at night time.

The concrete slnp in the middle of the road could even allow for a centred bike way if the road was too narrow to
accom

Wi mors mnmmaung to ride next to, |find buses and bus drivers can navigate cyclists much better than the
everyday driver that is not professionally trained to look for hazards.

I've had more almost accidents and road rage incidents with cars that were tuming without looking and driving slowly
in bike lanes looking for a park that the more cars are deterred away from Currie - Grenfell the better.

Public transport commuters (both buses and taxi services), pedestrians and cyclists would be better off and would
enjoy quicker travel times if cars were diverted o an alternative road - with priority ight access for cars to get across
the city quickly.

Finally, the dog leg approach simply won't work. Why would a cyclist, trying to get to the other side of the city quickly
wait at the Gawler place lights, to follow the route around to Wakefield s, instead of continuing onto Flinders St. Why
would they travel further away from their destination (assuming they are trying to Gonnect to the above listed places of
interest and amenity) to only tum North at Frome St and travel back over the distance they have just cycled?

In short they wouldn'. they (1) would continue straight onto the adjoining roads in both directions, as | currently do
without issue.

Cyclists have the convenience of going anywhere, they willfind the most convenient route regardless of the
infrastructure in place. If you want to keep cydiists on bike paths and off footpaths and roads, then you need to ensure
the infrastructure is the most convenient for their journey. | don't believe the option proposed is anywhere near the mos|
convenient.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

‘The fact that you don't yet know Ifits legal yet suggests you don't take this option
seriously. | don't mind it personally, it would address my concerns with regard to
the bike lanes existing between car parks and the footpath at school zones.

Not i favour. | worry about cars crossing the middle. | feel lie they would be less.

likely to give way than the left side option.

This s an excellent design option that meets the needs of cydlists whilst
preserving safe entry and exit to businesses. Less impact on parking.

I think this will discourage cycling by less confident riders.

It's a very bad idea likely to confuse cyclists and drivers alike. However Sydney
also has considerably less traffic in the CBD, 5o its nothing like Adelaide.
Thankfully so, as Sydney CBD is now overdeveloped, sterile, ugly and lacking in

green space and facilities for citizens.

Ifthis is in fact the safest option for cyclists, based on modelling. Then I'm happy

tosee this option go aheat

t

‘This would be a better option than the one fike Frome Rd has

118

How many bicycles are expected to use this new East-West

path? Its a lot of money spent catering for maybe 5 - 10,00

tiders, compared 1o the 100,000's cars that use Frankiin Street
ach year.

The bikeway design has Bicycle Riders passing across the
Frankiin St Bus Station, so there is a significant hazard with
Heavy Vehicie interaction. There's also the Electric Car
Charging Station. Electric Cars present unique hazards to
bicycle riders because they are sient

Similarly, on Wakefield st, the proposed bicycle path passes
across the front of the City's main Fire Station!

It too big

Too narrow, should be min 3m. The dog leg is rubbish t0o, but
1'l take anything that demonstrates Adelaide moving into the
21st century

The Grote to Wakefield route has less dwould |

Franklin Stwill be reduced to a single lane in either
direction during the daytime, because of the proposed
parallel car parking on the outer lanes. Viehicle traffic will

e be Intenrupted by divers tying t reverse paralll 721 anes andior increases commuting tmes, s smply not

park retaiers.
| would like iarification on the 0ss of short term parking

cutside the St Mary's Gollege on Frankin Street

| think it wil take up t May parking spaces. No

Build more separated bike paths and many of those parks
become unnecessary

mean this design is less flawed

Would prefer all on one street

It does not accommodate school drop off and pick up. Itis not
safe for our students o for cyclists

Build itt

Better than nothing. Flexiposts are asking for cyclist and

pedestrian deaths and injuries - 'sorry mate, | didn't see you' as.
cars can run over them. ['ve seen ‘pedestrian refuge’ barriers of
steel that have clearly been crushed by cars and these flexiposts

are no barrier at all. The temporary planter boxes are an
and a visual obstacle

nesd 1o cross a bkeway, yollgou et GeL Wi anting (he

street trees.

daressed my bou I have addressed my concerns above

By and large the design allows for separated bike lanes
without significant loss of parking. Adelaide is said to have
more car parks per head of population than other capital
cities - the loss of a few will not impact business, and if
‘anything encouraging more pedestrian / cycling traffic has
been shown to benefit businesses.

ere is nothing wrong with the layou, it just reduces
available parking for the school at peak times. There is
ltte attention given to the need for deliveries to school or
buses for camps and excursions.

I support it I support them

1 see no reason for there to be on-street parking for
anything but commercial vehicles. Adelaide is dominated
by parking garages. | have rarely, if ever, used on-street
 Parking in Adelaide s the time limis are short and
inflexible.

‘They are nothing to do with the bikeway and should not be
included in bikeway funding.

Ihave an issue with the reduced parking along Wakefield
Stin particular near Christian Brothers College. This is
going to cause major problems during school pick up and
drop off. As | live near the showgrounds when | drop my
son offfor school it is on the southern side of Wakefield St
in front of Calvary Care Office. | come down Hut S, tum
‘down Angus Stand go down the side street to Wakefield
Stand tum left and park in front of Calvary Care Offce if
there are parks available in the moring. The reason | park
on the southern side is | can't tur right from Frome Rd
‘onto Wakefield St during morning peak hour since the
Bikeway was built on Frome Rd. Ifa similar Bikeway to
Frome Rd was built on Wakefield St there would be
nowhere to drop my son off safely for school as there
would be o parks available if the numbers are reduced. |
would have to stop in the middle of Wakefield St to let him
out and that i very unsafe. A lot of carparks are taken up.
already by the time | drop my son off around 8:15am and
when my wite picks him up around 3pm there are none
available and she has to go around the block a few times
before one does become available. Parking is already at a
premium during the day along Wakefield St and if it was
reduced you would be forcing people to park in other
streets and in the case on the southern side it would be the
fe streets and even Angas St f there was any available
there as wel
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'd love to see some trees and planter boxes along Frankiin St.
ACC could learn a lot from similar planting schemes in the UK.
But, i it creates unnecessary congestion, reduces the number of

warranted nor does it help the city workers, the economy or its

1 would prefer you consider an alternative route that did not involve passing four schools.
(CBC two campuses, St Aloysius and St Marys).

ACG needs to investigate an altemative route -ie: Why not put the East-West bikeway down
Grote and Wakefield Streets. Both are much wider than Frankiin st and have less vehicle
traffic and pedestrians. Put both east and west bound bike lanes beside each other along the
northern side of the street, replacing the parking bays on that side of the road. This
minimises vehicle traffic interaction and is doesn't occupy any existing vehicie lanes.

Why does every roadway in the city have to include bicycle lanes’

The traffic on West Tce and at the North & West Tce intersection in the mornings is
horrendous. I'd rather see the City Council address that problem before catering to Bicycle
riders who don't pay registration, insurance or city parking fees (and who are stila small
minority of commuters & voters)

The Frankiin/ Flinders should have been kept instead of the dogleg. Other suggestions- all
council decisions need to be based on science and facts, not some councillors opinions or the.
wishes of the people who hold their leashes

1 have addressed my concerns above

EastWest along Frankin/Flinders St would be ideal, but that's not going to happen. The
proposed route along Frankin / Wakefield Sts is the next best thing. Build i!!

11ind the consultation process severely lacking. | also cannot understand why there has been
o effort in the inital design to show how the needs of the school might be taken in to account
Surely if the decision has been made regarding the route, the iniial plan would take into.
account the presence of three large colleges along that route.

We leant of the project through the media. When consultation finally happened we were
given 9 days to circulate it to our community. The process reflects poorly on the council.

1 would prefer a more northern E/W corridor, but this is a good start

Alignment? Yes, it would be a good idea to have an aligned East-West bikeway that would
be easy to use but then that might encourage more cyclists which is clearly not the ACC
agenda

Cars do ot look for cyclists in separated bike lanes before tuning left, one ride on the Frome
St bikeway will quickly have a cyclist realising they need to gauge what the slowing car is
doing before continuing through an intersection. It needs to be clear which road user needs to
be looking out for the other, either a reminder sign for cars or signage for bikes - whichever
user the onus lies with

Why does the Bikeway in the current design go up Gawler Place then along Wakefield St?
Why can't it keep going straight along Fiinders.
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RIDICULOUS! No city in the world that has a successfully integrated CBD
transport system has a separated bikeway in the centre of the road. It will wreak
havoc and will not be safe. REMEMBER THE FIRST ITERATION OF THE
FROME ST BIKEWAY THAT AT CONSIDERABLE COST WAS
CONSTRUCTED ONLY TO BE RIPPED UP AND REPLACED VERY SOON
Why is the council now seeking further consultation in what appears to be an attempt to delay? The Frome Street  AFTER BEING BUILT???
bikeway has been proven to be safe and successful and E/W bikeway is designed from that model. Considerable time I reside and work in the CBD and traverse Frome street daily and that first design

ctesouroes have sty been expend so why i ask o sometinderent Thar you fo wasingfme an s ok sl gt users (i ol and i) i ok uncerstan | STREET, top st tme i our ety focona (ghing anour ety (aclon g an nnecessary selys. Siop | 19ingan unnesessny ety Stop prevarcang SN

resources and OUR money Mary Couros. to navigate that bikeway safely in accordance with the road rules. | saw car v
cyclist accidents and many near misses. The centre lane design will be create the
same havoc. Stop wasting time and money with ridiculous designs that wil prove
costly when it needs to be replaced in what appears to be a thinly veiled attempt
to appease motorists by being seen to try and save a few car spaces. | am both a
cyclist and a motorist biw.

1do not feel this would be as safe and therefore not be used as much by riders
who are less confident when riding next to cars.

Just look at world best practice in countries such as Netherlands, Denmark,
Sweden etc, | never saw a centre cycleway when | lived there.

Why not use Frome St as the route to go from Wakefield to Franklin/Flinders Sts.
Plus allow bikes to tur left on a red arrow, f safe to do so.

‘Agree in principle - any bikeway is safer than cycling with cars. Would be
interested to see in action (video of where it is used elsewhere) - concerns re
where to get off when visiting businesses along the bikeway.

Appreciate the higher safety proposed for cyclists commuting through the city.

I have ridden this type of bikeway in Barcelona and whilst it was different to what |
rk

For consistency with the Frome St pathway, the new sections. shuu\dd be able o be easily recognised and navigated by , 18°° TCEEN TS VPR & Y

cars and bikes using the experience that has already been achieve

A connected bikeway from the west to the east of the CBD is long overdue. This is urgently needed to provide safety
for current cyclists and invite more people to cycle through the city. Cycling has several benefits in terms of our health,
social, economic and environmental sustainability and such a project will benefit all users of the city including the
business owners.

It works well in many college towns | lived in while in the USA. | doubt that
Australian drivers are sophisticated enough to cope with it

1 do not support the proposed design principle. | have observed several near misses (between bike riders and people
exiting venicles), where the the bike lane is between a footpath and parked cars. Given that the proposed route s past A central bike lane is a more appropriate design, but requires sufficient width in
several schools, where there will be child transportation, | believe this will resultin injuries to persons. It s reasonable  the road. The width is present in Wakefield Street, but not on Frankin street.

to foresee children exiting vehicles without due care.

‘The issue of making turns to the leftor right would be problematic unless ata
major intersection. Looks like once you're on it you're on it to the end!

s very dangerous now Wllh school traffic in front of st Mary s censge Adding a bike lane would be a huge mistake.
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rning and aft Do not do it

the m off
Many problems. It would only e e e e e e S

A good start - please do more of these. Adelaide s a great place for cycling - the city and surrounding area s flat and
the weather is generally mild and warm. If only the street designs were not so focused on cars!

Uttimately cars take up too much space, cause too much congestion (and pollution) and make the city unfriendy for | don't of as they are harder to d make it
‘foot raffic' that are necessary for street level retail, hospitality and entertainment type businesses - the lfe of a city.  dangerous for more vunerable / cautious cydlist as they will more often need to
With the right cycling infrastructure - safe and easy to use, cyclists very easiy convert into foot traffic for businesses. A cross roads to access the bikeway.

person in a car is travelling fast and it is difficultfor them to, on impulse, stopipark and visit a business. It's very easy

for a person on a bicycle to stop and make an impulse visitto a business that caught their eye. And when moving 5o with street side faciliies, a cyclist in a city context are easily able stop to visit
around the city it's easy for a cyclist to quickly travel from one part to another where a person who has parked their car shops, restaurants etc But in the middle of the road they are segregate

might be reluctant to try to move it or walk longer distances away from it o visit various businesses. ing this therefore reducing one of the key advantages of riding in the city -
People who do bring their cars would be better served by multi-story car park buildings - getting their vehicles out of  which is to increase ‘foot traffc' o the various retailers/business in the city.

the way of providing access and faciliies at street level as discussed above.

Itis a great idea and will encourage people to commute to work by bike rather than car. I really like the proposed design,

The roads used should be grote st and wakefield. Why the dog leg? Looks good, i it can work it would help issues with parked cars and driveways

I have used similar to these in Manhattan, NY and they work surprisingly well. So

saying NY car drivers are very respectful unlike Adelaidians who seem to tum into

make it EW psychopaths as soon as they get in a car. | have lived in North American, Europe
and Asia and Australian drivers rank the worst in respect for other road users,
Needs cultural, legal and liability changes.

'd support this design — assuming there is no vehicle traffic turning across the
bike lane involved. Would also require bike traffic lights o be installed as part of
the design.

Generally a big improvement on the current situation. Will there be traffic lights for cyclists at eye level?

1 am sincerely and foremost concerned with child safety particularly on Wakefield st and Frankiin st where CBC and st
marys college are situated and believe this proposal wil heighten the risk of children being harmed particularly as the
bikeway crosses a number of city schools and is between a footpath and parked cars that are already congested and
difficultfor parents or grandparents doing pick ups and drop offs. | have seen lots of near miss accidents particularly at
peak times.

There does not appear to be rationale for the selection of Franklin street being a
one lane road to appropriately accommodate this design.
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Itis based on existing designs that have proved to be effective
and safe. REMEMBER THE FIRST ITERATION OF FROME

get it done.

Have i ke the Frome St design. No point renventing the wheel (2.

Fully supportive of the design.

No comment

Frome Rd most valuable

Its taken long enough!

Take it up to Pirie then waymouth. Avoid Franklin street

Please do this and more as soon as possible.

Great design. It's definitely a move in the right direction

I ike the greening ideas. Need more of his.
More for the cyclist, stop compromising the cycling lane for
carparks, and bus islands. The bus can just stop further out and
have cars wait behind.

make it truly E-W

It's a huge improvement over the current lanes.

No

Itis based on existing designs that have proved tobe It s based on existing designs that have proved to be effective and It is based on existing designs that have proved to be effective and safe. Stop wasting time
effective and safe. Stop wasting time and OUR money with safe. Stop wasting time and OUR money with your petty factional - and OUR money with your petty factional fighting and unnecessary delays. REMEMBER THE
FIRST ITERATION OF FROME STREET. Stop prevaricating and get it done and do it right

prevaricating and get it done. the first time with a PROVEN EFFECTIVE SAFE DESIGN |E. CURRENT DESIGN

There will be issues outside schools - CBC in particular - during the busy drop off and pick up
none times. Itis an issue already with cars stopping/slowing to park, or even stopping in the bike

As long as car doors do notprotrude the bike ane when
e Iane to make the drop off.

More than enough parking in the pmposed layout. There
‘are many other options around the CBD and by
encouraging safer cycling routes, this. shouid levists the
need for cars, thus lowering the required parking,

Would prefer to see a solid EAST-WEST bikeway on one street only, however understanding

Fully supportive of thelftbposed imPrajgfiagts- the constraints, this is a great alterative option

It's good enough to move forward, rather than stil be talking in 10 years.

The route alignment with the dogleg s ludicrous. Is the Council really balking at the threat
reported in the Tiser that some group of lawyers may 'sue' if you remove council owned
parking? May the gods help us if that is true. Make a straight east west bikeway. Parking: we
have per capita some ridiculously huge number of spots compared to every other capital city
in the country. It regrettable that the Council operates in such a mediocre manner that this
is the best t could do.

While | commend the principle of improving bike accessibility and safety, | believe the
proposed design and route will put peoples safety and health at risk - especially children. |
believe the route selected is not logical for the following reasons:
). The route diverts from one of the widest streets in the CBD, to one of the narrowest and
most congested. Removing parking spaces will most likely result in parents ‘Girciing the block'
and illegally parking - negating the intended benefits from the proposal
‘The proposal of cars parking parallel o the kerb along the rough creating traffic blocks and adding to the existing congestion and risk of accident.
western section of Frankiin Street will severely limit 2). Children will make poor decisions when exiting cars andlor crossing Frankiin St (for
parking capacity at the school at the end of Frankin Street example, being distracted by their phones). Should the proposal proceed, it will only be a
(St Mary's). | have noticed extreme congestion at school matter of time before a child is struck by a bike rider or distracted motorist. | have observed
pickup time. | have also notice a large number of students children being directed by parents to quickly move to the footpath as soon as they exit their
being picked up by (presumably) grandparents, who have vehicles - children will not instinctively ook out for bike riders.
limited physical capacity to park on adjacent streets and 3). Guardians will be forced to park further and further from the school, resulting in children
walk to the school to collect their young grandchildren. having to walk longer distances to their guardian's cars - increasing the chance of an accident
occurring. Furthermore, lder, more feeble grandparents may not be able to walk the longer
distances resulting in them not being able to transport children to and from school.
4). According to the map provided, the western parklands bike lane directly connects to Grote
street, which tums to Wakefield St and directly connects to the eastern bike path. This seem
like the most rationale route. Why Frankiin street was chosen is unclear - there is no rationale
provided in the proposal

No comment

Strely the idaa woulkibe to move cars OUT of th city 1o Straight along Flinders St would have been a lot neater.

encourage more use of bus, tram, and bike. Fewer parking
spaces would do that nicely. Drivers need to realise that
their days should be numbered.

Use left turn arrows (red ones) for cars to allow straight ahead cyclists time to get ahead of
cars. On Frome, 100 often cars try and turn left across the front of the cyclists if they aren't
away the moment the light turns green.

Every car not parking in the city makes space for at least 4
people on bikes o visit the city. So replacing car parks
with well designed bicycle facilties that encourage people
o visit the city by bicycle will ultimatelly allow more people
o visit the city and make the streets more friendly for
people moving around the city.

Once again, this s a brilliant proposal and the greater safety for

I work on Wakefield street and have no issues with the B
. cyclists will only lead to less congestion on the roads.

proposed parking layou
Do more for the bikes. Some of the toolkits proposed - bus island,
stillhave to narrow the bike lane. This s your chance to make a
great wide dedicated bike path without compromises. The council
website goes on about all the benefits of riding for the individual
and the community. So lets do something about it and not half
baked.

Again, there are plenty of other roads cars can used if they cant
wait behind a bus - better stil they may get on their bikes.

Just get rid of all the parking. We are talking about one.
continuous street for bikes. There is plenty of other roads
‘and parking cars can use.

Prioritise bikes first, then public transport and greening the streets. This is one street of the
many that we can dedicate to the project. Lets make it worthwhile and something to be proud
of.

other than provision for the disabled,  failto see why
Adelaide’s streets all have to have on street parking -

people can walk - s good for their health. Many cities are More trees please
pedestrianizing their streets (e.g. Paris) - why not

Adelaide?

1 would not tum onto the Gawler Place dogleg - it would be dangerous and time consumin
Make it E-W as the name suggests. Wakefeld is reasonably rdable at present and crossing
Vic q is ok; Just need 1o sort out Grote by the market - remove cars, move car part
entrances (isn't this all about to be redeveloped?)

Its not the ideal alignment, but anything is a bonus over what we have now. It would be great
to see more wide(r) paths throughout the parklands to entice cydlists off the not particularly
great lanes on the arterial roads from the city.

‘The only good parking is no parking. So, its a good
‘compromise.

1 don't support the proposal for the following reasons:
- no supporting evidence of a cost benefits analysis ie community
survey results showing there is a great demand for more bike
riders in the city and that the benefits to this small group will
outweigh serious child and others' safety risks and possible further
traffic congestion. Where is the demand and evidence of this?
- further limited parking spaces adding to the congestion at school
pick and parents not foll te signage
increasing chid safety risk
The proposed layout will decrease parking capacity - children get easily distracted by their peers and morning and
around city schools particularly at west end of Franklin st aftemoon rush to be expected to perceive oncoming bike traffic
(st marys college) likely to cause further angst or llegal  between descending from cars and approaching the footpath and
manoeuvres for parents picking or dropping off their it vice versa.
Kids, increasing child safety risk and contesting small - no logical rationale for selecting Frankiin st - this is not No
arow side stests f they @ requiad o park frther out,  appropriste given a onelane oad tht s kel o gat further
I'm also concerned for elderly caregivers or congested an schools in peak times that is
who shouldn't be expected to park long distances from the only sum)unded by very narrow ita oo already do not
school. iave capacity to carry the extra traffic that will result in reduced
parking spots on Frankiin
-as a parent | urge you to reconsider more appropriate routes that
will not impact on child safety risk, create bottie necks and reduce
parking capacity particularly around large populated city schools
like CBC and st marys college. Its foreseeable that harm will come
toa bike ider or child in the proposed design and it doesn't seem
logical to implement this along streets that are heavily populated
with chidren and accompanying caregivers who aren't aiways.
physically able to move quickly and avoid harm
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The overall design is heavily compromised, likely because the design guidelines are based on inferior and often
dangerous Austroads guidelines, written by engineers and designers who lack the many decades of design experience
that Dutch designers have (see the CROW manuals that are published in English for superior design principles).
Flexi-posts are extremely ugly and provide no safety benefits - cyclists in the USA have been killed when vehicies have:
simply driven over the flexposts. | strongly urge the council to avoid this design, lest someone be killed!

There is fisk of conflict ho seem 1o be unaware
that they must not stop over the bike way. This has already been a problem with the north-south bikeway and simply.
painting it green has not solved the problem.
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1 don not understand why the council insists on such poor
compromises such s the strange dogleg through Gawier
place? I also suggest Cat it e from
overseas e decades of experience

Some form of additional communication/education of drivers is needed to reduce this confiict In European countries, conflicts at i
the bike way is often raised and those small give way triangles are painted before the bikeway to indicate that motor

vehicles should not block the bike way. Parking garages in particular, such as the one on Gawler Place is a source of

significant conflict.

‘The sharp angles around the outdoor dining (page 12) should also be avoided as they are an additional source of

causing crashes. For example, disabled cyclists with wide tricycles could easily clip the kerbs trying to negotiate the.

It's a terrible idea that will cause many unexp

The bikeway needs to be of significant width (in most, but not all sections) to allow overtaking, for example for a cyclist
to overtake a slow moving 80cm wide tricycle or cargo bikes.

No

| any ssparetoe bike wey wil bo greet Really lie this idea as it doesn't take away as much of the road area. Issues with
cyclists having to look both ways for cars tuming across the path though
1 believe you will not be able to safely and effectively control all the requirements at the many different venues along th:
proposed EW bikeway route.
| speak as a teacher at & on Frankiin St
School drop off zones are dangerous places at the best of times - congested and filed with cars jostiing for position.
People are in a hurry and take risks. | can't see how you can combine this with peak hour bicycle traffic and not have
accidents. Chidren often don'tlook; parents are busy; doors will be opened into oncoming cyclists; children will
inevitably run across the bikeway. This will all be aggravated by the loss of existing drop off spacelcar parks. This
doesn't even begin to take into account the peak hour vehicle thru traffic. You would have to reduce the speed to 40 or
even 25kmh KMH for all the stretches i front of schools to minimise the dangers of serious injury or death.

Prhis could possibly work but once again | believe you would be looking at speed
limit reductions. You may then have to consider how this might funnel more cars
into parallel streets.

1 used to regularly cross Grote St at the pedestrian crossing in front of St Patricks
twice a day. Every teacher at St Marys willtell you that they experience cars go
through that red light atleast once a week. | once crossed five lanes of traffic on a
green walk signal only to be nearly killed by a council garbage truck cruising
through the red light on the curbside lane.

‘- The green surface in the current design only is present where there is a point of conflct between cars and bikes. The.
green surface should extend for the entire length of the bikeway, to make visually clear that the area is for bikes only
and not e.g. pedestrians, making a clear visual line for cyclists to follow.

- The bicycle turning areas are inadequate as they require crossing 2 or more lanes of traffic without protection from a
signalised crossing. A better alternative would be provision and signage for hook tums at intersections so that cyclists.
do not need 1o cross lanes of traffic to turn right.

- Protective kerbs between the bike lane and vehicle lanes are appreciated, though they must be continued through to
each intersection and not be merged with a left tur lane, and are preferable to flexi-posts or line marking as they
provide a safe, sheltered barrier from motor vehicles.

“The proposed City of Sydney design is not riendly to cyclists, as they can only.
enter or exitthe cycleway at signalised intersections, making it difficult o pull off

onto the cycleway to engage with businesses along the foute or to enter or exit
a5k sroet hat s ot at 8 signalised intersection. Cycling in a corridor with fast
moving vehices on either side is not a pleasant experience for cyclists, even if the
route is fully segregated. It does not easily allow for faster cyclists to overtake
slower cyclists, and cyclists with mechanical problems cannot easily pull over to
the footpath to make repairs without blocking up the bike lane for other users.

not too keen on this as you have to cross a lane of raffic to get to the path

1 would fully support this bike way, in fact | am now further encouraged to cycle to work. | feel that | can travel safely to
North Adelaide from the West but feel more vulnerable once in the city.

I think we should retain bikeways on teh left sides of the roads, Adelaide drivers

itis essential to get an east west bikeway - Id prefer it didn't crank at Gawler Place but rather ran a straight line have roubls as s et lons something ke this

O O E T ALy B Turning only at signalized intersections is very limiting for bicycle users and will
only resultin cyclist frustrations,
Don't prefer this option as doesn'tfeel safe riding down the middle of traffic and
Design looks great.
turning off lane s restricted to intersections.
Yes. Get rid of the dog leg please. s just pandering to a noisy minority. Keep it
going all the way down Flinders Street

A chbmaunn of vertica flex posts and Physica green buffers would be ideal,as hisis visibe fom most heights and 1 iec o 10 how cycists safely ext the central bike lane

angles

Prefer Gawler Place change of alignment NIA

Please do not use the option where the bikeway is in the middle of the road. 'm hoping that my children can use the

bikeway to get to school/ Uni. That option isn't tested or safe. Awiul, 55 above dont doft. Ifs not safe, not tested

Wakefield Street Bus stops/queues to be on sireet side and separated bike path to run behind/to the left near footpath.
Pedestrian and cyclists are far more compatible to share space. Buses and cars are also compatible to share space.
Bus stopping areas should be on one lane of the street with one free lane for vehicies. Ending the bike lane to move
buses off of the street defeats the purpose of a separated bike lane.

It would be impracticable in this situation. Cyclists wilbe looking to turn off at
many locations along the path. This would require an excessive walt times at
traffic lights and make cycling unviable to many.

Do ot support.
A cycleway should encourage users of all ages and abiliies. A centre cycleway
will encourage fewer new users to give it a try.

have vehicles crossing cycleway cross a threshold, ie raised surface or texture to clearly indicate they are the guest, to There is more than enough space on Adelaide’s roads for one way on each side.

give way in that circumstance Centre of the road makes it more difficultfor users to access businesses on side
of road. Two-way centre bike way will create dangerous situation with drivers
turning across.

Having a bike lane in the midde of the street seems unsuitable. Cyclists will need
o tum off at many locations. Being in the centre would mean longer commutes

Ending the bike lane to move buses off of the street defeats the purpose of a separated bike lane. and excessive wait imes at traffic lights

Disagree with dedicated bike lanes, particularly in high congestion areas such as St Mary's College. Suggest altemate
streets with no schools

'm a long term cyclist but also a business owner who has recently taken over a new lease at  Wakefield Street. Our | really like that it would most likely losses of
business is only one but we are an allied health clinic seeing muliple clients on an hourly basis. Disability Parking  car parking. It also encourages people parking especially with young children or
access nearby and vertical parking bays would cater not only for our business but many others along this section of  disability access to access the pedestrian walkway without having to negotiate a
Wakefield Sireet. | have some concerns about any loss of parking especially forthe Chistian Brother College opposit busy bike pth between thepaked vetice and the sidewal. | beive it also
our business location and other businesses, Jists more visible 10 motorists and therefore safer for al.

the proposed design does not sustainably accommodate disability access, not does it satisfactorily accommodate
enough parking for the school and local businesses.

“This is a preferrable option, to maintain the volume of parking and the relative
‘ease of access for people with disabilities.

1 am a rehabilitation provided situated on Wakefield street opposite the old hospital. As with many other providers in
this medical precinet, this protect will impact our clients (often with disability access requirements) capacity to access.

our service. Both parking numbers and the works themselves will significantly affect the viability of this site. As. E=] Possibly a preferred option if existing perpendicular parking can be retained
other businesses have, we are recovering from COVID and have recently committed to a 5 year lease in this locatior

We are a small business. This project will affect both our capacity to provide care, and our profitabiliy/ viability.

The bike park MUST continue straight on the road. Asking riders to turn off and on again is ridiculous.
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knowing what is and isn't e B usage.
Rather than Australian designers who have very litle experience
and seem to want to "re-invent" the design, using poor choices
that have already shown o be problematic overseas.

Build it

The deviations of the bike lanes around the kerb. Droluberanoes
appear to be quite sharp and perhaps the comers coul

made more rounded. A raised section may be used to =
cyclists down in these areas. No mention is made about
provision of bicycle parking along the footpath areas to allow
cyclists to safely stop to visitlocal businesses. The route should
run behind bus stops along the foute to allow for passengers to
alight and board without nterference from passing cydists.

It looks good

It seems a good design - anything to get cydling safer especially
with the kids

The Frome St bikeway is working well and the design similar to
this would be great.

The Frome Street bikeway is excellent so using that as a guide
would be the way o go.

A balance of safety, access and greening is required, with
ongoing and inclusive stakeholder engagement to foster the
projects success

Concept has merit where roads chosen have reasonable width

Mostly | would just ike it completed and think most of the design
elements are good enough

The City (and Council) needs to start taking cycling seriously
and put ts emphasis on everyday people cycling for all ages
and abilities. A single route in each direction across the city is
the most basic of provision when there are 5/10 options for
driving. We need a real step-change with provision across these.
corridors and the city-centre.

The alignment appears to funnel people cyciithrough some of
the least active frontages where people might actually ke to
fide 1o destinations like workplaces, cafes, markets and places
of social activty.

See above comments. | think its very diffcult to satisfy both
cyclists, local businesses and safety of everyone. | encourage
that Adelaide Council do their best to minimise car parking
losses in whichever design is chosen. That is is most important
factor for me.

see point 2 response.

Only in relation to the above concems

Okay ok

City should have less parking

If you are to have any hope of this working in pick up/drop
off zones outside schools you wil have o have a buffer
between the parking and the bike lane wide enough for a
car door to open and children to unload, otherwise they will
be unloading students in the face of oncoming bike traffic
‘You also need to think through how these drop off zones
will function with less parking and only parallel parking.
Cars backing up o get out of parallel parks after dropping
their children off will be extremely dangerous. Double
parking will occur, compounding the danger.

If on street parking is required, the kerb must be wide.
‘enough such that a car door can be opened without
covering the bike lane. Some visual aid should be
provided reminding car passengers to ook before
crossing the bike lane. Consideration should be given to
‘adequate provision of bicycle parking in greater quantity
‘along the route than on street parking

Planter boxes when used should be placed between the cycleway
and the street, and not between the cycleway and the footpath.

Yes please - more green space would be fabulous

parking comes second, there's too much parking in

el amyway. Bikes and publc ransport should be  M2ke Sure there are cear delineations between cycle ways and

pedestrians for mutual safety

No, More trees the better.

I don't drive in the city, only cycle. More trees and shrubs the better.

I believe car parking i cities will soon become uncommon A focus on greening is important, ensuring thatitis appropriate to
and | hope Adelaide embraces more d

friendly means, which will reduce the need for parking
‘space and allow for other more productive use of space.

an ing
hardy species that offer shade and other ecosystem services whilst
requiring minimal maintenance will be beneficial.

I would prefer less but understand the need Keep them minimal

Generaly fine but I'm not sure it will handle the volume of
cars on school drop offs. For example at St Aloysius when
Kids are getting dropped off and picked up the current
structure may not work. It would be the peak time for No
cycling and multiple children would be crossing the

bikelane. Diverting the drop off stop to the next street south
maybe a better solution

We have 5o many more parks in the CBD compared with
most Cities in the world, i this was an effective strategy we
would have a thriving local economy, not struggling

The focus should be on allowing 'people’ unimpeded
across the city, to businesses, schools, workplaces and
destinations.

‘The more trees the better. Providing shade and shetter s vital in
attracting people to spend time on a street

‘There is more than enough parking in the city-centre. Re-
wimmsmg some of this space, in particular for on-street for
‘e benefit of creating people friendly, space for walking,
cyclmg outdoor dining and greening would be highly

benefical.

We have 5o many car parks in the CBD and it seems to
discourage people from finding other more.
environmentally friendly modes of transport. The focus

ould be on allowing pedestrians, cyclists and public
transport uninterrupted access to businesses, schools,
workplaces and recreational places.

Including lots of trees and native shrubs would reduce heat island
effect whilst improving aesthetics, biodiversity and atmosphere.

See above. | think its unsafe for users in wheelchairs or
with impairments. Distance to sidewalk is further and wi
cause a great deal of stress for some. The extra distance.
required ie to cross the cycle way willalso be potentially
dangerous in wet weather for slow moving people.

the most important thing is that bikes can be used
separate to the parking area. Centre of the road is
preferrable because it keeps everyone in their designated
space, and no risk of getting hit with parked cars leaving
Also preserves disability access to the curb and wi
enough volume of parks to easily access the school and
local businesses.

ke them

Anything to be green, aesthetically pleasing and safe.

Yes. As highlighted this poses a significant isk to the care
]

of our patients, and therefore the business itsel Seeetcr

Remove parking and add this bike lane
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“The dog-leg from Flinders St to Wakefield Street is a poor design compromise that will
significantly reduce usage of the bikeway.

It will make the east-west journey significantly less convenient for cyclists having to stop at
two extra signalised intersections, and many cyciists who are travelling from the south west,
or plan on reaching a destination in the north of the city will have to travel south then north
again, or vice versa.

Have you been down to each school during peak times and observed how things run?? Have
you honestly evaluated the SAFETY issues associated with all of this??

Provision and signage for hook turns should be given for the right turns between Frankiin
Street and Gawler Place, Wakefield Street and Gawler Place & Wakefield Street and Frome
Street. Hook tums should have sheltered kerbs for cyclists to wait before making the tur.
Lights should be signalled to allow immediate crossing around the hook by cyclists. Requiring
cyclists to move across lanes of traffic without hook turms would be a major tur-off to new
cyclists trying the route.

cess 1o the route via a cycle route along Gawler Place from North Terrace would be
fantastic (including a counterflow bike lane between Grenfell Street and Fiinders Street and
provision to cycle across Rundle Mall)

1 work on Waymouth Street and this bikeway will encourage me to ride to work more often

The dogleg is incredibly stupid and sums up the inept planning that has troubled this city for
long time. Remove it. Flinders St is by far the best option for the bikeway, for both cyclists and
motorists.

1 think it is the best route. An additional special off street bike lane running on the Western
side of the Central bus station from Frankiin St to Grote Street to service the Central Market
precinct would be good.

Route is great. A link to the Central Market area maybe through the Central Bus Station way
would benefit cyclists shopping at the market. P.S. The Adelaide City Council does a
fantastic job of providing bike racks around the city. Well Done!

See above. Remove the dog leg and have it go all the way down Fiinders Street

it may be worth considering scooters and other ‘cycles' as these often use the existing paths
but operate at different speeded and take up varying amounts of space, whilst in use and also
when abandoned along the paths

NIA

Astraight leg through to Grote would have been preferred. I'd also like to see it part of a
greater plan to link education sites, schools, uni's etc.

Diverting the route down Gawler Place on to Wakefield St look challenging. This could be
successful if pedestrians and cyclists are prioritised at traffic lights. If not, this would make the
option of active transport unviable and lead to increased traffic and congestion.
Most importantly, traffic lights for cyclists and pedestrians should be automatically synced to
change to green when the same light turs green for private vehicles. There is no logical
reason why the lights remain red unless pushed by someone already waiting. This often

ave g through multple ey can move. It is spiteful
Iowards active transport users and creates a dangerous precedence for private vehicles
thinking they have right of way ahead of pedestrians/cyclists at all times.

Lets get on with it and move onto buiding protected cycleways that take people to where the
activiy is.

With this development i am hopeful that the council would implement automated pedestrian
lights to improve flow of travel and safety for all pedestrians and cyclists. Current
arrangements of needing to press a button yo enagage the lights slows down travel, spreads.
germs, and increases risk of people taking unnessessary chances to cross roads when they
forgot to press the button in time.

Thank you

1 disagree with a dedicated bike lane, particularly on Frankiin Street by St Mary's College.
School drop offpick up is very busy on Franklin Street. Gray Street has limited parking due
to adjacent businesses and is very narrow. There is no parking on West Terrace at school
pick up/drop off times and there is limited parking on Grote Street. Adding dedicated bike
lanes on Frankiin Street would appear to severely impact the current angled parking at St
Marys. Inthe svent thatdodicaisd bkeways wil happen, woud sugges! considerng

that do not impact high such as schools

As per my previous points

Careful consideration to the parking facillies would be highly valued. There are numerous
medical services in the arealprecinct. Our long term CBD presence could certainly be
impacted by verge and parking reductions . So much so, that we are now concerned with the.
viabilty of our new lease arrangemens.
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Frome road s a fantastic example of a well-designed and excellent working bikeway for all stakeholders. A lot of
thought has been put into the East-West bike path.

My greatest concern for the design of the East and West bikeway is Wakefield street between Hutt street and Frome
road (CBC drop off area and muliple bus stops). As there is already a median strip without trees, | believe this is a
great area to use the Oxford street cycleway design.

1am so pleased it is about to begin

1like the ideal concept of an East-West bike way.
1 do have my concerns with the proposed roads to be used since two R-12 schools are loacted o them.

The proposed kink at Gawler Place to link Flinders and Wakefield Streets will be very difficult - right hand turns in
heavy traffic are not cycle friendly - however manage

More sensible, but consuring more car parking area, would be to continue the cycle passage along Flinders Street to
the present engagement with Parkland paths after crossing Hutt

A second option, costing less car-park spaces, would be to utilise the exi
transfer from Flinders St to Wakefield St.

g Frome Street bikeway to faciltate the

The plan does not seem to address bike parking locations, either on the street or nearby.

Too many cars use Franklin Street to access multilevel carparks on (o just off) the streets (ie turing left or right) Itis
already a nightmare trying to negotiate cydlists when entering or exiting Franklin Street in either direction

When exiting carpark "Park on Frankiin” vehicles have no other option but to go left and perform a U-Turn when
wanting to head West down Franklin and is already difficult. (Especially since Bentham Street was made one way)

You always have high volumes of busses/coaches that access the bus terminal and having high volumes of cyclists on
the same route would not work.

'm not convinced with approach in regard to bus stops and particularly crossing between the stop/bench area and the
parked bus. My preferred approach is s per the image on page 9 from Surry Hills in Sydney where a bus can stop
without blocking the bikeway. If this is not achieved, the bikeway will be no different to a regular bike lane, where som
users will swing out nto the traffic lane.

'm not too keen on having a bike path installed where my customers would ordinarily park their car to grab a quick
coffee or bite to eat. Also, this will make it extremely hard for deliveries. It appears you (the Council, Committee
Members) have not considered the impacts this installation would have on small businesses, especially given the
circumstances my industry is facing post covid.

Think you guys need to rethink this or delay it or a bit.

Considering we have the Christian Brothers College school pick up and drop offin Wakefield Street by putting in a
icycle lane in the front of the school there would be even more traffic congestion at these times. Would it be feasible
o put the bike lane continuing along Flinders Street to Hutt Street then a right tum into Hutt and aleft tur to Wakefield
Road. This would also be safer for the cyciists as the Frome Street, Flinders Street traffic lights are much busier than
the Hutt Street Flinders Street intersection. This way the neighbours living in the east around the Christian Brothers

College will not be 5o affected by the traffic and also itis a safer pathway for the cyclists. Many Thanks

Great iniiative - very supportive

1 willdefer to the technical and design experts like Dr Jennifer Bonham - they know the issues, have travelled widely.
and get it. Council would do well o seek her input.

‘The main importance is to separate bikes from car traffic, in particular also have car parking linked to the road and
NOT cross the bike lane (as that increases danger and creates large potential for accidents and causes the increased
safety and confidence from a separate bikeway to significantly be reduced)

Prefer Fiinders St to Wakefield St; s a narrower, slower speed environment that is well suited to mixed transport
modes, and well connected to the eastern parklands. Wakefield Stis a wide, arterial, car-oriented road that leads
directly to the busiest roundabout in the city.

Yes, and | think many of the previous objectors should have better understood them before they complained about the.
proposition

As a city resident and worker | support the development of cycling infrastructure.

Itis hard to see from the drawing how this will impactour business and parking for customers at  Frankin Street

Poor design that removes too much parking and constricts traffc flow

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

My greatest concern for the design of the East and West bikeway is Wakefield
street between Hutt street and Frome road (CBC drop off area and multple bus.
stops). As there is already a median strip without trees, | believe this is a great
area 1o use the Oxford street cycleway design. However, | do prefer the design
along Frome road and believe this design should take precedence.

It looks great to me, same s the north south bikeway which | live happily next to

Such only work n cities where motorists acknowledge the presence of cyclists
‘and are prepared to share road space.
Present mentality Adelaide motorists would not give way to permit the transfer of

Ilove it The easier we make it for cyclists and pudjsznl the
city becomes more livable, cleaner, and the occupants become

healthier.

it looks great

Itis a poor attempt to address the greedy need for car-parking.

cyclists from the cenire of road to shops or business sites. Any atiempt to impose As such it enforces the attitude that cyciists are second class.

aight of transfer would result in motorist hostilty - which would be directed to
cyclists.

Ideal when it can be applied

How will people complete U-Tums. It is already hard enough when exiting
carparks to tum right and many already have to tur left and then complete a
Utum,

“This creates difficulty in accessing the path. It s also irregular for both bicycle

citizens.

Use a quieter street - like a Wright or Carrington etc

In general, no. My only query is in regard to the treatment of

users and motorists in that the other user will be on the opposite side (i.e. a cyclist Gawler Place (noting that this is currently restricted to

wvH be on the right side of a vehicle) which has the potential to create confusion
hen compared to other arrangements not only within the CoA, but across
e

For the sake of 1 hour in the morning, and 1 hour at night during peak times on
Monday to Fridays, | don't see how this will benefit the consumer cyclist apart

from the safety aspect. And this design is only attributed to a small portion of the
city. The cost benefit analysis needs a great big rethink, and if it is envisaged that

the benefitis to the cyclists/walkers then | think the Department involved in
evaluating it should get a great big kick up the bum.

Can't quite visualise but needs to be clearly separated physically from trafic in a
similar way s the north south lane. Cyciing can' feel stressful or unsafe if we
want uptake.

I don't see that as a viable idea in terms of safety of access to and from a central
bikeway, but | don't know enough about or have experience of such a system to
comment,

‘The main problems is how to get on this bikeway and off again. Might work if
there are long stretches of road, but with frequent stops and intersections this
causes problems.

1 prefer riding next to the footpath, as being in the centre of the road makes me.
feel like i am surrounded by cars, and far less safe.

Its a silly concept that won't help businesses b its too dangerous for users to
easily access the footpath at desired spots. | haven't ever seen this design work
unsuccessfully anywhere

Separated bikeways are a good way of he\pmg ol feel safe
Having them
lead to more children riding to school. This wauld ecramas vafc congestion

It seems to make more sense to use this approach as there is already a wide
unused area in the middle of the road (at least from West Tce - King Willam).

Ifit mitigates parking loss then yes. Its a no-brainer

northbound traffic only, where bike users wil be required to

travel south) and the intersection with Frome Road (in regard to

access toffrom the Frome bikeway).

Don'tdo it Atleast do it once Covid has settied down, and ther

you can think about ruining businesses again once this is
installed. Butdon' doit. Its simple. Don't doit.

You are asking for feedback on the wrong route - it should be
Fiinders - Frankin. | ride Flinders Street each day to and from
work, and to suggest Wakefield Street, though wide, is the
solution via hook turns up Gawler Place and back again is just
incomprehensible (given emergency vehicles, buses, traffic,

vehicvle speeds, existing one-way etc). Bike routes need to be
jcal - what has been proposed only.

direct, effcient, safe and log
partially meets these "ests".

From daily commuting experience, the Frome street des‘gn
works well enough to be used for the East-West bikew

Bus Stop islands are strongly favoured, especially if e vike
path is behind the bus stop (and not between stop and street).

As above, | would like to see Flinders over Wakefield.

Separating cars and cyclists in always desired and the design
maximises this. | thought that the comments by a councillor in

the debate that the city streets weren't designed for bicycles was

ludicrous and demonstrated how uninformed some of our
elected members are.

Happy for the inclusion of a bike path such as this through the

city, but with the traffic congestion already on Frankiin Street at

peak times | would've assumed a different street to be used
(Wright Street or Sturt Street).

Itis ugly and dangerous

If Adelaide can attract more people on a bike, less people.
will need to drive into the city, this will mean less cars will
be driving into the city and those who need to drive (over
ride) wil be able to find parking more easily. The on-peak /
off-peak parking (s on Frome road) is a great way of
managing the heavier trffic in the mornings and
afternoons, yet stil providing on-street parking for
business hours.

Should be less cars in the city, so | am pleased

Too much emphasis is placed on providing street parking
in the city - there is already enough car-parking facily in
the city.

My main concern, a a bike user, is finding suitable safe
places to park my bike. Just locking your bike to a pole in
these locations are not acceptable

Losing street parking s fine. Its the flow of traffc that is
more important

A buffer zone should be provided between all parking and
the bikeway to provide a safety buffer for doors and vehicle
passengers.

yea, don't do it... Not yet.

Parking cannot be the priority on the east-west bike route -
the bike path needs to be separated, clearly delineated
‘and wide enough to be meaningful so it attract

fiders, particularly those who will give cycling a go but
don', because itis percieved as unsafe (as those who
regularly ride on-road into the city now, accept the risk)

‘The proposed parking between bike path and street works
well and increases safety substantially. Given the large
number of future parking spaces currently under
construction in the city, the safety of cyclists and
pedestrians should be given priority.

‘The negative comments from objectors about loss of
‘spaces has been over emphasised and given too much
weight in the council debate without enough focus on the
of cycists, Lost spaces can be offset by reducing the
number of cars in the city.

As a business owner, | am unable to determine from the
images provided what this means for our customer and
‘accommodation guests. Will there still be room out the.
front for taxis and ubers to collect? We would appreciate
more clarity (as you have provided for the Benjamin) on
how this wil DIRECTLY affect our business.

Removing parking willruin businesses, jobs and
accessibility

Greening of the city is great. There are so many flow on benefits
from greening the city (cooling, shading, mental health, local fauna,
aesthetics, noise reduction, improved air-quality, wind reduction,
Just to name a few) and providing safe bikeways and pathways for
pedestrians only further improves this with the reduction of vehicles

Just great

Yes. people stil park in parks during Clearway times and disrupt
traffic.

‘Additional landscaping between the footpath and bikeway to

delineate the two areas. This could also be provided between the

bikeway and traffic lane in place of a painted buffer (further
‘enhancing street amenity)

Again, don't do ..

Slower (less) traffic, more shade, better surfaces.

Selection of trees and plants should be with consideration for how

leaves fall 50 as to avoid danger for cyclists from wet leaves.

Some of the motor cycle spaces could be moved into the side

streets to in place of some of those for cars proposed to be lost

1 support them.

Putting in some cheap pot plants won't cut it

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

" liove seeing the cycle trip counter on Frome road, its a great way of showing how many

people use the bikeway. It would be great to incorporate this counter along other bikeways.

I'v discovered when using the north south bikeway that at traffic ight intersections - cyclists

ke donit know who towho. | had hen | was
cycling up to the intersection and wanted to go straight ahead and a car started to turn left at
the exact same moment. An accident was avoided but both of us weren't sure who should
give way to who. | think an education campaign for both cyclists and drivers to resolve this
uhen the new ey s consrcid snd consideation f e o args ot he approsch
tointersections so as not to obstruct the cyclist or drivers view. Apart from that 1 love
cegrogetod b lane nd i can come soon enough and 15 doegned i asimiar fashion
o the north south bikeway it should be fine.

One thing thatis a small niggle wehre | live, is that no breaks were put in the concrete gulters
separating the bikeway form the traffic/parking, meaning that when we put out bins out they of
necessity must it in the bikeway. this causes a littl friciotn between one of two bike riders
‘adn out binsfus. But no big deal, we jsut smile.

My concern is it running along Wakefield St and Frankiin St right where 2 R-12 school's are
located. Where 100s of children everyday are making their way in peak traffic times to and
from these locations.

On Frankiin Street where St Marys College is located it has very litie options of how and
where children can be dropped off and collected from safely whilst limiting the impact on
Franklin St traffic. | have seen too many near misses in and around the school over the years.
I hate to think what would happen with an increase of traffic in and around this area.

1 don't currently drive in and around St Aloysius College during peak traffic times to comment
but | will be from now on just to see for my self but | would imagine it would be very similar to
StMarys.

As there are other roads within the city where no schools located | would be very interested as
to weather any of these had been looked at or even considered. Or has just an easy route.
been the considering factor and we put child safety to the side.

Please consider the use of the total length of Flinders Street to provide a genuine East -West
passageway

This s a big step forward for Adelaide. Bicycle use s substantially growing. My concern is
with buses. Maybe buses should be like Melbourne trams, where a stop sign appears when
the bus is at a stop.

Place on a quieter street that doesnt see as high volumes of traffic.

With regard to route alignment, | believe that it would be much more beneficial for the
bikeway to continue along Flinders Street as Wakefield Street is a much higher-order road,
with a large number of bus stops. Improvements could be made to Wakefield Street to
increase parking provisions and recoup spaces lost from Flinders Street.

Regarding design, remove all protuberances as shown on page 13 (top right image). The.
bikeway should continue in a straight line rather than 'kink’ around concrete intersection
protuberances.

Think you need to rethink this.

Considering we have the Christian Brothers College school pick up and drop off in Wakefield
Street by putting in a bicycle lane in the front of the school there would be even more traffic
congestion at these times. Would it be feasible to put the bike lane continuing along Flinders
Street to Hutt Street then a right tum into Hutt and a left turn to Wakefield Road. This would
also be safer for the cyclists as the Frome Street, Flinders Street traffic lights are much busier
than the Hutt Street Flinders Street intersection. This way the neighbours living in the east
around the Christian Brothers College will not be 5o affected by the traffic and also itis a safer
pathway for the cyclists. Many Thanks

See my answer to question 4. There's a great opportunity to do something fantastic here and
lead the way, otherwise the moment will be squandered on half-baked compromise.

The city is currently seeing hundreds, if not more than a thousand new car parking spaces,
under construction (underground car park on North Terrace, various apartment and office
developments such as the council's central market development). Given this preferential
treatment for cars, the bikeway design should prioriize cyclist and pedestrian safety and
convenienc
The route selection is not particularly good. It should be closer to main transportation, office,
entertainment, and education offerings on the North side of the CBD. Also, the easter
connection dawn Wakefield street is problematic at the end, as it sends cyciist directly o the
undabout, which is even for very experienced cyclists an absolute horror and
Imerally Iﬂelhrsatamng tocross (so alternative crossings of Dequsnevllle Terrace / Fullarton

o be better bui nnected, and signer
A genera\ omimentan ot seteion: Thers s e joke, hero  manstands a night under
alamppost and searches for something on the ground. Another comes by and asks what he
is looking for. The first answers that he lost his keys, 5o the other asks whether he is sure that
he lost them there. The first says that no, he lost them over there. So the second asks: So why
do you search here and not there? "Well, because that s where the lightis...."
It seems not to be designed for where the biggest use and impact on cyclist safety and
convenience as well as environmental benefit would be, but where it is politically convenient
without seemingly much regard for cyciing residents.

As above, | would like to see Flinders over Wakefield.

My preference was to keep the original alignment and was disappointed that a few

businesses had so much influence that was far out of proportion with the numbers. | feel that

omeclers were misinformed and didn't understand the design principles and benefits to
business.

No, just to say keep going with improving cycling infrastructure. | ride my bike often and when
the infrastructure is good it makes a huge difference. Also, as the mother of a teenager who
cycles to school, | am pleased that cycling saety is being prioritised. Encouraging children
and teenagers to ride has mental health and fitness benefits, so investing in making cyciing a
safe option can have lots of benefits. Thanks for your hard work.

Frankin Street already has a heavy traffic flow and very few car parking options available, to
take away more is going to impact significantly on our business. As a cyclist, if | were looking
o go through the city | would use the pre-existing bike lane on Sturt street

‘The dog leg s silly. Where did this idea come from? Certainly not the public!
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| would seek to include some more safety bike route for the whole of Frankin Street including between Gawler place 122 Less parked cars sideways to bikes the better. | feara
and Pulteney street. | cycle down there to my work at SHINESA Hyde sireet, and t can get a bt hairy cycling near to.Sounds lie a good idea to me. rivr opening a car door and not being able 1o stop in
cars on Frankin Street. time, htting an open car door.

‘There should be a large (at least car door width + 50%)
buffer zone between the parking area and the bikeway
itself, to prevent passengers existing the car straight into
the path of a bke. This s of partcular importance 25
often do not expect bikes ¢ on
theirleft. | have experienced passengers exvsﬂng the car
into my path on the Port Adelaide bikeway, on Hart St
between Carlisle St and Swan Terrace. Signage could
assist, indicating that bikes use the path to their left, and
passengers should be aware when exiting the vehicle.

Entry and exit points at arbitrary locations must be well incorporated to prevent
impedance of bike flow if a bike s waiting to tumn/exit the bikeway. | believe that
Bicycle tuning areas should be larger to allow groups to wait and turn safely without impeding the bike lane. Clear cars should be prohibited from tuming except on a green arrow or not at all, to
separation should be provided between the bikeway and the footpath such that pedestrians do not walk in the bikeway prevent accidents from cars turning across bikes due to not seeing the smaller  Provided above
as often happens on Frome St. silhouette of a bike vs a car in an unexpected location (middle of the road).
Broadly the design is good, and provides good separation between bikes,
pedestrians and cars

Looks good. A general comment is the need for cyciists turning

right at intersections to get used to being in the middle of the.

road. | do feel very exposed and we (cyclists) need to be able to Looks doable. Commendable.
accelerate quickly enough from stationary so as not to annoy

motorists also turning right

I'm concerned about difficulty of getting to the middle of the road at beginning and

Ease of access to Franklin Street from the west side of West terrace needs to be ensured
end of each of your journeys.

I believe that there should be a reduction in car parking in
the.city anyway, to encourage more people to ride bikes o
As mentioned, the design should not go "kink" down Gawler  use public transport - especially those who work in the city.
Place. Instead it should be straight down one street. Otherwise  This would mean greater parking on the edges of the city.
ups. The East-West bikeway is long overdue and will make our city safer and easier for bikes to use (a good thing for bike won't use one half - why would they turm down Gawler when and more bike ways. Parking in the city should more so be.
reducing traffic/ pollution and increasing health). However, | don't think there should be a "kink" in the middle through they could go straight ahead?? This means you will spiitthe for mose who have a disabiliy, or short term parking, E.g
Gawier place. users on the entirety of the two East to West streets, Frankiin  1-2 hou
and Wakefield, When desngmng bikeways alongside parking itis really
important to remember how visibility of bikes and also how
doors are opened into bikeways.
‘This will considerably cut down the amount of available
arks in our street which include a College and many
Could the bikes go down the centre of the road and not interfere medical practices. We cannot afford to lose the current 10
with current lanes and parking? minute loading zone out the front of our establishment due
to the amount of use it gets for taxis, couriers, Dogtors and

Hove riding my bike into the ciy, and do i roughly 5 mes a week. | ride or work, or shopping and for Socal CBch 4 0 o o Gi of Sydney, butthe City of Adelaide design should be

straightforward and encouraging more people to ride their bikes to and from the
aity.

“This is an extremely busy road used by emergency services, trucks and school traffic. We consult with many elderly,

sick and disabled patients who would find this extremely hard to park and deal with busier traffc situations. ! have not seen the Sydney design

moving vans.
The parking situation in the bottom end of Frankin Street s already a major problem. With St Marys School & the

Church there is insufficient parking now. At school pick up time there are cars parked all over the place as well as

when there is a function at the church. To remove so many parking spaces goes to show that you do not understand

want the residents & uses of the City of Adelaide really want. Ridiculous

There is a bikeway already in Frankiin sireet. Why do we need another one that will benefit a small number of people

butinconvenience the majority of uses.

There are already estabiished bike lanes along this route. As a cyciist who commutes to work - this is not the place

where bike safety needs work. The area between North Terrace and Rundle along Frome is by far the most dangerous This idea looks dangerous i a muli lane road, getting people to accept the old The deswgn layout does not make it clear which is
See above.

stretch i the CDB, and yet ane closure to support construstion have been approved for years. This requires far more. leflsided bike lanes is dificut enough preferr integration

attention.

Yes. My comments are

“This design was not proposed by the City of Sydney. It was proposed by an

elected representative, just prior to the Engagement Pack being released

The minor change | suggest is to have a kerbside bike lanes in Flinders Street

To include a dog leg in this city with the modest traffic d only 40-70% used
in on street parking is ridiculous.

1f built, many riders will chaose not to take the dog leg in a cross city ride, thereby. safety. They'll
continue straight on (just as they do when driving).

Many drivers will resent iders not staying within the bikeway provided, so that tension between people who drive and
people who ride will be exacerbated. This is already a significant issue in Adelaide.

Those riders who stay with the dog leg bikeway will have slower journeys in some cases, as they negotiate un-
necessary tums.

Many people who ride will be deterred facing traffic in Gawler Dog Leg Place.

To design a bikeway which is required by the city Strategic Plan, and to respond to pressure from a business to divert
the straight through bikeway into a dog leg, displays a lack of leadership by staff who wont provide frank and fearless
advice to elected representatives and by elected representatives who then take on design influence from non-experts
and for which they are not qualified.

“This compromised dog leg design will mean some lesser return on the investment, that is the business case in
diminished

There s also reputational damage to the City of Adelaide, where MV traffic dominates and MV traffic has the straight
line shortest route option just about everywhere. Where there is only one separated east west bikeway, people who
fide, must negotiate a dog leg if they are to stay safe. This design will | fear not optimise the number of people who will
choose to leave their car at home and ride. The health and the congestion busting benefits will be diminished, and
CO2 emissions will not decline as much.

“This Oxford Street design was never available for examining and questioning at  The bikeway should not have less than 2.5m at any stage.

‘Council Committee meeting nor did it ever inform debate and voting on motions  Where there are protuberances, these should be worked back to

in Council. Due process was avoided. One elected representative had privileged ~allow 2.5m. People who ride bikes have varied capacity and
other elected lacked the opportunity to submit  experience, and therefore travel at different speeds, unlike motor

their favourite proposals for public consideration. vehicles which all have the capacity and the expectation to travel

atthe posted speed. Overtaking must be possible for cyclists,
In the engagement pack the proposal lacks a rationale and lacks transiation  even if it is mostly only done when cyclists congregate at red
designs for Flinders Street or anywhere in Adelaide. lights.

I feel aggrieved needing to comment in the hope that my comment will contribute. It is hoped that a safe separated bikeway will atractriders 8-80  Ensure that there is sufficient buffer between parked
o this design being rejected outright. years. There are schools in the vicinity and so the separated  vehicles and the bikeway 5o that people on bikes are not
Being i the centre of the street means people riding lack convenient access to  infrastructure should be linked safely to schools, “doored" as they ride past an opening door.
shops and offices along the street. Some may attempt to dangerously cross from
the centre lane to a coffee shop or work place mid-block. A centre-lane bikeway is Motor vehicle speeds along the street should be limited to
not safe and diminishes the economy of street facing businesses. 40Kkph, 50 that all road users are safer along the bike way.
A centre-iane bikeway does not increase the distance between pedestrians and
motor vehicles as does a kerb side bikeway. Proximity remains the same as now - There should be a continuous shade canopy over pedestrians.
pedestrians are close to vehicie noise and close to engine pollution. Sothe  and cydlists 50 that the street becomes more attractive to
centre-lane design does not attract people to come to the street and to stay in it~ users, encourages residential development and the street side
economy grows.

econcmy of the city.

A centre-tane bikeway will stil take up space. There is no benefitto saving
parking

A centre lane bikeway will not faciltate kerb side greening which will benefit
vedestrians residents and businesses. makina the street more accessible

This will cause a danger for the school children and bikers alike. | work on Frome Rod and the bike riders have no

patience for the pedestrians at that bike way. Imagine what it will be like with litle children everywhere and | have had This wouid be a slightly better option near the school,

my car hit by a biker there.

Wakefield Street s already a safe bicycle route. By separating the bike lane, left turning cars have no awareness that &

lane exists. The Frome Road bikeway continues to make bicydiists invisible to left turing cars. Unless the bikeway is

traffic light signalled S E P ARA T E L Y from the car traffic, then the regular near collisions on the Frome Road

bikeways will be repeated on the new project.

I attend Pilgrim Uniting Church on Sundays and | and my wife visit several times per week. On Sunday in particular

there is demand for parking including on the street, and | would like some assurance that there will be enough parking

on Sundays. There are two other churches on fiinders street and also a Chinese church group use pilgrim on Sunday

afternoon. | observe that there is considerable competition for parking on Sundays, probably from shoppers. | would

like some assurance that parking demand will be met.

it will cause further congestion and lack of parking for the area. ~ not practicable for the area. il

‘The design approach provides advantages of better separation from parked.
vehicles, garage entrances, loading zones, etc. Need to understand how bikes
getto and from the central lanes at the ends of the bikeway, without obstructing
other road users. Also, the approach appears to prevent the use of pedestrian
islands at mid-block crossing points.

| live in the U-City buiding. If peak hour parking is
pped, then there will be a need for additional
d\sab\htyllaxl/ambulance parking in Pitt Street

The Sydney plan may be better. Improved greening will be good

Great. I've found drivers who historically opposed such lanes now tend to not oppose , don't even notice after a while

Good work Good

Please don't do any toolkit 1. It needs to be a dedicated proper
Make the green sections where cars can tum through the bike lane more obvious for cars turning into it. Toolkit 1is | think being further away from the footpath is not something that is encouraging  bike path with a concrete buffer. Toolkit 3 is only good f itis like
terrible. Toolkit 2 and 3 look pretty good. for less confident riders the design shown in the photo from Surry Hills in Sydney where

the actual bus stop is on the road side of the bike path.

Parking is fine as shown

We operate a business in Gawler Place which will be directly affected by this proposal. We are already limited in terms There is already limited parking available in Gawler Place.
of the number of carpark spaces available to our customers and find it very diffcult to obtain inventory from our Any further reduction will be very detrimental to our daily
suppliers due to the increased congestion in close proximity to our store. business operations.
'm allfor more bike infrastructure

More people cycling i a step towards easing the need for

Adelaide is a city that can easiy support the inclusion of more cycling Adelaide has come a long way in enabling transport options  carparking in the city. You can't make the city more bike
The cross over from Frankiin to Wakefield St seems ridiculous and adds an unnecessary risk that will reduce the  infrastructure but car drivers won't give up space or adapt to road changes like  other than cars; bikes scooters and walking. This isa really friendly without stepping on the toes of a few drivers. You
safety of the proposed bike. Council will be ridiculed for building a bike path with reduced safety because of the ‘one way streets to allow more cydiists in. Sadly our poliicians let the drivers  important opportunity and is well overdue but please get t ight ~ can't reduce CO2 emissions without getting people out  No

crossover retain their supremacy on the roads rather than risk losing popularity even though and don't make cydlists make unnecessary tums in traffic and ~ driving fossil fuelled vehicles. You can't create more active
its its ethicaly the right thing to do expose them to greater risk. ind healthy communities if people continue to drive and
park everywhere instead of walking and cycling,
1 have concerns regarding the proposed path due to current congestion and use of space, particularly at West
Toe/Franklin St with the schools in the vicinity and the traffic
It should be straight. There should also be a ‘green wave' for

the traffic lights so that cyclists don't have to continually stop and
start as in the Frome Road bikeway.

Just get it done. It has taken years. Other cities are taking over from Adelaide in being bike friendly.
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More greening is always appreciated, to reduce the summer peak
temperatures. Care should be made that parking is not available:
next o greened buffer zones 10 prevent vegetation being squashed St, and so less people crossing the bikeway during peak commuting periods. The city should

I would hate to see established trees removed.

I suspect these will lead to increase congestion of cars, in tum
leading to further angst against cyciists - perhaps needs better

Fiinders is pretty barren (as is Wakefield). Please get as much
green in these streets to mitigate the heat island effect, ant
increase the attractiveness and liveability. Quiet, cooler green
e e e S e ety
encourage development, thus enhancing the

‘Adding more greenery is always good.

Please keep improving cyclist experience! | have been cydling into the city x 3 per week from
Henley beach for 12 months now and it has markedly improved my Blood pressure and
mental health. Plus one less car in the city. Also promoted to colleagues now 5 in my work
place cycling

Anything to move bikes away from cars would help.

Also slightly shorter lights at crossings of park way and Port road would shorten my commute.

The right tur on the route, down Gawier Place, is ridiculous. The bikeway should travel
straight down either Flinders or Wakefield St (Flinders would be preferable due to the good
bike entrylexit on West Terrace/Flinders St comer, and the fact there are no bus stops on this
street) straight through the city. This will reduce the number of users of the bikeway, as they
wil likely simply travel straight ahead rather than navigating a right-hand tum across trafic in
an arbitrary location. Additionally, it will improve safety as there are no bus stops on Flinders

prioritise a small amount of parking over safe and convenient bikeways; the city should be.
for pedestrians and bicycles, with no expectation that people are abie to park right outside
their venue. We are one of the only major ciies in Australia in which there is an expectation
that a park can be found right outside the building

As a recreational, road, mountain and gravel bike cyclist, traveliing both east-west and north-
south through the city | am excited about the proposals. | can not fault the route. Other
perimeter routes around the city are fraught with danger. Itis very "hairy" cycling on Park
Terrace and connected roads, to the north, Fullarton Road to the east, and Greenhill Road to
the sout

A major improvement needed is better and more signage of routes in the city and in the parks.
Note: Nearly all cydlists are motorists, but not many motorists are cyclists, relatively.

Please reconsider the turn down Gawler Placel! | think this wil be a waste of money, and ruin
the concept of a bikeway that will draw more bikers heading East or West to use it

Could we make it along a more southern road such as Halifax and Sturt street which does not
get the traffic load of this road.

Don't do this. Use the money to fix From road bikeway, the path from the Zoo to North
Terrace on the east side is riddled with pot holes and bumps, only being made worse by the
never ending construction work along this stretch.

The 2020 2021 Strategic Plan Key Action: 1.08 Implement City Access projects (walking,

cyciing and public transport) in partnership with the State Government, including the North-

South and East-West city bikeways (page 10)

The current elected representatives have had access to staff briefings, been issued with

G G snan e e | e for workshops.
hey h provided to the

mpvesemaﬂves mcludmg e dataied $100 000+ Huss Report prepared in relation to Frome

Street. They have had many discussions in Committee/workshops and further debates in

Council

In short, our elected representatives have undertaken a crash course in better understanding

how the city works and how it could work with a different mobilty mix.

They have listened to deputations on the subject of bikeways by experts with relevant

knowledge

The last line of the Engagement Pack states ‘f approved bikeway construction commences'.
50 disheartened that with all the leaming that's gone on and the years of design work

undertaken by staf, the decision appears to have been handed over to a small group of

people who know nothing of the strategic plan and who have not had privileged access to a

whole lot of expert generated information and discussion. A small number of business owners

have been given the power (o deral tis projct

After years of organised resistance JUST GET ON WITH IT.

What s a Strategic Plan if it can be knocked over in a consultation with non-experts?

Here tis. Just doitl

Strategic Plan Key Action: 1.08 Implement City Access projects (walking, cyciing and public

transport) in partnership with the State Government,including the North-South and East-West

city bikeways (page 10)

not where there is an 800 student school

Ifthe Sydney approach is used, would this allow the route to be simpiified by using Franklin
and Flinders streets alone, or Grote and Wakefield streets alone, and avoiding the
complications of right tums into Gawer Place to et from Flinders to Wakefield?

Route design is not good. If it s an east-west Bikeway it should not have a kink in it at Gawler
place. Wakefield is one of the main bus route roads while Flinders isn't so it should just go
across Flinders the whole way which is safer and more direct. It can easily be connected with
a path at the east end of it to wherever it needs to go. If it has a kink in the middle of it then
people with continue to plow ahead like it wasn't there which defeats the purpose of having it

1 have recently suffered an accident whilst cyciing in our great city. A bus travelled too close to
me and clipped my bike. Its incumbent upon our planners and poliicians to design and

create the safest possible infrastructure for our communities. We should base our designs on

the safest solutions for the most vulnerable fist. Putting a dogs leg into the proposed bike way
seems an unnecessary inclusion of a danger point.
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Proposed parking around St Mary's College s grossly
insufficient. The proposal to further reduce parking in the
area will have dire consequences for the safety of students
and pedestrians.
Parking is already currently limited, especially during
school drop offpick up times. The inabilty to park at
school pick up times and the resultant traffic congestion
causes traffic on Frankiin St to crawl. Reducing parking on
Frankiin Stin this area is not an option
1. The proposal reduces safety for students needing to cross the There are two churches in the immediate vicinity of St
road. Many children cross the road on Frankiin Stat StMary's  Mary's College including one directly across Franklin St
College including young children crossing without an adult.  When use of these churches corresponds with school pick
There is no provision for their safe passage across the foad and upldrop off time the parking situation is impossible.
bikeway. This leads to the real potential for serious accidents to Reducing parking in the area is not an option.
both pedestrians and cycists. ‘The proposed parking layout also poses a safety risk
Parking parallel to the curb means that young children
2. Parking outside and in the vicinity of St Mary's College is  (many using car seats and needing assistance with putting
already grossly inadequate, especially at drop off and pick up  seat belts on) wil inevitably be required to get in and out of
times and when the churches on Frankiin St and/or Grote St are the car on a busy road in heavy traffic and adults will be.
in use. The College includes a primary school such that many of required to stand in the traffic to assist them. This is a
those children do not catch public transport and require huge safety risk and will increase traffic congestion.
sufficient safe parking to be available for drop off and pick up.  Another thing that willincrease traffic congestion s the
The parking congestion s already so significant that trafic on  requirement for traffc to stop to allow cars to reverse
Frankiin Stis brought to a crawl at pick up times. The proposal  parallel park on this busy road.
also does not allow for bus parking for excursions. e is no provision to maintain the current drop offpick
up zone at St Mary's College. Itis \mpemlwe that this be
maintained at no less than its current capacit
‘There is no provision for bus parking on Franvin Stnear
St Marv's Colleae.

123

1.am partcularly concerned about the area n the vicnity of St Mary's College. The Lo e e oo e
folowing ssues noe o o accommodated for b cei e o-vay ikeway
Mary's College at all

1. Ensure safety for students and pedestrians i the vicinity ofthe school ang MY €Onems are as follows:

particularly at drop off and pick up times when the street becomes very
congested with vehicle and foot traffic;

2. Maintain the pedestrian crossing on Franklin St outside St Mary's College
My concen relates to the area around St Mary's College. The proposal completely fais to take into account any other giving pedestrians the right of way (including young children crossing the road on
user of the road other than the cyciists. It does not make fair and safe provision for the other users of the road space  their own) to safely cross the road;

including children pedestrians. It does not take into account the needs of the College and thus the proposal creates
serious safety issues (including huge trafficiparking congestion) in this area.

No. do something differont Will need to ensure that proposed improvements do not
‘compromise safety of other road users.

3. Maintain the same level of parking on Frankiin St in the vicinity of St Mary's

College including the drop offipick up area. Reducing parking is this area is not

an option. Parking is already grossly inadequate. The College includes a primary

school and itis imperative that parking access is at the very least maintained.

4. Ensure the abilty for vehicles to cross traffic on Franklin St in the vicinity if St
Mary's College.

Ifthese issues can be accommodated the centre street bikeway may be a better
option than the current proposal.

People in my social circles already avoid the city as finding affordable parking s already a chore. The businesses in
this area will be significantly impacted by this decision. We can support bike use without leaving half of the city one
laned and without parking.

No, do something different

There needs to be a separate bikeway not a centre of the road
bikeway. On street car parking benefits precious few whereas a
bikeway will benefit thousands, and make our streets safer and
more vibrant

| welcome a separated bikeway in the CBD. It makes me feel more confident moving to the city or nearby knowing that

Y h
5. as shown myself and my family will be able to commute with ease.

Needs to be a simple approach for ease of parking and

Yes, as shown
avoid bike lanes

Design needs to avoid traffic, car doors and especially cross traffic hazards Looks quite good
1 don't think the Sydney idea should be incorporated in the bikeway. Adelaide is
o longer a country town where all shoppers etc can expect to park at or near
their destination. Keop the bikeway by the curb and don'tintroduce a difierent  Please get on with it as soon as possible. Don't waste the money |, ¢
design in the midde of it which again makes the bikeway less safe. | can see no  available in the budget.
‘acceptable justification for such a design in Adelaide which has such relatively
wide streets and copious parking options which are not currently fully utilised.
Imostly like it, but for a route that runs E-W the lack of shade from morning &
‘evening sun (and especially from sun glare) is a pity. Speaking of which, has any
Yes, as shown study indicated centre vs side lanes making cylists more or less safe from
turning motorists? (That s, does either make itless likely that a driver fails to
notice a cyclist n the lane because of a low sun)
/e centre of the road option is untested and looks particularly unsafe and the
Its safe for the rider (particulariy kids), meets the growing demand for safe cycling into the city post pandemic and it's general public - drivers and cyclists will see it as confusing as it's not used

'm disappointed that the bikeway doesn' go in a straight line through the city which would be the safest option for
everyone. Stakeholders along the bikeway need to be educated about 21st century cities and bike design. For

Yes, with minor changes. example, school children may need to WALK a couple of blocks if they are being dropped off by car.

‘They sound good.

Ilike the design elements, the bus-stop islands avoiding busses | think that Adelaide has a ridiculous amount of on-street
crossing the bike path looks great. parking, | have no issue with the amount being reduced.

Yes, as shown wel it and direct jhere else. s also threatening for kids and teens to get out nto the midd of 2> ™ "1 s great, partculary at ght points. o Looks good
the road,
The Frome St bikeway has disrupted local traffic badly - use of this street s highly compromised to such an extent that
locals and city users frequently encounter gridiock not just on the street itself but also on surrounding streets -
particularly during festival times and morning and aftemoon "peak traffic”
Cyclists have free rein it seems - to the detriment of residents and city visitors - just try walking on a "shared path” in
the parklands for example and see how cyciists treat those of us who wal 1would slightly prefer a central bike lane - it would keep the cyciists away from
No, do something different Adelaide and surmounds have a ow population - t s not Sycney or New York or London - we are a small provincalciy ordinary ctizens who are driving, using public ransport, parking {0 go to DO NOT REPEAT FROME ST See above See above

with a council that seems hell bent on getting people out of the city and also out of using cars as a mode of transport - businesses, or actually walking around the city.
despite said council owning many City Car Parks..... - Covid has smashed city usage by the general population and
the ACC seems very keen o rev it's demise even more. Pty help struggling business owners.

Its not ideal as it makes it difficult for people on bikes to stop and puts vulnerable
road users in a dangerous position on the road. Bi-directional in the centre of the '~
road is not best practice.

‘This design compromises many of the advantages of bulding bikeways.
Emsrmg a centre-sireet bikeway from another road will be diffcult. Turning left
into jould require crossing left-turming vehicle traffc. Turning right
into me blkeway ‘would require changing lanes prior to the intersection (instead of
the hook turn most cyclists would use to enter a conventional bikeway). Both
options increase cyciists' isk of collding with cars. The alternative is for signals
to have a bicycle-only phase, which could decrease traffc throughput.

A centre-street bikeway is more visually intimidating to prospective or new
cyclists than a kerbside bikeway, which means that cyciing uptake will be
reduced, keeping more cars on the road.

The proposed parking layout looks good as angled parkin
takes up 0o much space and reversing vehicles are a
danger to other road users.

9
Yes, as shown - Please include sufficient bike parking.

A major flaw with the Frome Bikeway is the lack of visual
differentiation with the footpath. Pedestrians often walk in the.
Because a centre-street bikeway can only be accessed at signalised bikeway, even when the adjacent footpath is clear, especially
intersections, cyciists will often need to "back-track” from those intersections o during the *"Mad March" period when people unfamiliar with the
their destination, often along the footpath. This increases journey time, increases ity are more likely to be around. Any new bikeway build should
pedestrian-cycist interactions, and creates an addtional barrier to prospective or be designed to make its purpose clearly understandable, for
new cyclists who don't yet have the balance needed to cycle at slow pedestrian  instance with green-coloured surfaces along the entire length,
and increased signage and road markings,

Bus stop islands where the bikeway is roadside of the bus stop (as seen in Toolkit 3, in the illustration at the bottom of
page 9 of the Design Guide, and as commonly seen at Melboume tram stops) are more hazardous because there is a
larger, less prominently marked area where pedestrians and bicycles' paths cross. Designs where the bike lane
passes kerbside of a bus stop with a visible and discrete zebra crossing allowing access to the stop, like those in the
Surrey Hills and North-South Bikeway photos, are safer and easier to navigate for both pedestrians and cyclists.

Care needs to be taken to ensure that motorists cannot
n doors into the bikeway, and that motorists cannot

Yes, with minor changes. oo
easily drive or park illegally in the bikeway.

One advantage of a cycling-friendly city for business owners is that cyclists can
much more readily stop at businesses we encounter en route compared t
molorist. A cente-siree bieway means that cyclst aroless hkely to notice
such b the first place, and in stopping
somewhere en route (because of the need to exit me bikeway atan tersacon,
wait for the signals to change, and backirack). This means that the potential
increased footfall at these businesses that a bikeway could bring is much less
likely to happen with a centre-street bikeway

Yes. Itis terrible. It does not work on Frome Road, o why
increase the inconvenience people needing to park in the
Yes. Don'tdoit. Leave the stret as itis; with a perfectly good  city near their businesses experience? Are you trying to
bike lane already in existence. put your local businesses completely out of work?
Especially as they are all stil affected by the COVID-19
femic.

This will have a catastrophic impact on the 1,000s of people who visit businesses and the school along Wakefield St
every day. There is virtually NO other parking nearby particularly as you have already removed most of the parking

along Frome Road. There are no public car parks nearby. | cannot believe ACC would disenfranchise businesses  No
and the school and their students and families and clients like this, especially while they are recovering from the
COVID-19 pandermic.

No, do something different Terrible.

No, do something different

Leave things as they are or do something that supports people from outer suburbs or country coming in to shop. More

Increases congestion and wil deter people from shopping in the Add more parks and more car lanes. Remove the trams or
parks less one way streets would be appreciated! 7

No, do something dfferent city. How do we put our shopping on a bike? make them above the roa

If you want a bike lane make it an overpass style and stop the congestion

This is essential so that everyone can transit safely through the city. Motorised vehicles are lethal above speeds of 45
Yes, as shown

kph and a separated bikeway s critical to preserve human lfe
Looks good and I do support the design. | feel like the bus stop islands (Surry Hills, Sydney example on page 9)shoud its not really clear what parking layout you are proposing. |
be prioritised over the example below on page 9 to avoid confusion and potential colisions between car 1 dont think it suits this application. If the bikeway went straight down the guts of - Why not go Franklin and Flinders straight through? Make more  lie the look of the design on page 4. The parking on the
pedestrians and buses. Appropriate bike lane user and driver education and etiquette should roll out when the mkeway Currie and Grenfell street it would be more appropriate. sense to me. outer side parallel to the bikeway. The angle parking could
is open. work as long as its on the outside/roadside of the bikeway.

Yes, with minor changes

Greening is very important, partly to provide shade to cyclists and

The tre of th d optic the info pack tested, fe d unfeasible -
e cenits of the road oplon In the " " ond unfeasible pedestrians. Trees selected should not drop any gumnuts or fuzz
balls.

Ioppose i

Safety is more important than convenience. Its okay to lose

Yes, with minor changes.
‘some parking.

The East - West Bikeway needs to be completed as soon as possible. Enough delays. Ensuring a 2.5m width is important

Yes, as shown

We live on the East side of the city and will have two children attending Adelaide High School as of 2022. We welcome
the addition of a East-West bikeway to facitate students safely across town to the high school

I appreciate the physical division to the bicycle lane and traffic.

e h > ) 5 &
s, as shown Especially for less experienced road riders in city traffic.

Itappears to make less impact on other traffic functioning around it

Needed but going straight across Grote Wakefield sireets but beggars can't be chooses and so a safe east west route Needed but going straight across Grote Wakefield sireets but beggars can't be

Yes, as shown is a step up. chooses and so a safe east west route i a step up. 900
Yes, as shown I think itis a design that has minimal disruption to businesses/other traffic
Don't care about parking. People should be discouraged
Yes, as shown Excellent! Great from diving into the CBD and should park in paid car  Great

parks if necessary.

Adelaide has obscene numbers of car parks mr acity of its size and we can afford to sacrifice a tiny percentage of

them. We should be best cycling not solution that appeases motorists. ~ Absolutely ridiculous, isn't the ACC tired of being a laughing stock (e.g. driver's
Adelside CBD rafc i aready at capaclly and will continue to worsen until we can have a council that is brave enoughmonth)?

to instigate chan
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Get rid of car parks, we can afford to lose them. We have more.

No, do something different parking than cities 5 times our size.

As above. Fine.
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Picking a route that does not impact the safety of students at at least four major city schools
would be more sensible. Perhaps consideration could be given to using Waymouth St on the
western side of Light Square or Wright St on the western side of Whitmore Square which are
both much quieter and would have less impact on the safety of pedestrians and other road
users.

I have expressed my views in questions 2 and 3.

1 particularly appreciate that the route is a mostly straight line (looking at you, proposed city -
Flinders bikeway between Cross and Daws Rds)

Its as direct as it can be if Flinders St is unable to work.

Iterative or additional be a welcome

improvemen o e Gity. GurilGrentell passes firough the conre of he Cntral Ward area

here most of the high-densiy offce etail and resdental space s, and is currnty & very
for bicycles with along much of its length.

DO NOT DO THIS. YOU WILL DESTROY LOCAL BUSINESSES. LEAVE IT AS IT IS,

Make any new additions above the street in an overpass design

1 think Franklin st to Flinders street makes way more sense and would like to see the design
change to suit. Generally though | support something being implemented and soon rather
than nothing and more delays. Try to avoid blind spots and educate users of the bike lanes,
roads and footpaths surrounding the project and you will have great outcomes for the city,
businesses and most importantly safe travel for new cyclists.

a direct route along Flinders is preferable, but | understand that might not be possible.

Not for this proposal.
On separate bike way. It would be great to complete the leg of bikeway on South Tce
between Peacock Rd and West Tce intersection. This would join up that South Tce bike path
to the West Tce bike path

We need to get the bike lane route finalised ASAP and the bike lane built for the safety of
cyclists, and to reduce CoA's transport emissions. Our health willimprove in the process from
improved fitness and reduced air pollution, which in tur reduces burden on our public health
care. We have waited too long for the east-west lane. Let’s bite the bullet and get going.

Very sensible choice using wide roads with existing bike lines (although currently inadequate)

The City of Adelaide needs to be brave in thei decision making. What we're seeing, led by
[Team Adsleldel iraconservaa et vl fim i generatona. Thee 1 o mare

room for more roads, we need to reduce at
examples from around the world where improving cycling infrastructure o e
congestion and improved local businesses. Pul your heads out of your asses, despite what
you think you DO NOT know better than the world's infrastructure experts. Dickheads.

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

No

No

No

Work, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Study , Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop.

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Tourist

Live, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreahun Entertainment,
ining) , Shop

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Business Owner, Shop

Work, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
eisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Study , Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Tourist
Work, Shop, Study , Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Live

Live, Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop.

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Study.

Work, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop.



Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different
No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

The most important thing is to 1JUST DO IT

Impractical, untested and present dificulties of access and egress.

Haven't heard good things.

It looks like an innovative approach and should be considered. My concern would
be how safely riders can enter/exit the lane. If s perceived as too difficult or risky
it could reduce usage which would defeat the whole poi.

We are a South Australian business and have over 2000 clients, with one of our main CBD client’s being the Adelaide

City Council. Trying to do deliveries within the proposed

East - West Bikeway would almost become impossible by

putting more limitations on car parking for our courier vehicles, who already struggle with the current parking situation. No we would have to move out of the City and get rid of our Bike service.

“This has taken so long, I'm happy with whatever pian there now is, as long as you finally, finally approve something
and get started with it The time it's taken to et this bike lane is nothing less than embarrassing.

This is better than nothing but a pale version of what a visionary council might propose.

1 work for a large company on Frankiin street and if the car parks are taken away, it would mean having to move the
d.

company out of the CBD which would not be goor

1 think that the entire existing sidewalk, kerbing, trees, lights, signs and plantings should be stripped out back to the
property boundaries, then a new footpath and bikeway built to the newer frome street footprints and standard, this.

saves significant space and allows for efficient delivery of renewed street aesthetics. | believe that the space savings
will provide for retention of most existing parking including angle parking as this needs only to occupy existing painted CBD streets. This is only appropriate for breaching road closure plantings,

bikelane space on a

1to 1 basis vs road width. Am not troubled by places where two car lanes are reduced to one,

where this is thoughtfully done, since a single lane can be more efficient and less stressful behid the wheel. Overall,
my feeling is that only the utmost 1t class aesthetic and space-saving solution should be applied, even if this comes althe Sydney bikelane/path designs first hand and | think it should be stated that
the cost of a significant delay to the final completion or a partial completion of the route. We don't want to see a repeat Sydney sets a very poor example for traffic management, regulations and

of frome mark1 and other less than ideal treatments. As a cos

st saving to the frome mark2 design, a Semaphore rd

style solution with a widened and completely flat sidewalk with a painted/paved differentiation to the bike path is also a
possmm«y for some parts of the route.
work for  Couriers and we require parking out the front of our business for drivers to come and go throughout the.

I can't comment on Sydney's proposal, however I'd say look less at other
Australian cities; look at The Netherlands or Denmark if you want solid advice
from planners who are somewhat more advanced in embedding bike lanes in
infrastructure.

Nota sensible option.

1do not think a two way bikeway in the centre or to one side has a place in the
laneways, pedestrian bridges and parkland sections of any bike path route. A

slow, daunting and confusing treatment helps no-on

infrastructure design for all users, but especially for bicycle riders.

No, centre of the street sounds better f parking is sil available.

st v y

Stop analysis paralysis and just do it

Not suitable to our business

No. See my answer to question 2.

would to

bikes. One way E-W streets altemating Angas ek
Flinders Pirie would release the space needed for a better
design

Itis not a good idea.

1 see merit in making the connection between various schools.
Occasionally, my own children have ridden to Adelaide High
from the North and via the wester parklands
(Prospect/Brompton/Bonython, as well as

s comfortable with

. Yes | have seena variety of them making this journey, but actual city riding is not something

1o be comfortable about except for the older 16-17-18 yo
students. Cutting a safe route east west and completing
(eventually) the north south route will provide an option to
younger students that is not currently available when they live

somewhere that can't be directly accessed via parklands alone.

Aslong as the parking is kept on Frankiin street.

' sure car parking will be adequate. If people cannot
park directly near where they are going, there will be some
Ho thing nearby available and it hurts no one to walk a few
steps.

Just get the bike lane in

Not suitable to our Business

No. See my answer to question 2.

Provide extra car parking where possible.

With space saving efficiency and a ruthless (get rid of all
the existing trees/path etc) approach far more

As many trees as possible should be provided

In short, we are not in favour of the proposal

No. See my answer to question 2.

could be preserved. The parking that exists on the foute i You should be following the Frome mark2 design lead and not

acmauy very impartant in cotext. Thers are no reaistoaly deviting in'ounchrted ey
jable parking station

satons currently are pum\y bulll many are poorly located, befting the ity ovAmame

most are time inefficient and altogether they contribute to

‘congestion more than they should.

or sub-grade aesthetics -
pict poor aesthetic standards not

our drivers depend on parking in this street

It does raise concerns with right turing traffic into side-streets. Drivers of turing vehicles will be looking ahead for
cars, but might not look further ahead to cyclists on the separated path

do ot take away car parks!!

‘Adelaide needs this facilty to allow cyclists to continue to be part of the transport system of Adelaide, switt clean and
wiet.

As | work in Frankilin st, it will make parking even more dificult,leading to frustration and | feel will cause more
accidents. As | live over 40 mins by car out of the city. Cycling is not an option for me. Plus cycling into the city.
especially when nearing the city on Anzac Hwy, itis not safe. | have seen too many near misses.

Taking away car parks is an issue where | work. Where will be the new loading zones be? | am assuming they will

disappear and not replaced.

Frankiin and Wakefield Street have 4 schools situated in them.
Surely a bikeway will reek havoc (o the students; especially with litte kids.

Have diffiulty in understanding how this can be considered the correct solution considering the different factors. The:
route is nonsensical considering that the main cycle paths from West to East do not connect near Franklin St

Cyclists who approach along Don Bradman Drive will not cycle 150m+ and back out of their way 1o use this path when
i con sy cd e song ket e, vl i exitng et b ot ycl Henay. Cycests
i

from Henley Beach Rd will n

use this route from East

Lo West,considerng hatthe Westem el oftoun i o e busy, s also mprabatie t est.

Toolkit 1 approach for the Wester End of Franklin Stis cost cutting and ugly. Traffc issues and parking around

Elizabeth St. are already problematic s t is.

Make sure that the bikeways are fully self-contained and not interrupted by motorised vehicular traffic

Consistent with the Frome & West bikeways, good route through the city

Minimum width of 2.5 metres other than where limiting protruberances such as established outdoor dining.

To many bikes already in cbd

1 would be willing to cycle through this area, the barrier is helpful and there is ltte traffic on the route.

Happy with the design

Would like bike activated traffc ights on all intersections with lights.

Old Wakefield hospital site to reopen as medical rooms creating in influx of parking

Main thoroughfare for emergency services.
Main thoroughfare from western and eastern traffic.
High volume of appartments with no off street parkin

9.
Our business needs 2/3 hour parking so our clients are not walking around streets moving cars while having a

chemical service.
Frome road bike lane is dangerous

Itis great to see a safe, wide kerbside Bikeway design proposed with benefits to the street that meets international

standards for maximising use in the long term.

1 support a quick role out with upgrades over time

I believe itis important to get more people into the city and this is an effective way.

Separated bikes lanes are required - so the design seem OK as far as | can tell. | wasn' sure about all the details eg
treatment of bus stops. Care is needed! For example the original Frome Rd bikeway was dangerous as motorists
didn' see cyclists as cars tumed left. | narrowly avoided a couple of accidents.

The danger of car doors opening and people alighting onto moving bikes s not good.

Commuting by bike should be encouraged and applauded, not seen as an annoying group 1o be placated.

Many commute by bike and spend money in the city centre. This should be recognised.
There is already so lttle parks available in the city and this will affect my ability to park at my place of employment.
“This will also make it even harder for people like me to find a loading zone.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

no

no

As a cyclist, | would feel vuinerable in the midde of the traffic. Off to the side you
have a degree of protection and it's easier to get on and off the bikeway.

wont be able to tum right as would need to give way to bikes coming from behind?there is already a bike lane!

Centre of the road is not considered to be a safe option by experienced cyclists. It
does not feel safe and is not widely considered in best practice planning by other

countries.

Its not required, as cyclist | have no problems with the exiting bike lanes. It works

s is.

Why not take a leave out of London's book, and have a one way street routine,
and in doing so, make the other car lane, dedicated for the push bikers.

I don't believe itis viable as the inability to tum ngm from Elizabeth St. onto.

in the city. It needs to be like this at a imes.

It will remove too many carparks. Especially shown in your

diagram out front of The Benjamin on Frankiin St, where parking

is onaangle. A lotof parent use the parks to pick up their
children. It will force parents to park further away and for young
children to navigate the streets between bikes and cars. There
will be an accident waiting to happen.

Not sure why we need it in the first place

Al for the bikeway, but not on streets where school kids could
et hurt.

1 was iniiall interested as | thought that there could have at
least been the potential to make Frankin St a bi nicer in
appearance, like which was done with Frome St

I see the using Toolkit 1*or the

Franklin St. would

which comelgo fom the Frankin Tesidentaltower. Th siroetand iarscton a0
cars often have difficulty moving.
Adding a stream of cydlists past this or a one way turn is simply nonviaho

already both congested to the poi

Suits me.

U ofcs tern end of Frankiin St. as disappointing, considering that |

West
had thought that there was a desire to create some
appearing places and moving away from the more industrial
feel. Temporary-feeling and cheap plastic markers and some.
paint will be nothing more than an eyesore and an incredibly
disappointing use of ratepayer dollars.

I can't see a design. Only a map,

Would feel very unsafe being forced into the midde of the street?? No

Very much against this proposal

My concerns are with respect to turing vehicles cutting in front of bicycles as theyblkes 2

Making left and right hand turns straight up harder. Cyclists aren't trams and
‘shouldn't be treated as such. two way bikeways are bad when crowded,

especially when overtaking

Prefer solid barrier to flexi-posts

| hate the fact that part of it is down Frankiin/Fiinders, and then

o dogleg to Wakefield Street. Choose one street, and let
the length of it. This compromise solution is half
baked and | am just as likely to continue down Flinders.
regardless of where the bike lane goes.

Don'tdo it
o ek e B3 siop2 & be o s foaiog des e)
current ones | believe could the bus st

Please do not delay. COVID was a time when it felt safe to cycle

don't take away car parks

Secure bicycle parking is important for all commuters,
‘whether on four wheels or two. One car space is sufficient
for a number of bicycles.

It will remove way too many parks. Itis already hard
enough to find a park in the proposed streets

Being n the courier game, | am of the view more loading
zones are neede

Al for the bikeway, but not on streets where school kids
could get hurt,

Ithas become abundantly clear that since the completion
of the stage 1 of the West Frankiin development, that the
area s already drastically short of parking spaces
Weekends are often full o cars circling the area, and
curtent residents clearty have parking arrangements to
swap cars around to avoid tickets. Backstreets are
congested and deadiock is common.

1 am amazed at how anyone can, considering that there
are proposals for a West Frankiin stage 2 and stage 3
developments, believe that removing any parking from the
Western end of Frankiin Stis either a good idea or in
ratepayer interests

Not concerned about car parking but would like to see an
Adelaide Metro style bicycle parking cage(s) estabished in
the city.

Comfortable with it

No

Im someone who does drive in the and honestly having

xtend further from the curb and allow people to wait at the slop
while cyclists go behind

By being in the middie keeps cyclists away from footpath traffic

I think it's untested, unsafe and unnecessary

No. Adelaide is not Sydney. Less people are now working in the city. A bike lane

will not change this

| du not support this option. It is an nsafe, untested and unhelpful design
ach. | have serious concerns ahmA why this design was included in the
iscussion of this in the chamber or from
previously. As a bike rider | 2ot belleva this would provide a safe route or
easy access. There is no evidence that the centre of the road option will reduce
the loss of car parking which is already minimal in the scheme of parking
numbers in the city. | found the consultation malenals deceptive in \hvs sense

cunsuuanon as | have not heard ar

Looks good. Id use it, especially if the connections to other bike

routeslinks were done at the same time. | particularly would use

the Market to Riverbank

Move bike lane to quiet street with less traffic

I support the design as long as:
- the majorty of the route maintains a 2.5m Bikeway width to
allow for rpassing Without this, the design is significantly
compror
-the slgna\s for turning at Gswler place allow for quick, easy
and safe bicycle movement

ress is made over nme to ensure greenin

which
appropriate. | do not believe the City of Sydney even o thinks i 25 geud ideal As
acity just starting out building bikeways we should u
ot pick out once off strange design options such as this centre of the road option.

I don't like the idea of bike lanes in the centre.

“This is untested and likely dangerous - simply  diversion to divide and conquer.

long term dutch style intersectior

e best interational practice y.e . er 55ne between parked cars prevents dooring

See above.

Would be better on just one road, not weaving between multiple
road;

Dont do it there is already ample bike lanes bus lanes etc in the city leave it alone. Zero stars.

- intersection safety is considered with pavement treatments and

1d parkin of peak at the expense of travel
Ianes seems stupid to me. no parking should be allowed
on most of the route at ll imes.

No happy with design

Page 11 design looks good. Would appreciate more bike
parking hoops along the Bikeway.

Move bike lane to quiet street with less traffic

No as a car driver the car parking loss seems minimal for
the gains. More cars of the road means more car parking
for others

‘The danger of car doors opening and people alighting onto
moving bikes is not good.

Yes we need more parking not less

We need parking

no

the proposal won't be an improvement

Please expedite the process so that more people can benefit as
i

s00n as possible.

i
Adelaide has many wonderful wide city roads compared to most

Australian cities. Let's make the most of his.

No

Slowly but surely you are improving the look of Adelaide streets,

11ail to see how there would be any improvements to my area.

I can't see this from the limited information provided.

If the East-West bikeway has the "look and feel” of the bikeway
along Frome, it would be great - a really great enhancement to the

streets involved (where possible)

Selected to not provide future problems such as blocking line of

sight

‘The ‘greening on the frome street bikeway is poorly maintained
from experience and can get in the way of cycling. | would not like
t

(0 see the same type of plants used along this route.

ke what's been proposed

‘Suggest adding bike parking rails at intervals along the route so
bikeway willattract can stop and

the additional bike users the E-W.
use the cafes/shops and other businesses

I think it might be safer to have traffc lights at entries to any busy
Terrace. Not sure ifthe ones on the

off street carparks, as on North
E-W bikeway are busy enough though.

Add more garden beds.

‘The space for greening is great and | would love to see bright
colourful art. Overtime ifthis was developed it would make a

fabulous place for people walking and riding and be a huge asset
efits to business will be significant in the long

to the city. The ben
run as more people on the street equals more dollars. | have

noticed there are a lot more people walking along Frome St now.

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

Seriously just do this as is and get it done so we can start riding without genuine danger to
our life and limt

I understand that parking may be reduced s a result of the bikeway, but feel that's a sacrifice
outweighed by the benefits to the community and bike riders.

In short, we are not in favour of the proposal, would have to move out of Frankiin Street
and cancel City deliveries

Its time the Council sees cycling as a standard part of road infrastructure, acknowledges the.
benefits of cycling to economy and health, encourages cycling and discourages cars in the.
city (no more Drivers Months please, how embarrassing....

See 4 - the route alignment is on reflection quite good. Note however if a high standard of
aesthetics, space efficiency and parking preservation are maintained, then the eventual
installation of the future bikeways on other streets parallel and intersecting will be more easily
achieved. Please respect the Frome mark2 public consultation process on design because
this applies to all routes and do not needlessly deviate from this - especially to something
lesser. | am rather disappointed that you have not put in a Frome treatment on rebuit parts of
the North Terrace sidewalk - it seems an appalling waste of money and resources to neglect
o do this. Ditto recent works on and near the proposed E-W bikeway rout

no

Waymouth / Pirie would have been a better choice of streets in my opinion, but anything is
better than nothing.

Justdo it

stop pandering to the minority and wasting rate payers' money!

As Nike would say, JUST DO IT.

Eliminate altogether putting in a West / East bikeway

No

Please do not spend money on a bikeway in a street with schools in them,

It seems to me as though the council simply sees Franklin St. as the path of least resistance
1o get a bikeway over the line. While | enjoy the bikeway along Frome, | fail to see how the
proposed route along Frankin St is sensible or in the best interests of either residents who
would deal with the route, or cyclists who would need to make considerable and unlikely
adjustments to their commute, which they will not do.

ly assumption is that Grote St. is somehow out of consideration as it clearly makes more
sense. There is space, it connects o the existing cycle route up Don Bradman Dr, and would
connect to Wakefield without the ridiculous S-Bend along Gawler. Go around Victoria Square
if you must, or actually try to leverage the opportunity to create something that seems more
thought out than the current disappointing proposal.

It would be preferable for each end to be linked to an existing or future planned bicycle route
50 that there is contiguous movement from the Eastern to Western suburbs and from
Northern to Southern. Three is no point in having intra-city bicycle routes if they begin and
end within the CBD boundaries.

Would be great f it could be straight through (e.g. Franklin/Flinders not Frankiin/Wakefield)
butnot a big deal

continuing along Flinders avoiding bus road would be much better.

As above, the route alignment compromise is a terrible idea. Just let it go the full length of
Flinders Street, or stop it at Gawler Place until the Flinders Street traders wise up.

Wakefield sreet suks, but | understand why the fout s the outs | wiluse he roue ateast
support it as rives a car and cycles

by bke.

Happy with it

Prefer it went in a straight line on Flinders and Frankin. The dog leg along Gawler Place just
adds time and difficulty for cyciists.

Move bike lane to quiet street with less traffic

1 would prefer the route to continue directly along Flinders street however if that is not
possible (which it doesn't seem) | support the route proposed (no other route options are.
ported). The route proposed will provide good access for peaple coming from the east
d from the west. | do not believe we should keep talking about which street to use. | think
opening up Gawler place to riders is a great idea. No more delays!

Adelaide needs many more bikeways!! With the advent of e-bikes, a lot more people are
riding. Good bike faciliies will benefit Adelaide in numerous ways.

The bus stop design looks problematic, and wil liely lead to difficult interactions between
pedestrians and cydists.

The need to zig zag between different sireets is unfortunate and should be avoided.

Nog

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Business Owner, Work, Play
Leisure, Recreation,
Enfertainment,Dining) , Shop

Live, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Business Owner

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop

Work
Work

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work
Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,

Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
ining) , Shop.

Work

Work, Shop

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Di

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
ining) , Shop

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work

Work, Shop

Study , Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop

Work, Pay (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Business Owner

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop, Tourist

Live, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Work
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Yes, as shown

1 would like to see what we have on Frome st along Wakefleld east west bike
way, as being consistent is important to all road users | do not agree with path in
the centre of the road as | feel this adds confusion and risk if you need to exit the
path mid way

Yes, as shown

S0 all well and good to have a bikeway, but how many riders will use it? how many will continue to ride where they
normally ride? waste of money and such a major disruption to businesses along these streets. Where wil delivery

drivers park? how will businesses be serviced when deliveries cannot be done in a fast manner now they will need to Why not use Pirie st?
park 100 of metres away doing multipe trips and getting parking fines for over staying??? this just looks like someone

justifying their job?

No, do something different

Please can bike traffic lights be included. Frome Rd is amazing
but tgere is always the risk of a cyclist getting tboned by a
motorist tumning left into one of the roads or turning right across.
the oncoming traffic and not realising a cyclist has right of way.
on the green light. Automatic cycling traffic lights would mean a
motoristis more aware of a cyclist. No right tur would be even
better!

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

‘The improvements are meaningless when safety is being
impacted. A pretty street where a child is hit by a car is stil a street
with an injured child

The current design will impact negatively on a number of schools. Making the morning drop off more dangerous as.
parents may need to send children along across major roads. The foute would also put disabled children at a huge
disadvantage as easy access to school and abilty for bus access for excursions would be impacted.

‘The reduced parking will make it even more difficult to
access nearby doctors, surgeons and specialists
impacting disabled people more than any other group

While bikeway are important, businesses should not be put

No, do something different It needs to be moved away from schools and emergency services. before the safety of chidren

Yes, as shown Abikeway i better than no bikeway, as long as its separated and appropriately wide. Great!

what parking you be removing it will have a negative effect do your improvements in outer suburbs adding a bikeway is not a
on all business along there improvement

traffic flow is a disaster now with the buses in city even with a seperate bus lane

definiely dont need a bikeway in the centre of the street to stuff it up more notin cenlre of sreet not in city G0

No, do something different leave it as is dont take out parking

1 can only see this severely disadvantaging the businesses |
frequent in this area by making it far more difficult for me to find
a park to use these businesses.
1 will then be forced to go elsewhere, such as my local suburban
shopping centre.
I can only imagine many other shoppers would be thinking the
same way and this would be devastating for the small business
district of CBD Adelaide.
‘the design s safe and comfortable including for families/teens

- the route wil give low-stress cycling access to the city (a direct
route along Flinders is preferable but deemed nearly
impossible.)

As | have said already, bike traffic s of very lttie concern in this area of the city
as is clearly evident by the lack of them here everytime | visit town to shop and
use the services in this area, which is always at various times and days.

1 do not see any benefit to the Wakefield St precinct by removing on street parking and creating bike lanes for the.

ieicosonahinodiernt minimal amount of bike raffic | see in that area every time | am there.

- The centre of the road option in the info pack is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible
(a distraction aiming to derailthe project by opposing councilors not
recommended by staff).

Yes, as shown lustdok

‘The biggest dangers to cyclists in traffic seem to be from vehicles tuming right
who fail to notice, or failto calculate the speed of bicycles. A central bike way will
be vulnerable to cars turing in either direction, unless right turns are given a
specific cycle in the signals.

Cyclists travelling shorter distances wouldn't bother o join the central bike way,
but would just use the kerbside lane.

Greening and landscaped areas are a bonus to everyone who uses
the city. Plantings should be kept low to protect sight-ines for both
drivers and cyclists

The Adelaide N-S bikeway s the best designed bikeway I've

seen. Emulating that as much as possible would be ideal. Safoty Sgpts impOr QRSN

Yes, with minor changes Any separated cyciing infrastructure is better than none.

Wakefield Street cannot afford to lose any on street
parking. In particular, as we live between Pulteney and
Frome Streets, we have observed the car parks in that
area are almost always occupied between 8am and 10pm
daily. We have businesses, restaurants and residences
which rely heavily on the on street parking in the vicinity

The bike lanes as proposed create driveway ingress and egress issues and increases the risk of collisions. Further,
the loss of street parking is significant and will seriously impact visitors to us and our neighbours, as well as local
businesses

It seriously favours cyciists to the detriment of motorists,

N thing different I's a far safer option for pedest t ists alik
1o, do something different 's a far safer option for pedestrians, motorists and cyclists alike roudonts and local businoss

“This s intriguing and would avoid clashes between bikes and traffic that is

the street, as well as pedestr tting onto buses. However |
feel that such an untested design would result in further delays to having the
bikeway constructed, which is unacceptable. So it is in everyone's best interest to.
9o with the tried and tested design.

parking would ideally be separated using the concrete
o o TS e

re needs to be enough space for passengers 1o open
e soce o entering the bikeway, and without
the passenger stepping straight into the bikeway

ideally this would be continuous on one street, not staggered over two streets, forcing cyclists to cross traffic to get
onto Gawler place. however if this is the only possibilty, then construction must begin without any further delays

s above, the bikeway should be continuous on one street, itis

forcing cyclists to cross busy traffic greening is always good

Yes, with minor changes

1 support the proposed alignmen from Wes! Terrace to Gawler
Place along Frankiin Street and Flinders Stree. This is a nafural
choice for cydlists, evidenced by the extensive use currently (I
cycle along here now),
1 do not support the alignment along Gawler Place and
kel Siset. The prposed shft Y@y fom Fincecs St
is logical
Cycisis o ot e along Wakefield Street now nor are they
likely o in future. Wakefield Sireet is a wide sireet, not
conducive to encouraging cyclists or near the destinations where
le want to go. The exte ber of bus sioy
people wan [0 go. The extonsive number of bus stops ‘The proposal to priortse the bikeway over parking i
Wakefield Street alone would discourage cyclists from traveling
supported. Parking should n the effectiveness of What sireet improvements? | do ot support the use of planter
along this section of road. The proposed narrowing of the ¢
oy ot 8 bl St ot ek from using the Dikeway. The effectiveness, effciency and accessibilty boxes. Plant real trees in the ground instead. | would lie to see a
Y i ge oye 'S of the bikeway should be prioritised above all else in the  healthy number of tuming and crossing points for cyclists.

ihis route, as cyclists will continually need o give way t
pedestions,sowing rovel s and ncreasing h ik of an streets, and parking should be adjusted to it around it

between cyclists and pedestrians.
Aaamonauy the link to the existing north south bikeway on
Frome Street is terrible. Anyone seeking to cycle from the east
west bikeway (o the north south bikeway or vice versa is
extremely unlikely to cycle along Wakefield Street, but rather
continue cycling along Flinders Street. If the bikeway is not
continued along Flinders Street to Frome Street (at a minimum),
cyclist will simply continue of the existing road, rendering a
significant portion of the new bikeway worthless and clogging up
the existing bicycle lanes.
1 support the proposed alignment from West Terrace to Gawler
Place along Franklin Street and Fiinders Street. This is a natural
choice for cyclists, evidenced by the extensive use currently (I
cycle along here now)
1'do not support the alignment along Gawler Place and
Wakefield Street. The proposed shift away from Flinders Street
is ilogical
Cyclists do not ride along Wakefield Street now nor are they.
likely to in future. Wakefield Street is a wide street, not
oonuucwe to encouraging cyclists or near the destinations where
eople want to go. The extensive number of bus stops on
Wataiid Sreo ione would discourage cyclists from travelling
along this section of road. The proposed narrowing of th
bikeway at 8 bus stops alone will discourage cyclists from using
this route, as cyclists will continually need to give way to
pedestrians, slowing travel times and increasing the risk of an
accident between cyclists and pedestrians.
Additionally, the link to the existing north south bikeway on
Frome Street is terrible. Anyone seeking to cycle from the east
west bikeway {o the north south bikeway or vice versa is
extremely unlikely to cycle along Wakefield Street, but rather
continue cycling along Flinders Street. If the bikeway is not
continued along Flinders Street to Frome Street (at a minimum),
cyclist will simply continue of the existing road, rendering a
significant portion of the new bikeway worthiess and clogging up
the existing bicycle lanes.

1 do not support the proposal for a two way separated bikeway in the centre of the
1:am supportive of the proposed design principles as detailed on page 11, provided that the width of the bicycle lane is road. This is not accessible for all users and is only helpful for those travelling
large enough for cyclists to pass each other whilst ravelling in the same direction (2m I'm guessing) and minimise the straight, but do nothing for turning cyclist. This is not safe for children and does
use of flexi-posts. little to encourage cycling when comparing to two separated bikeways on each

side of the road.

Yes, with minor changes.

‘The proposal to prioritse the bikeway over parking is
supported. Parking should not dictate the effectiveness of - What street improvements? | do not support the use of planter

the bikeway. The effectiveness, efficiency and accessibility boxes. Plant real trees in the ground instead. | would like to see a

of the bikeway should be prioritised above all else in the  healthy number of turning and crossing points for cycists.

streets, and parking should be adjusted to fit around it

1do not support the proposal for a two way separated bikeway in the centre of the
1 am supportive of the proposed design principles as detailed on page 11, provided that the width of the bicycle lane is road. This is not accessible for all users and is only helpful for those travelling
large enough for cyclists to pass each other whilst travelling in the same direction (2m I'm guessing) and minimise the straight, but do nothing for turning cycist. This is not safe for children and does
use of flexi-posts. ltte to encourage cycling when comparing to two separated bikeways on each
side of the road,

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown Bikes should be the priority, its 202111
Itis well accepted that good cycling infrastructure increases rates of cycling. My support for the East-West bikeway.
centres on sustainabilty - economic, environmental, and social - based on the expected increase in cycling rates:
1) Slower modes of transport, including cycling, enable and encourage people to stop, browse and purchase from
local businesses.

2) Cycling is low carbon transport. Higher rates of cycling is an example of required behaviour change that s
fundamental to a low emissions future.

3) Cycling is active. The more people who cycle, the healthier the population.

The proposed kerbside, separated bikeway design is widely
accepted as best practice. The sense of safety and enjoyment
(low-stress) it provides is key to attracting prospective bike
riders.

As much as possible, where possible, greening must be
incorporated. The inclusion of urban greening principles is of
fundamental importance in supporting the three sustainabilty
outcomes outiined above:

Yes, as shown ‘The centre of the sireet design approach is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible. No.

Adelaide has a ridiculously high rate of parking. Develop

more park and ride faciliies out of the city to minimise

congestion. Walk more, cycle more, public transport more,
rk

i i e r i i i 1 wish it was more direct, but seriously, I take anything right
Ideally it would be a dedicated bikeway through the centre of the ity to protect childcare users, school and university. | . now that gives cyclists more protection and safety when cycling

students, commuters, shoppers and recreational cyclists passing through the ity in the city

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021 paress.
Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

Yes, as shown More shady trees please. Not bothered about flower boxes.

“This bikeway is desperately needed. | ride into and out of the city every day and often witness
(or experience them myself) near misses between vehicies and bikes. As well, there seems
o be even more car congestion than ever n the city since Covid 19 so bicycle riders must be
encouraged as much as possible. | know many people at my work who say that the only
reason they do not ride to work is because they fear being knocked off their bike so a bike
path would encourage them to start riding

Do not et people tell you that cyclists do not pay car registration fees and hence road taxes as
most cyclists also own cars.

Great route choice it's direct and plenty of room to add seperate bike lanes and parking

To return to the original plan of Flinders St would be more beneficial to workers in the East
end area. It would also show that the council puts safety before money and loud lawyers

Median crossings need o be as wide as possible to accomodate groups of cyclists and
pedestrians crossing. See the current median crossing at Flinders Street behind the Colonel
Light Centre and how often it overflows with footicycle traffic in peak hour.

bugger off leave this area alone

1 cant give you suggestions you all get paid megga bucks to work these things out

| major improvement for whole of adelaide would be to drastically reduce the number of
buses on our roads get id of them look at melb they use trams as their main mode of
transport around the city works perfectly less buses you can access anywhere city there
quickly o traffic jams wake up look at them lean bring back tram lines in and to the city
loads people will use it and leave their cars at home

It would make sense to move this proposal to another street where actual traffic congestion
and bike numbers are an issue.

Stop procrastinating and get on with it

A dog-leg route is an obvious compromise. Cyclists travelling through the city E-W are
unhkely o bother following the dog-leg, but will continue in a straight ine on the street they e
ing. However many users will not be riding through- just using a smaller section of bike way

as (hey have need. And the repeat- any infrastructure improvements are welcomed.

We prefer the 2 way separated bikeway in the centre of the street

bus stops are going to be a major issue with cyclists vs pedestrians. bus stop islands would
be necessary at all stops. The design guide shows drawings of bus stops G1 and R1 where
transit users would step directly in and out of the bus via the bikeway, which is highly unsafe
for everyone involved, and would be an accident waiting to happen. Potentially the bikeway
could veer onto the area that the bus stop is currently located on (on the current footpath), to
provide more space for the bus stop island, and to lower cyclists speed.

1 support the alignment from West Terrace to Gawler Place along Frankiin Street and Flinders.
Street, however | do not support the alignment from Gawler Place to East Terrace.

1 support the alignment from West Terrace to Gawler Place along Frankiin Street and Fiinders.
Street, however | do not support the alignment from Gawler Place to East Terrace.

Geton with it, seriousiy!!

Although a route directly along Flinders Street is preferred, the improbabilty of achieving this.
is 100 high and, as such, the altemative route (Gawler Place and Wakefield Street) is
therefore supported.

My daughters attend Adelaide High School and would really appreciate a safer passage to
school. | work in the city and would love more cycling options o get in and out safely. Please.
make this (and more) dedicated bikeway happen. Thank you!

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Work

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Business Owner

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
Work, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
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Entertainment, Dining)
Live, Work, Study , Shop, Play
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Entertainment, Dining)

Work

Shop

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment
Dining) , Tourist

Live, Work, Study , Shop, Play
(e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Business
Owner, Tourist

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Live, Work, Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
Dining) , Shop

Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment,
ining) , Live

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)



No, do something different

‘You mean City of Adelaide? Centre of street is best not to remove angled car
st

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,

Why can'tthe bike lane be on Flinders St, it is where most cyclists go to either go to Bartels Rd or Victoria Park et ‘See comments at 3 See comments at 2 No ecreston Entereieent Dinkg]
The proposed design around bus siops is woeful and 100K like
a dangerous point of conflct between cyclists and buses, and
passengers boarding buses. Bus siops should be "foating’,
Its a bad idea, will not improve accessibilly to local businesses and seems more acting themselves as a barrier between the Bikeway and traffic  No. Parking should never have been a concern and ifs As noted above, it not a good route option. Pirie/Waymouth or Flinders/Franklin without the Study , Play (e.g. Leisure,
Support the key principles of the Bikeway design, separate to the compromised route selecled which has many points .
Yes, as shown ‘appropriate for a through-commute - which is a poor outcome for  project that  lane/buses. The example shown in Surry Hils utlises the disappointing that Council has constantly used this as a Wakefield dog-leg wouldve both been superior opions. But Council needs o just get on with No Recreation, Enlertainmen,
of conflict with crossovers and bus stops.
should provide value uplit floaling’ bus stop approach, and this design is also widely used delaying tactic to prevent the fruion of the project. it and build something that enhances conneclivity, even ifnot the oplimal route. , Shop.
i Hong Kong - don't reinvent the wheel by irying to use
Melbourne tram stop design (which doesnit work effectively in
Melbourne)
| clist and this is ust a waste of - id day to work using Frankin st from West Tce and how th te of t der th ] h debt parking layout oh yea take the parki from th . .
am a cyclistand s s Just @ waste of money - | ide every day lo work using Frankin st from West Tce and how IS 2 long does ot nterfere with traffic flow and BUSINESS INCOME then there is YU 31® @ waste of ime no wonder the councilis in so fuich debt parking layout on yea take e parking away from the dont waste our time and money - how about you design something actually positive instead of Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
No, do something diferent hell have you got this dea is just crap and then want more people {0 shop in the ity to only take the parks away and - you would rather business close, go bankrupt rather than  capital of sth australia and have less nless people come in stop ths bullshit of wasting money No g
noissue going backwards al the time 01 oppose ths crap Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
away plus the lost of income to business - oh thals right you only say you care with words not actions support - no wonder we are called backwards
Do not kink the path across Gawler Place. Pick an alignment through the city and keep it
straight: e.g. all the way across Frankiin - Flinders, or Waymouth - Pirie or another direct east-
route;
- Right hand tums siow the commute down (waiting for traffc ights),introduce negotiation
[
Not iffavour of centre bikeways. They appear harder (o get to (only at crossings) More permanent on sireet carparks would be more with raffic This s a poor outcome for safaty and convenience. People wil just confinue going
Frome Street looks great, and the trees as part of the dividing straight and/or put themselves in more danger and the bike path will be less used. As another Work, Play (e.g. Leisure,
. 1. Do not reduce bikeway widths at kerb protuderances. The point of a bike lane is to be safe and level. narrowings, and hard to leave + need to contend with turning traific. They are more convenient for existing businesses. Maybe reduce traffic  The more trees and more shade and more green to reduce the
Yes, with minor changes median between cars and bikes is great. Please do more of that way to look at i, traffic engineers would never propose a kinked route as the best east-west No Recreation, Entertainment,
chicanes, speed bumps elc are a poor design outcome. environmentally exposed (sun, cars rushing past) as they are in the cente of the, lanes, to discourage excessive car raffic on streets with  heat island effect, the better. i
to make the ride on hot days more attractive. oute through the city for cars. People expend energy riding the bikes, and they are slower Dining) , Shop
road. Side bikeways are also somelimes protecied by parked cars. potentially lots of bikes’
than cars. Therefore, please make it easier for them by making the bike routes direct. The
more compromised the design and location of the path, the less people will feel safe to try to
Tide tofinfthrough the city, the less people will use i, the less return on your investmen
- Idealy, you would have several east-west routes to provide as many cyciing options and
open up as many city destinations as possible
i really dont see the need to waste money on Frankiin Street bike lane project. Frankiin Street
already has a useable bike lane. So why is there such a need o create this proposed lane
i . disiking of Adelaide Ci i for nstalling it
it prevents parents dropping off students - concideration should and create a disliking of Adelaide City Coundilfor installing
No, do something different You need to do this off a major road such as Donald Bradman or Henly Beach road where not in Sydney - bike lanes are already in place .. be given as to the impact to businesess on the stretch of road it reduced - not good for local businesess. Frankin looks fine as is No Work
if you are so determind to create this lane then it should start either on Grole Street or on
should ths go ahead
Currie street as they are connected to 2 major feeder roads into th
From it can se4 e ke fans encs on Wakefeld St o why o Just start and finish on
the one stretch of road, Grote - Wakefeild
Yes, with minor changes Please do not include a kink or fork in the path. Keep it linear Yes Live, Work
d the parking, bikes don't hy do they gel a bikeway??? half the city loaci have b "
No, do something different e e e e T no it should not go ahead dont do it f ts going to take parking away dontdoit dontdoit No Work
removed this isnt fai at all
Waste of tax payer money. Seems {0 me that there are ‘too
hiefs and not enough Indians to coin a phrase who don't
Adelaide is not a 'bike'city. Council seems o want to spend money for no return and congest the roadways turing many ehief and nol enough Indians' (o coln a phrase wiho dort
! really know wha to do and continue {0 bring up ideas which
No. do something diferent more people away from the ciy. Look at the Frome road bike way debacie. Town planner dorit seem to understand  Scrap it. Allamative - remove all buses from the CBD, nstall rams on alloads ~ "221M 1o WA 10 20 S S0 00 10 UMb CReB AR - No Yes Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
g 9 how our city works and want to bring in ideas practised in other States/Countries just to substantiate their job and look and then maybe consider bike ways. v v p Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

many ‘dormant areas' & run down areas and vacant buildings.
Not very conducive to atiracting more people to the CBD. A bike.
way won' help.

to seem to be doing something about ‘sustainabilty'

D While it may appear counter-intuitive there are benefits to cyclists (specifically Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,

N
safety), retention of parking and other. © Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
We, as an occupier of  Wakefield Street, do not approve of the proposed plan. As you have pointed out, some on-
strest parking spaces will be removed to instal the proposed bikeway. Our building is next to St Aloysius School which See Q1
utiises much of the parking in the surrounding area, the traffc can be heavy at times. The removal of parking spaces See Q1 Itis quite perplexing why the bikeway does not continue from Frankiin Street along Flinders.
No, do something different will cause chaos. The proposal will also adversely affect our business by depriving our clients of parking in This design is preferred. Ifa bikeway is nstalled it should be compulsory for al cyclists to See Q1 No. Street. One would think that would be cheaper and less disruptive to all. Further, the parking Yes Work, Business Owner
front/around our building. One of the great atiractions of Wakefield Street s its parking. usit in Fiinders Street had some years ago been reduced by Council. It would see the Oxford
We are not opposed to the alterative design approach on page 5 of the Design Guide. The design for Oxford Street Street solution could continue along Flinders with far less disruption.
would make good use of the medium strip on Wakefield Sreet.
It would make it impractical to find table parki
A separated bikeway will narrow the street even more - leading to more UELIMED I TEILATS L EICT . 25 FEILIE Why is a bike lane necessary - there is one on Grote St Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
No, do something diferent Passing by a school zone i just impractical for students and parents. rea that is not serviced well with any other parking options No
congestion in the street Waste of money and not necessary Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
besides street paring,
r Flinder 1, but this s 9. Leisure,
Yes, as shown This is essentialfor the safely of cyclists in the city, and needs to be implemented ASAP. Itis an excellent plan. Please ensure 2.5m width wherever possible Staight along Finders St would be batter, but this s ok Road 1 can't find them, but would support ree planting where possible No Work, Shop, Play (0.g. Leisura
treatments at intersections to improve safety will be important. Regreation, Entertainment, Dining)
Yes, as shown Would think it will encourage more people on bikes gefting across town from east to west and vice versa. Don't know if it will work. Looks similr to the north south bkeway which seems tobe . Some parks st at some key locations. Notinthe very , somment Include a bike counter like on the Frome Road bike pah No Wiy S oy ey
working wel busiest heart of the city. Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
Polical willis what is needed to make posiive changes. Amsterdam did not become a great
As aregu fting cyclist | think tha a cenire lane bk Id b lace i fing cyciists just miraculously- in the 1970's the cenre of Amsterd;
Yes, as shown Please do this- the sooner the beter. 2 regular commuting cyclst | tink that a centre lane bikeway would be Looks good. Please just once priortise road users other than cars D e e e o oy erdar was No Work
unusual, counter-intuiive and poteniially dangerous. and traffc and hard decisions were made which has lead to a much more
Heasant ey oxperence a round
Yes, as shown Happy with it No Work
Itis hard t the d ide through the links provide. H b ho exclusive “This looks ik it would lists i d vulnerabilty and « work, Play (e.9. Leisure,
Vs, s shown is hard 1o access the design guide through the links provide. However, as a business owner who exclusively uses a This looks like it would expose cyclists to increased vulnerabilty and exposure to [Can't comment a5 | don't have info on this No Recreation, Entertainment,

bike to come into the city from the wester suburbs, | am very pro this iniiative car fumes.

Dining) , Shop.
1am the Principal of  Couriers, who have operated our business in the CBDfor the past
25 years, when we launched our family business in Post Office Place, later moving to 151 and
then 159 Frankiin Street. We currently operate the largest privately Owned Courier business
and with our planning, it is imperative we have a Central Location serving, as well, utlizing
our central location with Couriers dropping and collecting small parcels for deliveries in and
Not commercially viable under the current environment and would  out of the CBD. We also operate a City Bike and City Scooter delivery service for the CBD
be a massive strain on the Council's financials, if the Councils was and currently the Adelaide Councils' preferred Courier Service and have been for many years. No
to proceed with the bikeway. Limiting or removal of any car parks or access in front of our business, would definitely cause
hardship to the business and affect the service we currently offer. This would no doubt place.
our company with the difficult decision to remodel our very successful South Australian Farily
business and would need to seriously consider o relocate out of the city This would have an
immediate effect on some 50 plus families that operate within our service and certainly affect
delivery services to Adelaide CBD business District

I understand that this is not a viable project when comparing the use by Bicycles reported at around 160 per day
cles, based on currently available figures would be using the frankiin street proposal. Economically not viable,

especially considering the dramatic loss of Income the council faced through the Pandemic. When discussing this
plan, was any consideration of those riding cycles into the city, to what the Cyclist would add to the economics of the
city, compared to the cost of installing the Bikeway? One believes the Councillost huge revenue from your vehicie car Removal of far too many vehicle parking places, serving current Businesses,
parks, mainly due to the Pandemic and businesses have staff work from home. One would have thought that Schools, Churches, and many other commercial outiets. NO return on investment
considering a "Bikeway' that will have a detrimental effect on1000's of businesses and offer nill aditional income to theby the council and would have a detrimental effect on many on the planned route
city, was a plan that was and is be ill-conceived with absolutely NO Benefit to 99% of the city residents or commercial  of the Bike-way
business. In fact, will have the reverse effect and would cost the Council Millons of dollars to achieve no commercial
financing for the council and the rate payers, One may also suggest the "Bike-Way: of Hallfax and Sturt Streets is a

good example of the results you could expect from the current proposal. | strongly suggest the council reconsiders any
plan that affects the right of way to the business within the city CBD

s ey nacequnt e curet G20 bisiness on
h proposed Be ey e oLk equre conpanies o
reconsider their Locations in the CBD and many on
T M DO P T e
customers access to their businesses. How many offices,
‘Commercial premises in the CBD, are currently vacant?

NOT Necessary or viable, considering potential use and Couni !
budgeted expense. No return for the council or the Ratepayer or
business leased premises

No, do something different Work, Shop, Business Owner

Ves, as shown Be sure to add some signs for directions and about use for More links across town would be great. A signed route to link Crafers Veloway (from City, Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,

Looks good. pedestrians/ cycle use. Linear Park, etc would be fantastic. Ne Entertainment, Dining) , Shop
I think the improvements to the street of greening and increased
i oo 1o 1 area for pedestrians and cyclist taken back from cars and
Itlooks ke a good concept and would be nice to ride down the midde of the
’ visuallphysical bariers between cars and bikes greatly improves Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Yes, as shown road. | am a ltle concerned how well it will work on the proposed rout with 5o Thatit has taken far to long to get constructed No
the street scape. Increased plantings breaking up the bitumen Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
many cross roads and traffic crossovers through the bike lane.
pavement make a much more visually appealing street scape and
help reduce heat island effects.
Itis already difficult to find car parking along the West end of Frankiin St. We have some visitors that attend our office
for meeting and training where they have limited ability to walk long distance. We also have volunteers that work in ou"
No. do something different office. If there was less carparks available out the front of our buiding this would impact our volunteers, customers and no 'd like to see carparks stay as they are. “This design reduces carparks no no Yes Work
staff as they would be required to park further away, it wouldn' be easy for them to move their car regularly and they
may end up needing to pay for parking on other streets or in a car parking facilty.
Yoo, 2 shown Please expedite the building of bicycle lanes throughout the city. Climate change i fast becoming more serious, and it A good kioa . Study , Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
is imperative we promote clean, green altheratives. Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
Could be good if the bikeway s protected from traffic. Removes conflict points at y
Yes, as shown Let's make it happen! driveways and cross overs along roads and is less likely 1o be used by Parking should be a low priority. Less parking is better. Allon one through streat combination (eg Flinders/Frankiin) without @ dog leg on Gawler PI No Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,

would be better. Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
pedestrians.

It looks good. | feel that the current arrangement of car lanes at

the western end of Frankiin St next to West Tce quite dangerous.

as a bike rider. Two car lanes merge into one very soon after No Wi
cars tum right into Frankin St from West Tce, and often cross

into the bike lane at this location.

Yes, as shown Doesn't seem necessary.

prefer kerbside bikeway but can see advantages to centre of street to avoid
‘conflict between cyclists and users of public transport

the best CBDs around the world discourage private car
use and instead encourage active modes of transport

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Yes, as shown prefer concrete buffer to flexi-posts where possible ‘The greener the better No
yes, the trouble | find with a dedicated bikeway is that they.
seldom get swept and fill with debris: glass, dirt and vegetative
matter. In consequence | have a preference for the car lane,
because using the bikeway causes too much damage to my tires
and tubes. This is not a trivial issue and | see many new
bikeways shunned because they are either to convoluted or
covered in trash. It s important to buid this expensive
infrastructure: but i there is not a dedicated program for ts
maintenance, then they are just tokenistic programs designed to
fail, or designed by non-biking engineers who have no idea of

1 though tis was Adelaide? Maybe tis is something you talk about on page 117 1% mPertance of maintaning a clean surface for the cycling

but o B public. | ecall the only time the tour down under went to no
Mannum: the morons that were in charge of the finish were so
ignorant of the requirements of the racers that they did not even
bother to sweep the roads on the last comer into the finish: great
pile up with million of dollars of cyclists and bikes in a heap, and
what would of been an exciting conclusion to the race destroyed
as 100 the credibility of the TDU organisers who appeared as
just a peleton of hllbillys. If you what to witness this just check
out the bikeway that follows Park Tce in front of the swim centre,
build it and they will come, not bloody likely its ful of debris, |
take my chances with the cars, better that than a damaged front

heel.
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I think it is useful to have separated bike s east west, but can not find link on your website to page 11 only to pdf

Study, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
about north south.

Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Yes, as shown maintenance program to clean bikeways No



Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do

Sees like it will work
1 am writing as Chairperson of the Church Council. The proposed bike-way will significantly affect
parking in the front of the Church on Sundays when Church services are held and also on Saturdays and weekdays
when events such as weddings and funerals are held. It is important that there is space out the front of the Church for
vehicles such as wedding cars and hearses.  In addition the Church is sed for concerts on weekends and during the
week and is also used by the Chinese Christian Church for their services on Sunday afternoons and during the week

1 would strongly prefer for this bikeway to run along Wakefield Street, but as a compromise anything running East-
West for cylists is better than nothing.

an overpass at west terrace would remove potential for car/bike interactions and accidents

The route will give low-stress cycling access to the city. This is very-much needed.

Unsafe for

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

dropped of at schools on Wakefield Street.

Flinders Street a better option

Good mixture of treatments given all the challenges of crossing, loading zones, etc.

Our medical clinic is at the eastern end opposite Christian Brothers College. The morning drop off and afternoon
pickup, as well as after hours sports events, nightly and weekends sees a rapid turmover of parents parking and
leaving. They would be crossing the laneways constantly during these periods and the proposal represents a
significant risk of injury and death as these manouevres occur. These times are a virtual frenzy and there is no doubt
that the proposal represents a danger to children cyclists and drivers. There is also a continuous stream of residents.
leaving and arriving the carpark of the residential building complex opposite the schaol.

Having a bike lane with vehicle parking on the right (not directly curbside) is a recipe for disaster for cyclists. Cyclists
already have enough problems with drivers not paying atiention to cyclists approaching from behind and open doors
without looking; passengers will be far more likely to alight from a bus without looking for any cydlist approaching from

Raised concrete barriers provides no margin for any error. Some cyclists treat the commute home like a race and if
the bike lane is narrowed without room for passing cyclists (unlike an existing bike lane with only line marking on
roads) there is a greater risk of being hit by another cyclist

Ilike green space, but these areas also block the view when it comes to separated bike and vehicle lanes. Too many
motorists don't see cyclists or try to ‘out manoeuvre' and tum left cutting them off. Blocking the view with the wrong
type of separation increases the likelihood of a collision.

Good compromise.
Only 2 comers

central median shouid be concrete not simply line marking. Where appropriate (.g. western-most end of Frankiin
sn It should be designed to faciitate safe movement of pedestrians and people using mobilty devices (iike eScooters
and mobility scooters). There is no indication of how the detour down Gawler Place - from either Wakefield or Flinders
Streets - will be addressed.

The proposed bikeway should be wide enough to allow two abreast cycling. The edges of the bike path should not
present trip hazards or hazards that would result in a loss of control. For example, the Frome Road Bikeway looks
aesthetically pleasing, but it has dangerous edges with no run off protection which could be hazardous at higher
speeds. The material chosen should also be smooth with a low rolling resistance. The From Road Bikeway does not
have the smaothest path surface, although it does look visually appealing. The Toolkit one option looks low cost-the
osts are visually unappealing. Are these able to be designed to be more visually attractive? There should be some
provioing for the use of innovative smart city technologies to recognise the presence of cyclists, maximise speed
and safety (such as by hs lling system, p: sharp kink in the route via Gawer |
Place is unfortunate in reducing directness of the route and this is ikely to be a disincentive to cyclists focused on city
destination inthe East End. This diversion will probably esultin cycliss ignoring he designaled route where i
iake sense. The East-West bike route should be as close to the Hindley Street-Rundie Mall-Runde Street
axis as possible and parallel with it along it's whole extent. The proposed route appears to be a sell-out to the car
lobby who object to cyclists along Pirie Street.

I believe that using Frankiin Street for the bikeway would be a big hindrance o the area especially when getting close
to West Terrace. St Marys College is a large school almost spilling at the seams which cause major traffic issues in
the moming during peak hour and of an evening. The added complication and reduced parking spaces would only.
increase this areas of current hazards. Every day | see people parking ilegally at peak times (despite being fined by
Inapectorst ssems  have no mpact)and a iiesdoing anceLres n thlecas thatare euen unwe St Marys
college has spent a lot of time and money on its new
zone is not able to be moved elsewhere due to lack of space and even lhe side street - Gray. SLreel s 100 small a road
for such a zone (also don't believe the residents in that street would love that either). St Patrick and a bus stop
interferes with any reasonable collection zone at the back of the school I(Grote street). | think these types of things are
awonderful improvement for our city but feel this is not the street to do it on. Ultimately the safety must be paramount
in making such decisions.

Please get on with putting it in place - this should only be a starting point - every street needs to be a safe street for
cycling

Itis S0 much better to ride a bike on a separated and protected bike lane. It s the only way to attract more people on ta
bikes. The demand is there. It just needs to be enabled.

1:am in favour of the bike path. However my main priority would be to implement a bike path on North Tce (a street
which does not even have a painted bike lane n some parts). This would not require as substantial of a separation as
Frome Rd, as any kind of small separation between bike path and car s satisfactory (.. a small kerb). | believe this
Should be a priority due to the volume of bike users which try and use this major (and very wide) thoroughfare, with
direct links 1o uni, business, entertainment precints etc

We require car parks along Frankiin Street for public and Courier parking.

The loading zones are usually taken with public vehicles or far away meaning drivers have to walk longer distances to

deliver parcels.

There is alot of school traffic towards West Tee and losing parks means they will take p other parking nearby.
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Would be cheaper to build but complicated for the cyclists and turning traffic.

Bikeways are important for a range of reasons including reduction of traffic i the
city, and this is supported by Pilgrim Uniting Church, however we mque$t that the
‘Adelaide City Council take account of the affect of such a proposal

raqwsmsms of a busy Church such as ours, used for a variety auann At
purpose:

Happy with a separated bikeways approach - | couldn't find the Sydney proposal

this is a great idea - it essentially replicates the interactions between the trams
and other vehicles which drivers are getting used to with the tram extension.
would work well with an overpass of west terrace too

“The centre of the road option in the info pack is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible,

“This could be a good option, particularly for the Wakefield street part where
schools will be impacted

I disiike the idea. The pathways need to be such that they can be confidently used
by people aged 8-80. Being exposed to moving vehicles both left and right
without a firm barrier is very confronting and is unlikely to be used.

Yes, not appropriate - confusing interface with pedestrians, too many crossings,
danger from left and right

‘Seems to resolve possible issues around bus stops, loading zones and possible
conflicts with errant pedestrians as there are many opportunities for these issues.
to arise. Potentially could be safer although restricts cyclists access to shops and
businesses, would certainly suit work commuters.

In additon to the dangers, parking access is essential for the survival of our
business. Removal of any parking will severly impact our patients attending our
Accredited Healthcare Clinic

Do ot like this idea. Increased risk getting on/off and greater likelihood of
collision. The problem is people have trouble adapting to significant change, and
requiring a driver 1o change behaviour where they need to look for a cyclist in a
different position to usual | would expect to be problematic.

Seperate is safer.

Cny of Sydney's design is based on extensive public transport movement in the
streets AND it has involved removing a City bound traffic lane. Frankiin
and Flinders streets do not have these issues and are ideal for uni-directional
rotected bike ways on either side of the street. Wakefield Street does not have
the same volume of bus movement or number of stops as the City of Sydney is
dealing with. Access to and from the bus stop can be readily faciltated as per
Your photos on page 9.

It's anovel idea, and could work well providing that cydlists have adequate.
tection and warning from motor vehicle traffic. Speed limits along roads with

this «acmty should be reduced to 30kmih to minimise the risks of confict between
ists and motorists.

‘The Oxford design is a step 100 far for vehicles to comprehend.

We do not have the room for such a way without disadvantaging the majority of
the users of these roads. Does that mean we end up with the tram situation
where you can't tum across into a street. | feel that people get frustrated and do
dangerous erratic things when they can't get through to where they want.

prefer the edge of the street not the centre but protecting the journey of bike riders need to be thought through - there should be more greening and

is key - it could be trialled 1o see how it works in practice

11 don't think itis  good idea. It s not best practice. It makes stopping and using
local businesses unnecessarily difficult.

I would prefer a separated bikeway on the sides of the road - | believe this
benefits not only cyclists but also increases the enjoyment of the street for
pedestrians and can be beneficial for businesses e.g. nicer for outdoor dining,
‘encourages more cyclists 1o stop and visit businesses.

‘guess if removing bike lanes from the side of the road allows enough room for
cars stilto safely drive past parked vehicles and also avoid people opening their
doors but | do not feel Frankiin St is wide enough to handle a bikeway in the
middle lane.

Looks good People will work around it

Having a bikeway outside of the Church will significantly

No comments, see comments above. o e e e

Anything that can be done to minimise car doors opening
on cyclists would be an improvement. A separated
bikeway should go a way to address this.

A separated bikeway is preferable to reduce risks.

the main issue around dedicated bikeways, including Frome St,
is the uncertainty around interactions at cross over point
Signage s required at each crossover stating who must give
way eg bikes should give way to cars tuming left (ie cutting
across the bikeway) et etc. This uncertainty is the major cause
of close calls/accidents/frustration and road rage | have
experienced on my daily bike commute to work

there is a similar issue for bus passengers interactions with
cyclists. | think itis essental that bus passengers do not step off
the bus into a bike lane - this action needs to be separated eg
bike lane behind the bus sheterlstop or bikes go around the bus
when itis stopped. the sydney style central road bikeway would
avoid this issue

The design is safe and comfortable including for familes,
teenagers & the elderly.

‘The parking layout would mean the my disabled son would
be exiting the car into traffic (needs to use right side of car
for access). This would be extremely dangerous.

Another parent would need to get thumwlves intoa
wheelchair in traffic, which is also very ui

Could the bikeway be developed in a oron sieet 1o
‘avoid the schools?

The design itself is ok, the location is not

Not clear how you will manage Gawler Place giving the
presence of the mult storey car park

Minor loss of parking in low demand areas, parking is a
non issue with the proposed layout,

e my concerns regarding pick up and drop off of
schoolschildren at CBC.

If parking is lost access to our medical cinic will be
severely impacted.

1like the concept, not convinced on the execution. Do the
desvgnevs frequently use these roads and at various times day - Potential to cause cyclist and pedestrian collisions.
night?

Concrete buffers are important for safety. The design allows
opportunities for planting and this will ensure visual amenity for
all road users. Green surfacing at driveways and intersections
are important for safety.

Parking on the outside of the bikeway will top car dooring
by drivers. The bikeway barrier provides passengers with
space to wait before crossing the bikeway.

For cars? For bicycles? None appears to be provided for
bicycles. There should not be parking for cars along roads
with bicycle faciliies. Car parking should be off-street on

It seems somewhat conventional and more about making the  bicycle routes with the only parking for setting down of

affected streets look attractive rather than necessarily increasing passengers (i.e. for taxis and delivery vehicles). If parking

cycling activity and safety. Secure bicycle parking and the role  has to be provided for cars, why not mandate that only

of shared EScooters should be addressed (perhaps with zero emission vehicles can park in such spaces and have

separate lanes). Council go to a lot of effort to install parking for battery electric vehicle charging posts? It would be.

motor vehicles but do very ltte to encourage adequate secure  preferable to have much more space devoted to active

bike parking that is not exposed o the weather. transport (i.e. pedestrians, cycling and space to relax in),
than have this devoted to on-street parking which is so
short term and costly that it has litle genuine functional
value to people needing to conduct business in the city.

The toolkits look effective to control crossover, entry and multi-
purpose sections

1 have been unable to find that on the document but | can
only see a reduction not an increase.

The Fi h works well although i i
© Frome Street approach works wel athough ntersections ¢ i piany of parking on the street n the cty - this is

ot an issue and the layout looks fine as long as cyclists

rees along all routes - also mak rian f
trees along all routes - also make sure pedestrians are safe ;g proyected from door strike and there is space for them

especially people with vision issues / disabled / children

1 support it Not really. It looks like Frome Street which works very well

Very happy another bikeway is being implemented No

The proposal should have been for a straight EastWest
Bikeway FLinedrs-Frankiin or Wakefield-Grote Streets as having
to go down Gawler Place does not look feasable as it would
remove even less parking Couriers require to access places like
Victoria Square that are very hard to get close to.

Removing Angle parking for Parallel parking wil reduce
the amount of parking zones available.

oK

No comments

‘Trees are important for many reasons, inclu
bikeway more attractive for users.

Street improvements are fine, | don't have particular concerns with
th

‘Added vegetation always a great improvement, good for the city.

see above

no comments

Agree

‘Once this gets to detailed design every opportunity needs to be
taken to incorporate greening and water sensitive urban design
elements.

‘They seem to be acceptable if somewhat conventional. There's no
standout remarkable features. A bus foute along the same route
‘seemed to be implied in one of the design sketches which is not
very sensible when cycling numbers are

Planter box dividers are pleasant to the eye.

No

looks good - just make sure its also greener

1 support them. More greenery would be welcome. The natural
shade from trees makes walking along city streets so much more
pleasant. The new (and older) trees on Frome Street seem to be
thriving.

Allin favour
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Iuse this route everyday - so is great - bring it on ASAP.
Our suggestion is that the bikeway should not be located in the centre of Adelaide.

The biggest risks | encounter on my commute through the CBD are riding into opening car
doors, people doing speedy u-tums in cars, electric scooters being used in the bike lane, and
pedestrians crossing wherever they want (often not looking first). Its a real shame that this
bikeway couldn't be constructed further north (ie. Waymouth St) as the new proposal is
several streets out of my way (entering CBD via Rundle Road and riding to UniSA's City West
campus near light square)

I ride to work every day along  variety of routes including Frankiin St. if | drive | used
Frankiin St. Signage and education of road rules and behaviors aroun
interactions is P than the infrastructure itself.

Bk 50 many ways - physical & social health; they are
good for the environment; they enhance productivity because they reduce traffic congestion;
they are a more efficient use of space; investment in cycling is much cheaper that most other
mobilty options; cycling keeps people socially-distanced for Covid & flu etc; students &
teenagers who cycle or walk to school have better educational outcomes; and cycling is
cheap; so gives people of lower socio-econormic status equal access. If the design feels safe
more women, children & elderly people use bikes. Please get on with this East-West
bikeway as a matter of urgency! It has been delayed for a very long time & is a biot on the city
of Adelaide's green credentials,

The route could be better if it did not use Wakefield Street to avoid parking issues with
schools. Could the bikeway continue along Flinders Street to the parklands?

Please consider extending green road surface treatment across the intersections to remind
motorists turning they do not have right of way and are crossing a ‘lane’

Nice idea. But impractical and dangerous on Wakefield Street. Choose Frankiin Street as a
better option

Get id of street parking during peak times, and tur it nto a clearly defined bike lane. Ensure
narrower sections of roadway don' provide for street parking 24/7 (an example is heading
west on Frankin into Bentham St, the parking is very narrow, there s very litle room for
cyclists; none if someone opens a car door at the wrong time .. happens far too often!)

When heading west on Frankiin, after crossing Morphett, currently the inside car lane
disappears, this is a dangerous section for a cyclist in heavier traffic

The eastiwest bikeway is in need of improvement, but must work wellfor cyclists and
motorists.

1 do hope that this final bikepath proposal will be approved.
The experience in other ciies after creating separate bikepaths.

(wherever possible) has been overwhelmingly positive. Let's move on Adelaide on our way to
a greener, cleaner and healthy lifestyle promoting city!

The bikeway should continue the entire length of Fiinders Street.

The existing east-west bike route is a much better functional proposition than what is
proposed. Cyclists are human powered vehicles and therefore, routes need to be as direct

s possible to avoid a tiring travel experience. It not clear to me why the route diverts away
from Pirie Street when it should be as close as possible to the Rundle Mall axis. Cars have
engines in them-its no huge inconvenience for a motorist to have a slightly longer trp to
reach their destination, but ts a big inconvenience to a cyclist to have to take a Gircuitous
route. The City of Adelaide claims to be serious about becoming carbon neutral, but to do
this, people that use the Gity need to see this being supported in the built environment. Giving
the domain of Pirie Street completely over to cars is a nonsensical move. Indeed, every street
within the City should be accommodating of cycling. To o that would require appropriate
speed limits being introduced (.e. of 30km/h throughout the local street network of the City of
Adelaide) and a lot more cycling infrastructure than is currently proposed.

Once well defined,  think the joining of W-E will add confidence to recreational and commuter
cydists

Choose a street that s not going to affect existing use in particular large schools. Sure in the
middle of the day it is quiet but this is not the case at the beginning and end of the day.

FTEY must come fist.
Thank you for allowing me to voice my opinion

Not too fussed about route - should be considered as a starting point not as the only east-
west route - happy for itto be put i place as a trial and see how it works and adjust as many
other cities do now.

None. | am glad this is going ahead. Please don't stop here. There s no reason this sort of
thing could not be installed on more city roads to make a useful network.

Nothing further

Grote Street has just gone through a major upgrade and this would have been a better optoin
o also include the bike lane. It would then meet up with the Westside Bikeway to Glenelg
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Yes, with minor changes.

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, with minor changes

Yes, with minor changes

Yes: Its dangerous and untested, unlike the other designs presented which are
being successfully implemented elsewhere in Australia and around the globe. It's
mmw« ‘and unsafe for cylists to access, has limited opportunities for stopping

long the route; denies business the the economic benefits that are generated by
spon(ansous patronage by cyclists, has no space for shade planting thereby
exposing cyclists, unlike footpath-side design with street planting; efc.

Tool No.1 Flexi-posts: This is a great idea for the proposed Wakefield RaSt section, for reasons see answer to Q6
below. The permanent bikeway can then be built on Flinders St once  future sensible bike-friendly council has been
elected, or the savings spent on ther seriously needed well designed bike infrastructure.

1 am a regular cyclist, for commuting and moderate level exercise. | use Frome Rd regularly. | believe the design of
this bike lane is dangerous. | have had multple instances of near misses with

1. Cars turning left i front of me - who have had the abilty to see me diminished by the parked cars.

2. cars emerging from minor side streets and understandably, from their perspective, continuing towards Frome Rd
until they can see past the parked cars to view the vehicle traffic to judge whether they can enter. The effect of this is
that the drive straight across the bike lane.

In my view, using the road along Frome R is safer and more relaxing than using the bike path.

‘That looks as though it may address my concerns above - but | have not
experienced a similar design.

Provided it is wide enough to allow safe passing and that other road/pavement
users are made aware of t. For instance, the one way car, 2 way cycle streets in
the City are often dangerous and a cause of confrontation between cyclists and
motorists ue, in my opinion, to poor signage for the motorists.

Any dedicated E-W route to through the city will be welcome

As a courier driver servicing many businesses, government offices etc in the Frankiin St, Wakefield St and Gawler

Place this design would make my work very difficult. Design pictures show2 lanesof traffic in Frankiin St. How is this

going to happen with aceaised sland in the middle? Parking on Frankiin St east s at a premium. Rarely a vacant
spot.  Likewise parking on Wakefield St oming, aftemoon peak and school pick up times. One lane with no way of

fa busines s nabio o get their deliveries required in a cost effective and timely manner they may think of moving  allowing 10 or more vehicles at a time near a school just won't allow traffic to flow.

their business elsewhere. There would be increased costs associated with deliveries as they would take longer. Then freely

there is chance that no suitable loading /parking spots are available in the side streets like there us now. Just have a

look at the availabilty of loading places in Eliza, Young and Pitt Streets, Gawler Place sth, Chancery Lane and others

Franklin and Wakefield Streets are extremely busy all day. Even more so at

AS a cyclist and worker and shopper i the city on weekdays and weekends | am a keen supporter for safety reasons.

and increased liveability of the city, reduced congestion and better health outcomes, to allow for dedicated bike lanes. Qi ooyt spinoniosone parkigkpacs oss

1 support increased safe bike paths within the city I would prefer a bikepath on each side of the road

date a dedicated bus
\ane ‘Which fs undrstancible but to Infroduce this measure hero ustto
ngoing private vehicle parking on each side is almost obscene.
Cycling in the middle o the road is not going to be an inviting nor safe scenario
especially so if just to delay the inevitalbe removal of on street carparks in the.
CBD. The carparks Inthe Sydney scanaro e abviously ong gone and lkely

uch d motor vehicle

nrasiuctre. cha"ges

Public consultation should not be necessary as it is not, or rarely done for ot but
for cycling infrastructure. The dog leg is ridiculous but | do not wish to give the council's elected members any more
excuses for delays. Just do it. | fear this consulation is just a tool to gather negative public opinion so the elected
members can delay and cancel this project once again.

No sure how the cyclists are going to get on and off the centre safely without

It would significantly impact on traffic flow , parking spaces for businesses would be significantly reduced Cauaing rafic delays fo cars

1 do not like this idea - favours cars but seems very strange for cyclists.

My family lives and works in the City. This is an important upgrade to the infrastructure of the City to improve safety
and increase vitalty. Please get on with this and | look forward to a future city transport network that prioritizes active Untested, unsafe, and unfeasible.

transport.

Ifitis segregated this should be fine provided itis segregated. | find the Frome:
street curbside design a lttie dangerous sometimes when pedestrians arent
looking and step off the curb

Centre-separated bike lanes are also used in Washington DC (where | used to
live), specifically on Pennsylvania Ave, and safety issues have been an issue for
nearly a decade. Motorists use any available space allowed as an opportunity for
a quick u-um, or to linger in refuge while waiting to complete a u-urn safely (and
blocking the bike lane i the meantime). Its a huge safety isk for cyclists and
fosters anger and distrust between cyclists and motorists. The District has spent
the better part of a decade installing pylons and parking barriers to prevent
accidents and is only recently finishing the job. If pursued in Adelaide, these
safety features should be considered and present from day 1, but | prefer the
alternative. Washington also uses the separated side lanes s proposed on page
11, and by comparison, these make for a far more pleasant ride even in safe
conditions as you're not surrounded on both sides by traffc.

Prefer bike | d
Gawler and down Frankiin

Wakefiled and continues down Grote rather than

g leg detour design up

This design is great and a significant th

1 used to bike on a bikeway like this in Washington DC and it was terrible. Lots of

It should be a straight bike pathway. no zig-zags. eonusion sl e s ascidonts,

Yes, however the tight comer shown in the sketch for toolkit 1 (example using the Benjamin on Frankiin Hotel) creates | support this approach should it gain DIT approval, however consideration needs
 hazard with high volumes of cyclist flow, promoting people to ot keep left on the bikeway. Toolkit one needs careful to be given to preventing accidents caused by vehicies turning right across the
design consideration to discourage pedestrians from using the bike lane as a footpath. bikeway. Of particular concern is the large biind spots of heavy vehicles.

(1) Was this "proposed” by the City of Sydney when approached by the City of
Adelaide? What other proposals did the City of Sydney give which are not isted
in this guide? Having cycled in Sydney this is a very uncommon treatment in that
City. (2) Successful mid-road bikeways existin Fremantle and in Barcelona.
T Fremanile is notable as being a long-haul cycleway. The Barcelona cycleway
"Joins zones of pedestrian-priority, which offers cyclists a safe way on and off the
faciliy. It seems that the Design Guide's mid-road cycleway lacks the factors
which have made this design work in the few instances where that has been the
case. (3) The competence of the City of Adelaide is delivering bikeways is very
low: in twenty years the City has delivered half a North-South bikeway, not even
‘extending this a few blocks to a new high school. Designs requiring exceptional
care are not achievable given the City's poor performance to date.

(1) The Design Guide between pedestrians and the bikeway. Crossing points are
not planned, wheelchair users end up using driveways, pedestrian refuges between the bikeway and more dangerous
motorised traffic are limited and ad-hoc. (2) There is no planning of cyclists exiting the bikeway to tumn right: there's no
alignment of a roadside exit from the cycleway with the right tumn lane, or no bicycle box to faciltate  hook tur. (3) Th:
continuation of bikelane protection to protect left-turing cyciists is good. (4) Flexiposts are a poor option: the reason
their lifetime i five years is that drivers pay them litie heed. The use of flexiposts in the Hart Street, Semaphore Park
bikelane is instructive: this 2018 DPTI project has areas of no remaining flexiposts only three years later. They
essentially don't meet the key bikeway requirement of making city cycling safe for children. (5) The Design Guide gives
inadequate guidance for dealing with the tricky crossing of King Wiliam Street at Victoria Square's norther point.
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Plant permanent, inground trees where possible. Replicate the
oitng Frome St bikeway planting which has been very successful.

re the whole length is well it The existing Frome St bikeway
s good lighting at the northern, city end but there unsafe, poorly
lit sections at the southern end

Ensure that there s no opportunity for encroachment of
«unher parking. If parking is eventually eliminated, ensure

space is made available for cycling, walking an
ho(pa(h activites, not cars

Ensure that it has a minimum safe width of 2.5 metres, including
at hotel and other entrances. Patrons and pedestrians have to
getused o t, like anything else.

Perhaps this is better placed here than in 27
1am a regular cyclist, for commuting and moderate level
exercise. | use Frome Rd regularly. | believe the design of this
bike lane is dangerous. | have had multiple instances of near
misses with

1. Cars turning left in front of me - who have had the ability to
see me diminished by the parked cars.

2 minor side streets and

from their perspective, continuing towards Frome Rd until they
can see past the parked cars 1o view the vehicle traffc to judge
whether they can enter. The effect of this is that the drive straight
across the bike lane.

In my view, using the road along Frome Rd s safer and more
relaxing than using the bike path.

Ilive on Wakefield St, 50 would be sad to lose the parking
for visitors to my apartment, but | understand that is a very
localised concern, and don't want that to be too heavily  no
weighted. | lie parking available near my house, but | do
support increasing the bike friendly nature of the city

See above See above
rot havingca ks wil ot sop mefom visting

gaps in med risks and should e fankiin hotel, RSB ShOMWaIK |0 vegetaton

where possible wom ram stops and I have been there before and will & =

continue to in future:

Carparks have to go as they done in allinviting major cities
in the developed world as they grow busier. Learn from

recent parking removals and road restrictions in Paris and  Painted lines and flexible bollards looks very much like a

London in response to the cycling explosion in the public  temporary solution, so perhaps there is thinking to realign in future
response to Covid. Elected council misguided links from  to remove the dog leg. The more plantings that can be

carparks to customers is unfounded as studies have incorporated the better. Gur trees are nice and 'm not scared of
proven. | suspect they are more concerned with their own  them.

parking arrangment. Adelaide Councis Covid response.

with ‘Drivers Month'is an international embarrassment.

'm sure cyclists will use either end of the bikeway to enter and
exitthe CBD but | don't expect many, or any, will follow the full
dog leg path. Specifics of the design details | am happy to leave.
up 1o qualified traffic design consultants.

Willimpact on traffic flow from east side of town to west Insufficient parking for surrounding businesses Don't feel that there is going to be any improvement

1 am in favour of it as | travel regularly east to west across the
GBD and find it quite dangerous, particularly during peak hours  No
with cars coming out of side streets

like the planter boxes

Significant improvement, street improvements will make the bike
lane more desirable to use as well as improve the vibrancy of the

Ensure there's enough space in the bicycle turning lane between | ike that parking could provide an additional buffer
i
street making it more attractive for visitors

the bike lane and the street etween bicycle and car traffic:

Bikeways that are fully separated from the road (e.g the north

south bikeway between Flinders and Wakefield Streets,

including visual measures such as different coloured pavsmem ‘The design must ensure that parking does not impact

and vegetation seem to promote  feeling of safety an visibilty for turning vehicles to see approaching cyclists.
y cyclists who

with cycling on the roadway.

I'm in favour of the improvements occuring as part of the works.

(1) The diversion through Gawer Place increases conflict with
pedestrians and traffic; the diversion is likely not along the

desire lines of travel since it will add two traffic-ight controlled

intersections, of which one is a more difficult right turn. The

guide gives no techniques for minimising the traffic and 1) Care has to be taken that motorists and their
pedestrian confiict created by this choice of route. (2) The guide  passengers who lack mobilty can navigate from car
gives no treatment of the endpoints of the cycleway meeting  parking to the sidewalk. This might require a new sloped
existing infrastructure, despite gaps between cyciin qutter, rather than the current high-sided gutter used to
infrastructure being a well-known issue with cycling proecs For protect pedestrians from motor vehicles. (2) There's no
example, the map shows the bikeway crossing West Terrace,  bicycle parking shown at all, sort of missing the point of a
but there's no expansion of the traffic light waiting areas on the  bikeway.

west side of the lights and there's no design guidance for

protection of cyclists from left-turning heavy traffic on the east

side of the lights (this is exactly the "HGV Death Zone" scenario

which is a common cause of cyclist death in London).

(1) Bikeways offer many opportunities for shading and greening,
This is why residents and business alongside bikeways report an
improvement in streetscape. For some businesses the quality of
the streetscape partly determines their revenue, cafes are a good
‘example. Adelaide is notable o its lack of streetscape greenery in
the heart of the CBD; compare with Tokyo or Singapore. (2)
Correctly handling bus stops is vital. The island is a good scheme.
Where in the second illustration bus passengers step blind into the.
cycleway, it would be better to have small refuge have a refuge for
them to be seen by cyclists before both pedestrian and cyclist meet. o*
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~Commuting cyclist from the east, on William St bike route,

may find it inconvenient and counter-intuitive to cross south onto Wakefield and then back

north to Gawler Place to get into the city when there is an existing parkland track that

connects directly to Flinders St. This also gives options to tun off before getting to Gawler

Place rather than over shooting

“The numerous bus stops on Wakefield St impede movement and are likely to be a

disincentive for commuting cyclists to use the bikeway, especially at peak hours.

I suggest that the Franklin St section is completed in stage 1 as designed and the Wakefield
URd is constructed as a low cost temporary solution (with Tool No 1 from the kit) until a post-

construction survey establishes what the usage of the route is (who, when, destination etc.). |

imagine that in both directions the majoriy of cycling traffic s destined for the city centre

rather than as through traffc.

~Continue the Gawler Place contra flow south along Chancery Lane to make a better north to

south connection to Halifax St

~Create a paved link through the Wakefield St median (refer Osmond Terrace Norwood on

the William St route) to complete the north/south connectiviy from the east end of Rundle

Mall through to Halifax St via WyattiHyde streets and Divett Place to Chancery Lane

At trafic ights create bike boxes beyond pedestrian crossing wherever there is a dedicated

left turn lane approaching from the right andor a kerb protuberance. This makes cyclists

much more visible to motorists, especially those turning left

“Extend the green surface onto all the bits of bike way at intersections (i. across the

concrete ramps etc.)

The dog leg and turing right seems quite ridiculous. If we are going east west, choose one
road.

The bikeway should be on Flinders St

How about 1 way traffic in Pirie and Waymouth Streets. Retain the parking and loading
zonescas they are. Cars use an existing lane and cycles can travel in both directions in the.
other lane. The vehicle lane can be moved 500mm to 1000mm closer to the kerb.

1 suggest council approve the designs as shown. AS | saw the lord mayor on TV itis a
balancing act, and you will never have 100% approval. Just Build ITH!!

Once again the Council's elected members have chosen an option that appeases the car
drivers convenience ahead of cyclists safety. Research proves that cyclists spend more in
the city per rip that car drivers so the logic of drivers eqauls customers is faise. Cities
around the world are moving rapidly better accomodate pedestrians, cyclist and and users of
alternative mobility devices whereas Adelaide councillors are thrusting us back to the 60's
and 70's by trying to accomodate more cars in the CBD. Already Adelaide has been proven
to have a relative over supply of carparks per capita and the idea of creating better car traffic
flows willinvetiably just lead to more cars so congestion returns. Time o try something
different and please sell this idea to the Advertiser who are notable in their negativity which
undoubtably pervades and drives public opinion thus.

It needs to be done.
I currently use the north south bikeway and Flinders Street. Flinders Street s not at all safe:
with the angle parking - the bike lane disappears under large 4WDs and cars reverse out
without any consideration for cyclists. | have now taken to riding on the footpath until | can join
the north south bikeway.

1 and my family look forward to regularly using the new safe infrastructure.

Although | am not in favour of the dog leg down Gawler, f pressed | would accept it if council
wont consider continuing down Grote Street (my preference).

An east-west route directly through the city (without the Gawler Place zig-zag) would be ideal,
but | do not want the perfect be the enemy of the good. And | hope the success of this route
wil lead to further bicycle lane developments in the CBD.

It would be preferable for the route to follow Flinders/Franklin or Grote/Wakefield for the entire:
length of the bikeway instead of using Gawier Place. Should this not be possible, cycle traffic
needs to be heavily favoured at the intersections at each end of Gawier P to prevent
ycle traffic an the bikeway. This could lead to a

situation where the bike lanes on Grote St or Flinders St continue to be used despite the
construction of the bikeway for convenience.
(1) The route alignment is poor. The incorporation of Gawler Place introduces unnecessar
cyclistipedestrian interactions. The treatment techniques for this tricky right tur are given
nowhere in the Design Guide ~ if the tum has to exist it should at least be designed well Its
hard to think of a street-level scheme which is both rapid and navigable by a primary school
child. (2) A rapid right turn into Gawier Place is vital — for the bikeway to work it has to
become the desired route for east-west traffic. If the intersection is controlled by lights then a
usual light rotation is not acceptable — cyciists will find a path without that minute's
unnecessary delay. (3) Gawler Place parking is likely to cause issues: the route tunnels all the
bikes in this sector of the City through a laneway — what fool is going to get out of their car at
5pminto the midst of that peak hour cycling traffic? (4) Care needs to be taken with the
design of the left turn out of Gawler Place into the cycleway, as the left tun exitis likely to be
taken at speed. Traffic light control of the left turn isn't desirable, as the poor design will lead
toit being disregarded. (5) The route crosses Victoria Square at Frankiin/Flinders, a area of
high traffic density and high demand on drivers'attention and care. The City has spent a
Ior\une on a low-traffic option at Grote/Wakefield — using the Square to cut traffic volumes

of half the trafic. There's why this crossing of Victoria
Square is not preferred. A crossing at Frankin/Flinders is liely to exceed the techniques
offered by the Design Guide. (6) The design doesn't describe linkages to other nearby cycling
destinations. The Central Markets being the prime example. Presumably that's Frankin -

n St cross Grote St at crossing - Moonta St, and that Frankiin/Bowen intersection
houibe designed and signposted. Similarly linkages to schools should be designed. (7)
There's o design offered for the intersection of the EW and NS bikeways. Particularly any
fight-hand tuns. (8) My final comment is that this bikeway has been a long time coming: to
the point where it raises serious questions about the abilty of the City and its Council to
deliver any cycling project. The state government is putting considerable funds into this
project, with the recognition that it benefits many people in South Australia, not just the
residents and ratepayers of the City. It's diffiult to see that the Council has been a good
custodian of those funds. The state's funds may have been better spent completing the
Coastal Pathwav rather than sittina in the coffers of a Council which lacks the vision to mak:
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Itis important for there to be adequate space between the bikeway and parked cars/bus stops/loading areas to preven:This may be a simpler design but creates the issue of difficulty entering and

Yes, with minor changes *dooring” Incidents leaving the bikeway

Its a great idea - anything to stop people doing u-tums across double lines on

No, do something different Wakefield St east would be great,

The proposed design comprises the safety of chidren who must negotiate bikeways to make their way to their schools.

Separated bike lanes is vital. | have been ‘doored' (ie parked car opening door onto oncoming cyclist) several times on

Provided it fe and ted, | lld not be d to this. Safe ke
my cycling commute into the city. This is dangerous and discourages people from cycling. rou XSO ET2 LR BRIy

Yes, as shown

“This type of approach works fine if cycling a long distance down a route but
cyclists only travelling a fairly short distance may ignore the bikeway and ride on
the road given the extra time it would take to cross to the centre of the road and
then back again. Whie the spprosch i designed t make t sssle for matorts to
park, it does so by making it more difficult for cydlists

It's important that as much as possible of the route has a buffer between the bike lanes and the traffic lanes to provide

Yes, as shown a safer cycling experience and that it s very clear at sidestreets and driveways who has right of way.

Ensure that there is adequate space between parked cars
and the bikeway so that opened car doors will not

S0l baiers batwsen therosd and bikaway o pH{) )
encroach into the path of rders on the bikeway

from a safety viewpoint (ie "toolkit 2)

It will not allow for people with mobility impairments to

it fe, risky to children, cyclists and the disabled.
15 unsate, isky fo children, eyclsts and the disable safely access footpaths/premises along the route

We should be encouraging cycling over cars i the city.

The dogleg is not ideal in the proposed route, butis still better  Reduction of car parks should not be an overriding factor  Street improvements are really just icing on the cake, safe
than the current infrastructure (e cyclists riding in unseparated  in this discussion, thatis a very short sighted view. To be a separated bikeway should be the focus. The street improvements
world leader i the fight against climate change the city of - along then North-South bikeway are fantastic and what we should
strive for, but only if budget allows after proper separation

cyciing lanes, within inches of cars - it can be frightening!). |
think we really just need to get on with it and build something at - Adelaide needs to show leadership and courage in
this point. prioriising safe cycling infrastructure, so that cyclingto  infrastructure is provided.
ption for more people
The City of Adelaide and its businesses should have the

. confidence in the attractiveness of their location and
The Kink in the design is not deal as it creates an awkward ight (SUeNtE BB H SRR S UN SRR

hand turn in each direction that will need to be carefully i

o Howovar. e ponty a thie stago moct e o get a G2t park diecly ouiside of where they are going s

manage: ] Ironically, the focus on providing easy parking in the CBD  along and spend time and money.
e

businesses. Intersections would also need to be carefully managed given
motorists are not used to cyclists being located on their right hand side.

I really like this design. | think it safer for both cyclists and cars. Cyclists would
be more visible to drivers if the bikeway was in the centre of the street
aregular driver to the city to drop my child to school at St Mary's, we travel
vrom (he ‘west and turn leftinto Franklin Stand I park in the angle car parks.
fte St Mary's. | have experienced a few scary moments with cyclists in the

As a parent with a daughter at StMary's and another daughter starting next year who | drop off and pick up on Franklm
St1 am concerned about the effect of introducing this east-west bike ‘The mornings are enough to deal wi

cyclists as | explained in No. 3 but thankfully | always manage to locate a park quite easily on Frankin St Norn side). ©
From what | understand these parks will be replaced with parallel parks? I'm not happy about this as it wil mean fewer
parks and | don't i parallel parking when I'm just either dropping off or possibly next year | wil walk my youngest
daughter to the gate so | might be 10 minutes at the most.

turing into the car park. The cyclist came out of nowhere and | don't know who.
was in the wrong but | indicated | was turning left into the car park and I didn't
have any cyclists in my vision until this one decided rather than slowing down to
take a chance and cut in front of me. Both my child and | were speechless and
couldn't believe what had happened! s also very tricky backing out in the
mornings particularly if there is a larger car parked to my left. I'm always worrying
‘about cyclists.

Having a bike path in the midde eliminates that risk around the school zones with
car pulling in and out frequently during drop off and pick up times. Maybe with
this design we wouldn'tlose as many car parks? Could the angle parks be
maintained? I'm not a fan of parallel parks and especially in a school zone. |
really don't want to have to do a parallel park for school drop offfpick up!

No - no bike lane.

No - no bike lane.

No, do something different
1 imagine the afternoon school pick up will become extremely hectic. With less parks more parents will do pick up
zone and it will be chaos. | am concerned about the safety of both students and cyclists in Franklin St and I'm not
aware of any other place the school could have a pick up zone.

With St Mary's being a junior school as well you need to consider the needs of these famiies who need to park and
walk their child ino the school and in the afternoon they will need to park and walk into the school to collect their child

No, do something different
No, do something different

No bike lane via or through Flinders Street

No bike lane via or through Flinders Street

1am a business owner in the city and ride every day to work from the inner souther suburbs. | fully support the idea of
a dedicated east west bikeway through the city and have found the Frome Street bikeway to be a major improvement
in convenience and safety.

While | support the concept, | do not support the proposed foute where the bikeway moves from Flinders Street to
Wakefiid Streat at Gawter Plce. ! needs o run thefllangth ofFnders Slreel for the following reasons:
“Cyclin be as d users leaving the
bikeway 10 continue their journey by the most sr(c\enl foute, n particular f chees\ng between waling o make 2 ight
hand turn or continuing straight ahead
| use my bike to get around from the office (west of King Wiliam Street) to meetings. Most of this s north of Fiinders
Street. I'm not going to head south further away from my destinations in the east of the city in order to continue along a Do not support - it is perhaps suitable for commuting longer distances eg to a
bike way. The same will apply coming back the other way ie having to ride further south than necessary to get onto the major destination like the city centre, but not appropriate for a city environment
bike way where riders are accessing multiple destinations along the streets. City bikeways
“Given the bike way is in a city context (ie be as close as areas thatare fine  should be on the outer edge of the roadway.
grain’streets that have multiple destinations - shops, businesses et to minimize the time required to ride in traffc.
The current proposal on Wakefield Street pushes the bikeway further away from those destinations
“The northern side of Fiinders Street is dangerous heading east from Pulteney Street to Frome Street. The bike lane
disappears, compounding the problems posed by angle parking. Cyclists are pushed hard over to the left hand side of
the road by the traffic coming behind them which means drivers reversing from car parks can't see us. There are also
often large vehicles (4WD etc) that protrude out nto the lanes, which compounds thing. THIS NEEDS TO BE
ADDRESSED IRRESPECTIVE OF THE NEW BIKE WAY ROUTE. The challenges on the southern side are similar,
but slightly less problematic.
~Gawler Place is too congested for bikes, especially given the car park located on the proposed route

Yes, with minor changes

It seems like it would be better to just use one road rather than have to tum onto Gawler place, however | think there  Itis an interesting idea, | am not sure how well it would work. What do you do
has been enough talk about this bikeway and anything would be better than nothing. So lets just get it done. | would until your get to a place where you can get on the bike path? sidewalk? It would
love to be able to bike using the east west bikeway and connect to the Frome street bikeway. Itwould make my  be hard to know how well it would work tllyou see it in use. | think | prefer the
commute to work much safer. more traditional design.

Yes, as shown

Sydney?? Why isnt it just a straight line?? So if fm riding my bike from the east
‘and uwant to go south i have to go north to go south. You wouldn't do this for
roads for cars so why for bikes?While cyclists are stil thought of as second fiddle
you'll never get it right. Pedestrians, cyclist, public tspt, cars - that's the order!!

Yes, as shown 1 don't think this is the best option but we've waited so long due to adelaide city council incompetence.

I believe we desperately need a safe ( ie off road Jeast west route in the northem part of the CBD. | am a reasonably.
confident cyclist however | will not ride on the city streets. It is very difficult to negofiate our city safely. | had to find
eycling route for my daughter to get from Mile End to Calvary Adelaide where she had commenced working recently
and there wasn't a safe route. In the end she had to do a combination of footpaths and safer sections of road. This is
not acceptable for commuting cyclists. We need this infrastructure for existing cyclists but more for potential cyclists.
We could get so many more people cycling to the city with just a bit more off road infrastructure. And the money is
already there!

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes. For a effective east west connection - the bike way should be from frankiin street through to Fiinders street. Not opposed as long as its safe to get o the centre of the road.

Yes, as shown

I see a problem with inattentive drivers turning right in front of a cyclist and forcing
them onto the wrong side of the road to avoid an accident, leaving them to
recover (can take time to get over shock) in the path of fast approaching
oncoming vehicles. Otherwise, Wakefield St is eminently suited to a centre path.
Likely law changes and education of both drivers and cyclists would be required.

Yes, as shown

I think this will be incredibly costly and problematic. | would prefer the proposed

Yes, as shown design so we don't delay any further.

Please expedite this - it will be make such a a great and progressive change to our cty.

It appaling, and dangerous. | would not use I, | would prefer to ride with the
traffic. Itis asking cyclists joining and leaving it to cross two lanes of traffic
moving presumably at 50 kmih, and this is unrealistic. to change lanes safely,
cyclists need to move with the e most commiter cyclists travel at around 20
and cannot reach 50. to change lanes safely needs good view to the rear - most
cyclists do not have a rear view m irror ftted, and will need to duck their heads
which will take their eyes off the road ahead. So as no safe way exists - cyclists
wilhave o pul over o the left and park, untilthere is a sutable gap. Or ride in
the traffic at

I already hove experience of how bad these centre lanes are. To get to the city |
ride down Payneham Rd - tur south into Fullarton Road which has a bike lane
and single southbound lane. - then have to join a centre lane, to tur right into
Rundle St and access the Rundie St bike lanes. to do this | either have to

~ide in the southbound road lane for 20 m signalling right - holding up traffc -
some drivers harass me by hooting while | am turning.

~pull over o the left in the bike lane and wait until heresa gap in traffc. This
means, | am waiting often a minute or more, while traffic passes. Long waits,
Rather negates the point of having a bike route for fast efficient safe bike travel

I also have experience riding in the middle of lanes of traffic, and even in
separated bike lane, it is a scary experience. | think that the stress involved, in
joining it - and leaving it - (crossing lanes of fast moving traffic) will put people off
using the bikewa

£.g on my usual commute, | have to ride on Lower N E Road in the middle lane of
3,10 continue. This is scary.

on Port road, there is a green marked bike lane, between 2 lanes of fast moving
trafic. Evenif the lane is safely designed - the noise level and fear, from fast
moving cars either side, puts me off using

Another problem is the road rules, of changing lanes. This applies also to the
riaht hand tum in the current desians. either end of Gawler Place. At Adelaide

Yes, with minor changes ii‘:ka[::ﬂ bikeway by side of the road, looks reasonable enough. | have many times ridden the existing ones, they
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ommgs One in particular where a oyclsts decided to cut n front of me as | was

Tt buil s th poposed designis ety ar SUPTOTtD L el GBD land i could nteod
geting o used to make Adelaide a much more compelling place to
Viitand sty

As mentioned my interest in this is a parent who regularly uses
rankiin St moming and afteroon to dropipick up my daughter
from St Mary's and the impact the bikeway will have on m
mainly with loss of car parks. As far as the design of it | don't
have any comments other than | prefer the design approach of a
two-way bikeway in the centre.

I think | have addressed my concern with regard to the
parking layout in my comments s per above. | don't
support parallel parks or reducing parks in and around

Franklin Stin the vicinity of St Mary's. ik the idon ol SHBagImNIn.

Toolkit 1is definitely safer than what we currently have but t's

the loss of parks so again | support the altemative design.

As above (per Q3)
As above (per Q3)

The design s not conducive to the faciltation of parking
The design s not conducive to the facilitation of parking

As above (per Q3)
As above (per Q3)

The bus stop concept (Toolkit 3) creates a pedestrianiride
conflict which is less than ideal. This issue would be eliminated
if the bike way runs along Flinders Street

The Toalki 1 2pProach can be used as @ pit before eMOA1KING g ot paint above re Finders Stroet between Frome and
PP Puliney Streets. The angle parking needs to be modified  No

i i
Protuberances will need to be carefully designed to avoid pinch "eSPective ©f the final route, otherwise parking

points friders are overtaking each other

Itis unnecessary to use concrete as a surface material for the
bike way. Well maintained bitumen will suffice

1 would ke to see something nicer looking than just tool kit
number 1. Tool kit number 3 seems like a great idea, it would
be great to not have busses crossing over the bike lane. | alsoPeople should bike, walk, scooter o take public transport
oot of Tool kit number 2. Having the separation not park their car in the city.

ikes and car with is much safer when on the
e bikeway works quite well

See last comment Bild off street car parking like u-parks.

I think we have a fantastic role model in the Frome st bikeway
and we should be trying to emulate that as much as possible. |
don't think that treatments such s flexi-poles are acceptable
either functionally or aesthetically.

make it 5o it appears that pedestrians do not wander through the

1
bikeway and not use the footpath more trees!

Gawler Pl could be widened a bit to accommodate the additional
*against the flow" bike lane. A dual bike lane could be on the

eastern side of Gawler P! to have south-bound cyclists at the

curb and north-bound cyclists. (ravellmg with the flow and alane no

o tum into that does not have parked cars to contend with

Gawier P North-bound cyclists at thﬂers St should be able to

turn left on a red light from the bike lane.

As someone who works, studies and plays in the city of

Adelaide, | would greally appreciate a more efficient and sale Ne there s plenty of parking available. This design would
cycling path through the city. I know of many who are \courage more cycling and less driving which will benefit No
cycling in the city because they feel unsafe. This path o bocs( busmesses, health of the city and ease congestion.

cycle traffic and add to the lfe of our city.

‘any improvement or greening is good

Seems reasonable. , though | would have severe doubts about
the dog leg up Gawier Place. This means cyclists heading east
to west, will need to tum right, and cross 2 lanes of traffc, to

ter Gawler P ients above, about how
o awor flace - see Iy comments above, avou Need to make sure, cyclists on the bike lane, are protected

‘They are a waste of money - money that may more wisely used to
faciltate a bikeway that is inclusive and considerate of children on
foot and people with mobilty impairments

groening will make the sireets more atiractive places to walk ¢

1 think this is a great opportunity to beautfy the streetscape such as
has been done on the southem end of Frome street bikeway.

mmcun these types of maneuver re - specially for novice treet
ts who lack confidence. Cyclists heading west-east, also

need 1 do the same.

1 guess this can be managed by traffic lights.

However there will need to be some space provided, for cyclists

to wait 50 they can tum. And f there are say 20-30 cyclists

waiting to tum - that space will be a lot.

Maybe the least worst options, but need to think about carefully.

from parking cars, opening the passenger side door into
their path. This is done well on existing bike lane with
hedges. Will NOT be done adequately, just by bollards or

environment to travel in
a concrete kerb.

ight Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

egpl . on the
bikeway are great. They make the pavement for walkers feel
separated from traffic, 50 quiet, and safe. For cyciists, is interesting

The proposed alignment via Gawler place is problematic as it will require fiders to make a
fight tum into Gawler Place when travelling in either direction. Right hand turs on a bicycle.
are the most dangerous tums to make on a heavily trafficked road. Othenwise pedestrian
crossing lights will need to be used which will significantly delay travel times. | would be much
more supportive of a direct east-west route which does not necessitate any tums

Please can the council prioriise this project! It feels like we have been waiting for it for years.
and years, and every day it makes travelling into and out of the city riskier for myself and
many other cyclists! If someone is killed or seriously injured riding east to west in the city,
while the councilis still arguing about this project, that would be a real tragedy. Please please
please just get on with i

Itis crucial that each end of the route fully integrates into the wider cycling network and that
Ihere is clear signage to guide cyclists on safe routes towards their destinations and away

m the Britannia Roundabout and West Terrace. As present, cyciists travelling east along
Ihe Wakefield Rd cycle lane are guided by the infrastructure straight to Britannia Roundabout
rather than north-east towards William St.

1 strongly encourage the council to consider the alternative design approach of the bikeway in
the centre of the road

The proposed East-West bikelane should not go through any part of Flinders Street.
The proposed East-West bikelane should not go through any part of Flinders Street.

Strongly disagree with the route proposed - it needs to run the fulllength of Flinders Street,
not shift to Wakefield Strest

The route is the worst. We should have 4 bikeways through the city. 2 heading north - south
(frome st and one on the west side of the city) and 2 heading east west ( one in the north side
of the city and one in the south). Also all surrounding parklands should have off street shared
paths around the perimeter of each parks and traffic lights should have separate signals for
bikes - this would make it unnecessary for bikes to itse right lanes to turn right and could tum
from bikelanes.

The dog leg in the proposed route seems a bit absurd as it would make much more sense to
have the entire length of Fliders - Frankiin st and not have to deal with the buses on wakefield

t. However | can see the merit in the current design and although itis not the best for
Imvelsmg the cbd it does allow for cyclists to get into the centre of the city safely from both
directions.

Align the route from Frankin street to fiinders street

As a person that takes this route already, | understand the choice.

No

1 am co-ordinator of Bicycle Workshop - a small volunteer group, and

registered charity. We run a charity bike op shop, selling secondhand bikes, and parts, and

offering inexpensive repairs. We also accept donations of bikes. People can come to the

workshop, borrow tools, and get information on cycling. We are open 5 days a week

(Tuesday to Saturday).
at Frankiin Street and our rental fees, presumably

include a component, for Adelaide City Councilrates.

The workshop is run by volunteers. We do this, to provide a service and faciles to the

cyciing public, and also to raise funds for people in hardship. We also supply people in

hardship with free bikes, usually 400 a year (referral required).

The workshop is situated in Frankiin Street, and receives several thousand visitors a year.

We have been in the CBD sinc

We strongly support an east west bikeway. We believe it will encourage more cyclists to

come to the city, and will make it easier for cyciists to get around the city, and aiso avoid

possible conflict between cyclists and motor vehicles.

Although cycling is generally fairy safe (crashes per km travelled) - the continued presence

of other motor vehicles, is stressful, noisy, and causes many cyclists, anxiety. A separated

bike lane wil help to reduce this anxiet

SA random breath test results, published by SAPOL, consistently show that a small

percentage of motorists on the road are intoxicated. Maybe 1 driver in 200-300. this figure

seems consistent, regardless of where the random stops are held, or when.

This means, that if a cyciist passes say 300 cars - although nearly all drivers do the right thing

- cyclists consistently encounter a small number of drivers who do not. This can include

lapses of judgment - eg unsafe overtaking, or pulling out in front of s, or overtaking then

cutting in. Also actual harassment, e.g winding down windows to shout abuse; objects.

thrown. These experiences are not common, but over time most cyclists in Adelaide have

experienced this type of harassment

Thus although unsafe drivers are few - they are a constant risk for us. If we pass say 300 cars

on the road - chances are 1 or 2 of those drivers. should not be there because of imoairment

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Work, Shop, Play (e.q. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
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Dining) , Shop.

Play (e.g. Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining) , Shop

Study

Business Owner
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ining) , Shop

Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
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Work
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Work



No, do something different

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

1 commuted in Melbourne for years using so-called *Copenhagen lanes" similar to page 11 of the design guide (but
with wider separating kerbs between parking bays and bike lane). Generally they are an improvement on ordinary
bike lanes. But my experience is that (1) turning drivers (entering side streets) sometimes don't see cyciists in the.
lanes due to parked vehicles, especially delivery vans or others with high profiles. (2) Vehicles exiting side streets are
forced to edge forward to see past parked cars - blocking the bike lane. (3) pedestrians on the footpath tend to treat
the bike lane as an extension of the footpath - they step down into the bike lane to get around obstacies, or they step
back to take photos, or to hail transport. (4) passengers alighting from cars (especially tourists, who are often

G N I G O DD e ) (Y SOSTBT  CRET T
goods into the bike lanes (5) there are betweer these lanes
e e i left. Usually motorists wait for o bikestoclear bt here 1 e
doubt whether the cyclsts have the right of way.

None of these points takes away from the desirabilty of dedicated bike lanes, but these safety implications should be
(and | assume are) at the forefront of the design.

I would prefer this model but | would defer to safety studies if any exist. If this
model is thought to produce safer outcomes than the lanes proposed on page 11
of the design guide, | would support it. | always feel the safest place for a bike is
fight out in front of traffic where you can be seen

Making the city less navigable to the major forms of transport to satisfy a minority

Must not go down Wakefield Street - th e of bus routes on Wakefield, but not on Fiinds s

st not go down Walefield Street - there are & number of bus foutes on Walefield, but not on Flinders and shop. Yet another blow against the city traders and restaurans. The current
designis patently rdiculous, a damn fool idea.

Central-aligned bikeways have limited success, and driver education is poor in
Adelaide... at best! More interrogation to the sa'ety and success of other real-life
(not just proposed) examples would be n

Physical separation - as seen on Frome Street - is imperative for the success of any bikeway.

Hurry up, please Don't mind
1 am a cyclist. | am also a pedestrian, motorist and tram user. | work on North Terrace. | commute by bike intot the CBI
joveny ey, On n aversps wesk [ mek 10-20 s o sl atur ha ol o gt o ok, shop. g0t i ey
meet friends, attend excercise in the parklands, et. | do almost all my shopping
in the Adelaide CBD, including grocery st
For my own safety | deliberately uilise B des\gna‘ed cyciing routes with painted cycling lanes. | wear my fluorescent
yellow jacket, yellow gloves and a white & biue helmet, plus two large yellow reflector stripes attached to my
basket. Despite following all the messaging from govemment departments and taking a very proactive approach to my.
own safety and wellbeing | have endured *hundreds* of near misses within ACC from motorists not paying attention,
opening car doors, violating the road rules, including acts of road rage and deliberately targeting me to scare me and
intimidate me
1 have been cycle commuting for 30+ years. I'm competent, experienced & confident. | also own a car & have held a
drivers licence for 35+ years. | prefer to cycle because it's good exercise, t's quicker, it helps me be more clear s a general rule of thumbs if you feel that a piece of infrastructure is not safe
headed & productive at work, and reduces carbon emissions. enough for YOUR 10 year old child to ride on automously to get to and from
e A e e el e porpc kol e et o cse o] school, itis not safe for ANYONE's 10 year old...and is therefore **not safe™* for

No, do

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

I e S A 0 “city of the future that is human centic (rather than metal box / car centric). | am
keen to see Adelaide reduce carbon emissions to halt the global heating crisis. | am truly worried for our future and  No. The current plan is inherently unsafe and will produce an outcome that is not
future generations who wil face a at ciitcal risk of being unable catastrophic climate change. | see thatall fitfor purpose.

levels of government MUST ACT NOW, and act swifty, to halt the looming climate catastrophe. Adelaide City Council

has declared a Climate Emergency, but this piecemeal approach is woefully inadequate and is a bastardisation of the

ACC Cyciing Strategy . The current proposal does not meet the needs of current cyclists nor adequately plan for the

growing number of people who are taking up cycling or *want" to take up cyciing, but dont **because™ there is an

absence of safe separated cyciing infrastructure. The current proposal is an exacerbation of the appaling track record

by the ACC & DPTI in providing safe and fit for purpose cycling infrastructure.

$85 million was spent on North Terrace redevelopment and not a single centimetre of safe cyciing infrastructure was

installed for

- 2 high schools

- 2 universities & a TAFE

- amaior shoooina orecinct

Ilive and frequently cycle through Adelaide. The Frome Road Bikeway is excellent and this similar East-West one is | don't think the Oxford St approach works as well as what is planned. The idea of Where possible it would be great for some shade trees -

much needed. having to cut across traffic to enter and leave the bike line is a serious issue.

Itis disgraceful that the drawings wrongly show Franklin Street as extending from West Terrace to Gawler Place.
Surely the City of Adelaide of all people, should be familiar enough with the geography of its city particularly its major
CBD streets to know that Franklin Street concludes at King William Street at which point it becomes Fiinders Street.
Nowhere do the schematic drawings show Flinders Street as being part of the bikeway! The precinct between King
William Street and Gawler Place on Flinders Street s a very busy commercial thoroughfare for business, commerce.
and industry for your ratepayers and again, we submit that it is disgraceful that the drawings fail o clearly show both
that Flinders Street will be affected and furthermore, there are no clear plans for what you have in mind in treating
traffic flow, parallel parking and the bikeway to this important and very busy precinct!

and for any period during the day and night, reduce the amount of onstreet
parallel parking and onstreet vehicular traffic flow.

Itis untested and would not add anything. | like a similar model to the Frome
Street Bikeway

Bikeways that are separate are essentil in cites to help commuters and get more people riding
In the plan details, there seems to be potential safety issues for disabilty riders, or riders of cargo bikes or riders using
children commuting trailers. In a number of the plan design options, bike lanes are shown to narrow (particularly with
regards to bus islands) to a width that appears narrower than width of commuting trkes, bike trailers, wheelchair
bikes, and hand cranked disabilty trkes. For non-discriminatory and safer commuting, the lane needs to remain wider
than the width of an electric wheelchair

Equally, plans show bike and pedestrian island crossings to be installed at 90 degrees to the flow of traffic. These
island crossings will be of insufficient depth to faciltate cargo bikes, bike trailers of disabilty bikes to safely cross the
road without the front or rear of the vehicle "hanging out into to obscured passing traffic lanes. Ideally these traffic
island crossings should faciltate longer bikes to pause parallel to traffic without *hanging out” into traffc, to safely
cross the street.

Bike traffic using the South Terrace Bikeway needs traffic stops to allow the safe exit and entry of bikes using the
East/West Bikeway. Currently, bikes crossing South Terrace at lights and entering the existing North/South Bikeway;
are required to physically wait on the South Terrace road tarmatc to allow north south bike traffic to clear before exiting
the road

Itis a better option than having no bikeways. However these "midde street"
bikeways seem to be counter intuitive to motorists and current vehicle driving
regulations and habits regarding right hand turns and looking for obstructions.

‘The centre of the road option in the info pack is untested, unsafe, and unfeasible
The design is safe and comfortable including for families/teens (ensuring a 2.5 width is important and expected except (a dls(racl\on aiming to derail the project by opposing coundilors not
at pinch points). y staff). The question has to be asked, how this optis was even
pul to pubhc A ) previously shown to Council

Its better to have single-way bikeways because sometimes people stop their
1like the idea of barriers/separated bikeways because it will encourage more people to feel more confident and safe orbikes in the midde of the bikeaway and don't pull over to the side. If we have a
the roads and start cycling in the C two-way bikeway, there needs to be some barrierfisland in between both paths
where people can pull over without abstructing others.

1 would prefer it go straight up Frankiin St into Flinders St up to Hutt St, as when you get to Frome Rd you already.
have a beautiful bike way that meets Wakefield St for those that wish to change direction

I prefer your Frome Rd structure as it provides shelter and is easily used by
mobilty scooters as well as Bikes, Scooter

1 use the Frome St bikeway, and this has improved the safety of my commute. Safety for cyclists sharing roads with

vehicles is a regular discussion point o o the number of
As articulated, this approach is unlikely to meet current SA standards. Further,
riders within the city have become accustomed to the design approach of the N-S
see below bikeway and i the interests of consistency, safety and establishing a
“behaviourallenvironmental’ norm for riders, consistency across the city is
ferred.
Greatto see council finaly progressing these plans. Its a great step towards making Adelaide a more accessible,
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and to be seen to be green s just another way to make the city unattractive to visitbuses, cars and trucks. There are businesses in the city - they

“This would be beter than what you propose - provided that it does not in any way, °
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The gap between the parking bay and the bike lane needs to be
wider - it should be wide enough for a passenger to open a car

joor and not take out a passing cyciist. It should allow for
passengers to alight or goods to be unloaded without incursion
into the bike lane.

Car parking should not be positioned close to intersections

cause bikes cannot be seen by drivers if visibiity of the
mke jlane is obscured by high profle vehicies such as
trucks and vans

'YES- reduction of parking is a major issue. The Christian
Brothers College and the Adabco Hotel are adjacent to our

unit apartment block, and with the commissioning of the.
old Wakefield Hospital as a medical precinct parking is at
a premium NOW. Tourists don't cycle o hotels, parent
don't cycle to pick up and drop off students and medical
patients don't cycle to appointments.
Dissolve on-street car parking and let the public deal with
The dog-leg is extraordinarily problematic. A poor outcome just  it. Monetising the parking (and expiations) is an awful and
to satisfy a few vocal traders and motor-centric morons is very  futle attempt at revenue raising when the Council should ~ Long overdue. Will
disappointing be promoting the betterment of its ratepayers and visitors

through improved cycling infrastructure.

the time allowed for ‘consultation'is far too short. | saw the (small) corflute outside my home
yesterday, and comment closes today. One could easily get the impression that the certain
elements are trying to jam through a controversial proposal by limiting the time for adverse
reaction. Frankly, this is an insult to ratepayers.

Bikeways are fine, but you need to minimise the impact on

need access for deliveries and potential clients need
somewhere to par

No No No Hurry up please

Cyclists SPEND MORE MONEY in the city than motorists.

I'm a business owner. | suspect that all business owners

want customers to spend more money with them. Please
Please do not waste futher time filbustering. Please donot  help the business owners of the Adelaide CBD by getiing
waste any more taxpayer / ratepayer money on ‘infrasture’ thatis fid of car parking as much as possible and providing safe
NOT SAFE and will need to be ripped out in 2 years from now.  cycling infrastructure and end of trp facilies.

Hove Adstide It my home. | went  see Adslsd become = Ciyof the Fuurs tht s 2oy
‘Trees! We need more shade. Adelaide is the dryestcityinthe tolive in..and s
dryest country in the world. We need SHADE. Please provide as | hope that the e e e S enjoy
much dense canopy shade as possible for pedestrians and cyclists. together well into the future.

s-spend-40-more-in-londons-shops-than-
motorists/?sh=606148c7641e

Would it not be simpler for the rout to head north from Wakefield to Franklin along the
existing Frome Road Bikeway? Gawler St is very narrow and has been useful for short term
parking for a number of local businesses.

There is ample parking in the city. A few streets with

especially on the more exposed southen sides of the roads  slightly reduced on-street parking is hardly an issue.

You have provided insufficient detail for us to conclude anything
other than from the vague overall design principles and from our
discussion with your contact consultant, Ben at Holmes Dyer, it
appears that you are proposing to install a bike lane on both the
northern and southern sides of Flinders Street between King
William Street and Gawler Place and as a consequence, similar
1o the disastrous design of Frome Street, you will therefore push
the existing kerbside parallel parking into the existing space
taken by the left hand vehicular lane thus reducing traffc flow to
the east and west during non-peak hours to one lane; and during
peak hours (eg 4:00pm to 7:00pm) no paralel parking will be
allowed because vehicular traffc flow will revert o the existing
twolanes both ways.
We have described above Frome Street design as disastrous
because if you cared to inspect the northisouth carriageway any
peak hour traffc (from 4:00pm onwards) you will find
ix to eight vehicles illegally parked in the clearway thus
reducing peak hour vehicular traffic flow back to one lane!
On the basis that our assumption in the first paragraph above is
accurate, we are totally opposed to the proposed design as it
will have a significant impact on our CBD business by reducing
the availabily of onstreet parking to delivery drivers and to
clients visiting our premises. Furthermore, it wil further resrict
the already slow vehiclar traffc flow through the city by taking
out 50% of the eastiwest vehicular traffic availabity in non-peak
hour periods.

Please see above. Please note that you have not provided
‘any detail on the proposed parking layout for Flinders
Street! so how are we supposed o provide feedback?

Atotal waste of money at a time when Councif' defiitis one that  Take the route along Frankiin then right around Victoria Square (or ight into the slipway in
you can'tleap over! ront of the State Admin Centre), then left onto Wakefield - surely this is much more sensible!

Justlet's do this, lets not waste funds plus time. Let's help
people cycle and reduce congestion

Adelaide already has more parks then Sydney, this should
not be a huge consideration.

Will the design include video and camera monitoring of vehicles.
who do not give way when conducting left hand tuns orwho  No
park within the bikeway?

The loss of car parks is not a concern. As noted in your
ussion paper, ome on-street parking spaces will be
The route will give low-stress cycling access to the cmy (adirect  removed when the bikeway is installed. However, surveys
route along Flinders is preferable but deemed nea un
impossible.). | accept this as a compromise.

Would much prefer Fiinders / Franklin Street. | am tired of the debate of bikes vs cars. We
have more than enough care parks in Adelaide and the most per capita in Australia. Having a
decent cycling network is important. We can not delay any further! Get on with it!

‘They are good and welcomed
usage of spaces show that existing parking

Gomand wil generally be accommodated by the reduced

number of parking spaces.

Yes, more greening of streets will be good to reduce heat traps on
ot summer days.

1 would prefer it go straight up Frankiin St into Flinders St up to Hutt St, as when you get to
Frome Rd you already have a beautiful bike way that meets Wakefield St for those that wish
to change direction. | would like one that gets to RAH not using North Tce as too difficult for
Mobility Scooters. | need a smooth surface due to spinal issues.

1 would like it to have the Frome Road appearance. Just beautiful No No

The proposed design is an unfortunate and in our view
unnecessary compromise for the preferred direct
Franklin/Flinders corridor. However, if Councilis adamant that
the concerns of a small number of businesses on Flinders St
should take priority over the safety of cyclists and pedestrians in
the city, then that reflects the misplaced and uninformed
priorities of Council.

In the interests of Council finalising an agreed position on the
route, if this is the only acceptable solution, then the design as
presented is acceptable.

Bike lane widths must not be reduced in areas of
protuberances/transit stops etc - a consist widih along the entire
split corridors is mandatory.

As experienced on Frome, such a layout is suitable. Build it

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.
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The proposed East West bikeway doesn't run ‘East to West, f starting from the East, it then runs North (down Gawler
Place) and tums West again to head down Frankin. This dog-leg appears unnecessary and has the potential to be
lampooned extensively (ke the one way Southern Expressway).

The western end of the bikeway ends at a dead-end that requires an additional diversion for a continued journey.
Cyclists, who are self powered, prefer to ride in straight lines as the path of least resistance and will not enjoy having tc
lose energy and speed o take the diversion down Gawler Place and then again at West Terrace.

| st th East Wes! bikoway shaud run sigt uiing Wakefield and Grote Streets to remove the unnecessary
diversions at Gawer Place and West Ter

st

where bus offload zones shared the platform with the bikeway, there needs to be a possibilty to escape the bikeway
and ride around the bus (overtake on the right) on the road temporarily f clear to do so. if you don't allow this then
many cyclsts ustwor use the ikewsy. t s 8 MAJOR ssue f you create a boteneck or offoading D th\
inthe path of a rider that is capable of going a
major cause fo potenta collsons. not everyono s perfect and people make mistakes, but many i just ‘blams o
cyclist. don't make infrastructure that makes this happen just 50 you can rip up the bikeway and claim it doesn't work
(more wasted money).

i support the design principles of the bikeway in circumstances where this increases flow of traffic for cars and bikes.
example. f there is an existing 1 lane of traffic and ofa for cars.
and bike o have their own lanes, then this is fabulous.

When it means decreasing an opportunity, such as reducing lanes of raffic to one, to fitin a bikeway then no, this is
nonsense.

I think this would cause an uproar with the community as it would require a
‘complete mind shiftfor motorists. | think this also would be an unwise option on
Wakefield Street near the fire station for Fire trucks entering and exiting the

I support the East - West Bike way in principle but with some significant design changes. | am a regular cycling
commuter in the city and constantly risking my lfe in the bike lanes of Adelaide.
station.

“This appears to protect parking for local businesses which might be a more
popular design. Also appears to be safer for r
My understanding s that riders on Frome Street feel vuinerabe at the
intersections, midde lanes may assist drivers with visibility of bike riders

streets.

It would be better for the bikeway to have been a straight line. However | understand there were complications with
having it on Fiinders Street

An Excellent Compromise

the sketch in front of 237 wakefield st shows the bike path going right through the location of our weekly bin and hard
rubbish collection. too many carparks are also lost

The option utiising the centre of the road, proposed for Sydney, makes far more sense. It utiises one ‘set’ of space and
infrastructure in the centre of the road, rather than two on either side, and completely negates the very real issues.
around bus stops. The central KW St tram line didn't bring either traffic flow or the world to an end, so no doubt this
would be equally as successful.

As above.

As someone who lives in the eastern suburbs and commutes daily on my bicycle | fully support the proposed design

which aims to increase the bicycle network. Any measures that promote, encourage and protect the safety of bicycle ~ Seperate bike lines that are protected from other road
users should be fully supported by local and state government. Not only would the network manage traffic flow it would and safety for bicycle users and increase traffic flow.

provide a safe refuge for cyciists and promote health and well-being and encourage more cyclists on the road.

‘The degree of physical seperation and barriers between the path and traffic
would need to be more than if the bike path was on the side of the road. | dont
think itis a viable solution but conceptually | would be happy to see it if done el

1 don't hink it will work because of the large number of side streets along this
A range of options will be necessary to ensure the best outcome. Concrete mounding/planter boxes will be the most  route. As a result, the centre area will be broken up o the point that it becomes
aesthetic. unworkable and potentially dangerous as cars unfamiliar with the need to give

way ignore bikes who think they have right of way.

1 believe more consultation with all users of our roadways needs to be taken into consideration. The road & bikeway
needs (o be safe for cyclists, people with mobilty aids and pedestrians. A centre bikeway needs to be safe for a cyclist

{0 exit the bikeway and tun nto vehicular taffi, whereas a bkeway on the side of the 10ad, needs 0 oW fOr arG | (o0 o e

for vehicles that transport people in wheelchairs, and be safe for people who are walking or using a walking frame or
other aid, such as a mobilty scooter, as well as be safe for people who are vision impaired. Curbsides should have a
continual gradient so that access is possible from any point along it safely and it should ot be necessary to walk o the
comer to find an access point

Quick implementation s important and a straight Flinders / Frankin Streets cycle way.

1 would use this route to travel in the city. Would help me to feel safer.

o not proceed with proposal

I think it is unnecessary and overkill given Adelaide has approx one quarter the
population of Sydney. The current design also incorporates seemin
unnecessary diversions due to the tum down Galwer Place and dead stop at

‘West Terrace instead of continuing down Sir Donald Bradman Drive from Grote

ur\less PRIORITY is given to allow cyclists to enter the middle of the road

bikeway, this would be even worse than a left sided bikeway. for example, tuming is ridiculous and dangerous all because the counil s giving in
tight heading south from the frome road bikeway, bike boxes and clear green
pathways to allow riders to have priority would be the only way to make this kind  and narrowing of the path across hotels. i've NEVER had to give
of safe. it's bad enough already with existing design with cars refusing to give way way to peds NOT EVEN ONCE, so why make the modification?
or speeding up from behind and turning left across path of rider

Ithink it is preferrable to have them on either side of the street, like Frome Street.

It may work but would be radical in the context of past Adeliade practice

The current design incorporates seemingly unnecessary
diversions due to the tum down Galwer Place and dead stop at

/est Terrace instead of continuing down Sir Donald Bradman
Drive from Grote St.Itis not ‘East to West.

Haven't see it:itis not on the ACC ‘City Bikeways' web
page nor was it included on the AS sized fier that | was.
provided earlier in the week notifying me of the project.

the decision to force riders to make a right turn into gawler place

usiness resident complaints. ook at the frome road bikeway T2K® d4amn sure that doors can'tswing open info the

I am not aware of proposed street improvements.
| ask that any street improvements that cause disruption to the
stret frontage at the front ofmy business (

Frankiin St, Adelaide) be very carefuly considered given the
‘extremely precarious commercial situation my business is currently
in due to the affects of covid, related shutdowns and associated
reduction in city pedestrian traffic and patronage. We are currently
‘down to the bone with no more fat to give, any further disruption to
our abilty to trade will likely to result in business closure.

bikeway (even a few to catch someone
off guard).

waste of time and money.

yes, parallel parking severely reduces the parking
capacity. And as bus lanes are now extended to 7pm,
capacity around Wakefield St is already affected as
parking on Pulteney is unavailable from 3pm.

You can attract people into the city, by removing
opportunity to access the city.

ves, the bikeway is great design

Please separate the parking and cycling lane with a

Jow
see belo concrete divider as per Frome Sireet.

My business is located on a corner, how would guests unload | have parallel parking currently o | don't believe there will ®

their luggage and get across the bike lane safely and intothe  be any big changes. So long as we maintain a minimum of
building? Would there be pedestrian crossings across the bike 2 passenger loading bays directly out the front of Quest Il
lane? Middle bike lanes again might be a better option be happy.

it should work well for my use. Itis a good compromise.

too many carparks are lost not enough carparks

Its okay. Its way better than not having one at all. If re-jigging to
the far better and more sensible Sydney option means we won't
get one at all, then just build the proposed one. In short, just
build the bikeway . finally. All your blurb says it: cyciing s great
for people, for the economy, for the environment - for our city.
And this project has made Adelaide a laughing stock. Not to
mention continuing to put people off geting on their bikes and
cycling. We've built the Northern Connector since this was
announced, and we can't get a litle on-road bikeway from East
Tee to West Tce built?

No. It seems to be what wil work.

Every effort should be made to \mxease cychs!s visibilty and

be safe for a cyclist to exit the bikeway and turn into vehicular traffic.

‘This is an unsafe idea where there are businesses along the street.

ic lights, including the Bicycle safety should be prioritised over street parking
addiion ofsafe uming and crossing R

No only to say that the council needs to emphasis the
benefits of the bike path rather than any loss of parking
‘spaces with the net gain bing a rediced level of vehicle
traffic and hence most likely an improved ratio of cars to
parking spaces accros the city.

1 am amazed that you are considering the dog leg into Gawler
Place. If this is to placate some vocal business interests on
Flinders Street then I think the Council needs to reconsider and
approach the design without regard for those interests.

Seems sensible. The number of carparks will be reduced,
but there is a large amount of under-utilisation of those
parks for much of the day and night, apart from peak
periods. 1 would encourage strong consultation with
traders about the location and number of loading zones
and other measures to ensure business impact is imited.

Strongly encourage Council to maximise the level of greening /
tree planting and other aesthetic treatment. Frankiin St has a
huge problem with urban heating. It desperately needs more
shade trees to be planted. That will bring increased foot traffic
and customers to the area.

See responses to points 2 and 3. A great paper about access isParking needs to be included where access to facilties
available here htips:/iwalksf.orglwp- uch as Changing Rooms requires a vehicle transporting

final-walk-sf- people with disability to park and egress to the footpath
2019.pdf safely.
No. No.

‘There is ample parking. Seems fine.

poor poor

s a bike commuter who works and shops in this city, this feels unsafe. | am not a The separation from parking is ideal. It is my main hazard when
super confident cyclist and given there is no other infrastructure that supports this :y:hng through the city - cars pulling out of parking spaces or  Looks great
red.

between cars and bikes is necessary.

Please do not allow pedestrian crossing in the middle of bikeway
as per Frome Street near Rundle Street whilst travelling South to
North, | have experienced pedestrians just step into the bike path
without looking, making it extremely dangerous for both cyclists
and pedestrians.

I really feel that we should ensure there are provisions to further
nhance this project at a later date i.e. greening, lighting etc. as its
my understanding the budget will not go very far. Serious
‘consideration needs to take place if the centre bike lane is more
practical andor if there are lower costs associated with it. Besides
the safety aspect, my support for the bike way s driven by street
greening and beautification

Will be a major improvement for these streets.

Please don'tplant too many big trees, they just decrease visibilty
during entrylexit and increase the danger to cyclists. And if you're
going to do ‘greening’, then water it and maintain it, or don't waste
the money; do some low colourful sculpture or artwork instead, or
water fountains, or .. Many of the recent plantings in the West End
have just died or been trashed, and all are full of rubbish and
debris

an
See comment above re greening infrastructure. This is a once in a

‘generation opportunity for good investment in a hot and exposed
street. Please maximise greening and shade trees. Also, the more
greening there is, the most support for this project from traders as.

it will provide a massive visual boost o the area.

1 would like to see additional greening to assist with lowering the
temperature and capturing rainwater run-off in light of hotter
temperatures due to global warming, and the buit-up, concrete
environment in the city.

No.

they are not improvements

it feels inappropriate.

‘am not in favour of the bike lane in the centre of the road. This s not safe for
turning and doesn't work with the cbd intersections. this was an additional idea
thrown in to stallthe original, well thought out bike lane.

‘commuter, | am in favour of the current plans and would like to see them implemented without further
ho\dups The other ideas are not feasible or proven.

strong support Strong support for the separated bikeway

The proposed East to West bikeway plans show the pathway passing past the entry to our largest CBD asset in

Adelaide, SA (State Centre car park).

This car park is leased and consists of 915 bays( 2 entries 2 exits), as you can imagine the proposed works will

substantially effect our operation for our customers throughout both the construction phase and thereafter. It is of note

that this asset houses SA fleet vehicles, SAPOL and the Department of Education, we believe a bikeway in this busy

part of the city and laneway (Gawler Place) is a serious oversight. “This will cause more congestion on the Adelaide streets. The livabilty of the city.
We have been supporting Adelaide city visitors and commuters for over 15 years and quite bluntly this is the kind of is created by its favorable traffic flows and layout.
development that would further effect our ability to service the Adelaide population, especially given the past year

experiencing financial hardship as caused by COVID-1

With high traffic flows both in the morning and in the evening (both vehicular and pedestrian) as our customers are

entering and exiting the site, this also should not meet the WH8.S standards that the Adelaide City council are seeking

from the development. We believe this will pose substantial threat on the safety of the Adelaide CBD population.

1 ik the design in the centre of the street. Ilike that it separates bikes from pedestrians. In the city - this -s‘ the biggest

danger to pedestrians (ie inattention from j-walking pedestrians).

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

Allgood

Important to ensure that the design is separated for cyclist and

pedestrian safety

As stated above,

I think the flexi-post are a great idea when space is limited and

planter-boxes are not feasible.

Outside of peak-hour times (7.30am-9.30am and 4.00pm-
6.00pm) | think it is a good idea to have parking where its ~ Street lighting and the integrated greening are very important
needed. Such as, near busy buildings etc

Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.

Justwhat | have detailed above which | hope the Adelaide City Council takes onboard and
fully appreciates the difficult circumstances businesses like mine are currently attempting to
deal with due to the ongoing affects of the covid pandemic.

even the majority of suggestions proposed by major bike groups (who know what they are.
talking about) are often ignored by hostile councillors that clearly just hate cydlists. just build it
already and stop with this archaic decision making the Adelaide council is well known for as
being too slow to progress with anything reasonable. cars are not the future and we've seen
thatin the pandemic when busesirains are crowded and all the roads in adelaide can't
accommodate for everyone wanting to drive to/from work. you need a mix and if you build it -
they will come. just build it already. i hope you actually isten to people that know what they're
talking about and stop giving in to stupid business requests because they're 100 damn lazy to
walk an extra few metres to their car or are so self-centred they can't tellthe difference.
between a bike lane and a footpath (morons).

Al bike riders are all connected o office workers. They work i the office, they serve a coffee
0 the person who works i the office etc and office workers are leaving the city, covid showed
us they didnt need to leave home anymore.

Its a big waste of money.

1f going carbon neutral is important, line Pulteney St with ‘windirees' using aeroleaves.

It will look fabulous, be a drawcard to the city, generate electricity, be forward thinking,
innovative and overall work towards the carbon neutral goal.

Abike lane s boring as bat s*"t, doesn't align with a majority of Adelaide City businesses or
residents, and wont have half as much positive impact as you think

Bike users arent overflowing and overtaking the city, the need isn't there. Lets not get caught
up in doing something because its cool or is working for another country or state.

1 think the route al t tent, d d unworkable.
requires cyclists travelling From East to West along Wakefield Street to cross into the middie
of the road to turn right down Gawler Place. This does not make any sense.

Again, I do think it would be nice to have it as a straight line.

No

too many carparks are also lost

Please make visibility for both cyclists and motorists the #1 priority. Motorists don't naturally
ook for cyclists, they look for other cars, therefore cyclists must always be able to be clearly
seen at crossing and/or other meeting points. That was the beauty of the original East-West
route uilising Flinders and Franklin Streets: it was wide, open and had great visibily.

Often when construction and other road works are happening in the city, bicycle lines are.
often the first thing lost, so dedicated bicycles are important and should be maintained to
promote cyclists safety.

1 am pessemistic of the chances of this path being built having attended the last council
meeting. It seems the councilors are out of step with what every other western city is doing in
terms of cycle infrastructure and | implore the councilors to look no furher than Perth,
Melbourne and Brisbane for examples of how integrated cycle networks can improve the
amenity and enviroment of our city for all

it should run along Frankiin and directly through Fiinders. However, in the absence of
political support for this option, the dog-leg proposal along Wakefield is the next best option
d should be supported. Ultimately, every street in Adelaide should be made more bike
friendly, so this is a great first step.

The most important thing is that ACC should get on and do it

it il be incredibly disappointing if this project remains stalled or is shelved.

There is an urgent need to provide safer bike riding options through the CBD, there is also an
urgent need to green up Frankin Street. This project provides a perfect opportunity to do

1 strongly encourage Council to get on with it

1 would like Gouger street to be considered as a bike-route. This street, between Morphett
and King William street would make a great pedestrianibike mall,given allof the restaurants
and shops in the area. Some festivals are held in this area and access to the car park can be
the via Grote Street entry.

Make the cycle straight through way without the Gawler dog-leg. A straight cycle way will be
safer and more useful

No I think this has been agreed upon as satisfying both the business and cyclist needs.
scrap the proposal

More separated bike lanes !l

As above,

More bikeways! Love them
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No
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Yes, as shown

Yes, as shown

Yes, with minor changes.

Yes, as shown

No, do something different

I think this map/design needs to zoom out. Where is this
proposed design connecting too? How do bike ride
through Britannia Road about - further along Wakefield and
Frankiin St heads into a T-section that is West Tce. | get that
there is a cycling loop but for a cyclists that is a lot of changing
in direction. The route could be a lot more streamiined and
linear. The dogleg makes no sense - taking the poliics of

arks out of it - it leaves people of all cyciing levels confused  We need to have some carparks for sure. These should
and disorientated. Also we should consider how cyciing lanes  predominaintiey be there for drop offs for kids, clients and
can be a great way to greeniy our streets. Can we consider  packages. Get rid of the rest. They don't add to any real

It works in certain places around the world. This are mainly on sections of roads
where there are little to no intersections. This approach will mean carefully

i functi I
(houghout intersections for \hem 0 be safe and functional for all road users. Also roenity wherever posslble take info scoourt weter sensk

The cross section looks good. It's a sensible approach that s not too heavy to [
beds. | think its a good compromise to create separation without taking up too much space for vehicular traffic lanes.
Ideally these lanes would be at least 1500mm wide to allow safe overtaking of slower cyclists.

1am in full support of the bikeway.

1 am a cyciist and | love the idea of a cycle-way. But | would like to request the route go along Grote before joining to
Wakefield. The centre dogleg is awful and will add unnecessary time, annoyance and challenge for would-be cydiists.
It il not encourage more people to ride. Also Grote joins to a main road on the other end by Frankiin does not. | fully

support any/all forms of bikeway, just make it go in a straight line through the city! Thanks.

Separated bike lanes and dedicated bike paths make the road safer for both cyclists and other road users.

1 don't see the need to deviate from Fiinders to Wakefield St. The end of Frankiin and Fiinders streets provide excellen! This would improve visibilty for cyclists when approaching intersections, but I'm  city are access to existing pathways and the need for separation
access 1o the shared use path and parklands trail. Wakefield is full of bus stops which need to access the curb to let

passengers load/unload. Will the bike lanes be set behind the bus stops along here?

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

hese used down streets that are thoroughfares with litle
aﬂlaoenl activity like retail and) hnspvuh(y Cycle lanes are one of the best wi
get patronage at local shops, due to the ability for cyclists to easily dismount out
the front and park up. If you put a lane down the center of the road you will luse
one of ts biggest benefits and beginner and novice users simply won't use
because you have to get passed 2-4 lanes of vehicular traffc just to get on and oft’

where we want out green corridors to be - ideally where we have value to the neighbouring properites. This is perceived
retail and hospitality to encourage bistro dining. Look atthe  value and it needs to be quantiied for what it actually
great cities of Spain, France, Denmark and many othersand  contributes to business, to aesthitics, to the environment
they integrate urban design, active transport and business  and to everyone - not just the few that have their address
activity that requires foot raffic to thrive all together. There is a  adjacent to them

‘great opportunity here to link into our green squares and have

he green corridors /bike lanes connect these into our
surrounding parklands. Imagine being a tourist and following
"the green trail” that then opens up into these beauitful, active:
green pockets and squares in the city. This presents a cohesive
design framework and alegible vision for the cities built form.
One that i easily understood and navigable by both locals and
visitors.

urban design, think about lighting sequences that make the biking
expereince fuid and enjoyable. You have to stop at every red light
o get from ane end of Frome St1o the other.

I would only consider this as a last resort option The centre of the road option s untested, unsafe, and unfeasible | would support reducing the number of car parks. 1 would support sustainable greening of streets.

I have found along the Frome bikeway that people still park
Love ! Just ensure there is a route alteration - go along Grote  in the actual bike lane, 5o very clear signage and ‘The more trees and water sensitive urban design principles the
instead of Frankin. infrastructure to prevent accidental car accesslparking  better.

would be great.

I also support this mode if it makes a straight-iine route through the city possible.

Would love to see it Looks good
The major barriers to many people commuting by bike within the

Additional greenery wil add positively to these streets. So long as

from traffic. | think that the plan is a step in the right direction ifa nota hincranca t visblty

Could bike fly-overs at West Terrace and Hutt St be envisaged.
These streets act as major obstacles to cross.

not sure of wit ‘The current arrangements on Frome St work well

Restrict RH turns to raffc light intersections only, with adiional bike boxes?
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Make it straight please and put them on roads that are more to human scale. Waymouth and
Piries makes heaps more sense for the reasons I've stated above. I'm a business owner of
two businesses in the Adelaide CBD, I'm an Urban Deisgner and Urban Planner that has.

lived abroad for some time, I've been a resident of the CoA for 6 years, I'm a recent father and
I'm under the age of 40. | believe that bikes are good for business and the community and |
want it to improve so that my newborn can ride safely to school on our streets when they grow
up. We need to start with good infrastucture if we are to change the paradigm of being a car
only city. Adelaide is one of only a handful of cities that is in a position to be a city for people
we need to recognise that by exploring and investing in ways to get people out of cars and out
on the streets rather than just driving through them.

The bikeway is an important step toward an environmentally responsible and people-friendly
transport system in Adelaide, and as a cyciist | would very much appreciate it going ahead.

“Firstly thank you for proposing this, a bikeway is desperately needed east-west! | support the
bikeway but would strongly encourage a re-route along Grote Stinstead of Franklin for
several reasons.

- Grote St conneats with Sir Donald Bradman Drive on the Westen side s many, m

cyclists coming from the Western Suburbs would have to do a dog-leg at the pariands. This
especially creates challenges when coming from the city travelling west across West Tce.

- Grote St connects cycists to the Central Markets better - this is a very common end-venue
for many cydiists!

- Grote St means the route runs straight through the city to connect with Wakefield on the
other side. The current dog-leg along Gawler Place means crossing a street, additional time
and general inconvenience and | think will deter peaple from using it.

Ifthis s not possible | stil support the bike-way! Thanks for encouraging people to cycle and
reducing carbon emissions.

Amore direct alignment would be preferred, but for the sake of the Bikeway being built
so0ner rather than later, then I'm supportive of the proposed alignment.

No

No

Business Owner

Live, ka Study , Play (e.g
isure, Recreation,
En«enammem Dining) , Shop.

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Study , Shop, Play (e.g.
Leisure, Recreation,
Entertainment, Dining)

Work, Shop, Play (e.g. Leisure,
Recreation, Entertainment, Dining)
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East-West Bikeway Proposed Route

The proposed East-West Bikeway begins to the east on Wakefield Road, and
runs along Wakefield Street until Gawler Place. At Gawler Place, the bikeway
diverts and exits west onto Flinders Street. It then crosses King William Street,

continuing westward until West Terrace.

ELLIS PARK /
TAMPAWARDLI
(PARK 24)

Westside
Bikeway
(to Glenelg)

East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B
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WEST TERRACE

Key bike connections:

1. West Terrace shared path via existing signals to

western suburbs

2. City West Quietway - Gray Street (north) Gray

and Blenheim streets (south)

3. Market to Riverbank link at Pitt and Bentham
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4. Gawler Place (through to Rundle Mall)
Frome Street - North-South bikeway
6. Park 15 shared path & Park Lands Trail & east

suburbs
To Norwood
(via Beulah
Road)
To Norwood
(via William
Street)
Kl RODNEYPARK /
ITHMAMAI-ITPINA
PARK 15)

(6)

VICTORIANRARK /
PAKAPAKANTHI
(PARK 16

]

GILBERT STREET

.

t

KING WILLBAM STREET

SOUTH TERRACE

GILLES STREET

NN
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To Burnside
(via Grant
Avenue)




East-West Bikeway Overview

Project scope

The scope of the project includes the following non-negotiable requirements:

. Connect West Terrace with Dequetteville Terrace (specified in the funding deed)
. Be a separated bikeway (specified in the funding deed)
. Be designed according to Australian Standards, Austroads and specified Department for Infrastructure

and Transport (DIT) requirements (in line with CoA's delegations under the Road Traffic Act 1961)

Noting these requirements, the bikeway will be designed according to the East-West Bikeway Design Guide,
with the scope of the bikeway to be value managed to ensure that it can be delivered within the allocated
budget.

There will be consideration, via asset management whole of life principles, for the bikeway infrastructure to be
upgraded using more permanent materials in the future, if budget provisions allow.

The elements of the bikeway to be installed in the current (and funded) stage are:

. Separated bike lanes.

. A separation strip between the bike lane and adjacent traffic or parking lane, consisting of either kerbs
with low landscaping (when adjacent to traffic lanes) or line-marking and flexi-posts (when adjacent to
parking).

. Existing kerbs and road surface are retained.

. Green surface treatment in the bike lanes, at conflict points with driveways, side streets, signalised
intersections and drop-off areas.

. Planter boxes in selected locations along the route.

. New signalised pedestrian/bike actuated crossing on Wakefield Road / Park Lands Trail.

. Upgrades to signalised intersections along the route to accommodate the bikeway and required bike
movements.

Design principles
The following principles have been applied to the initial concept design of the bikeway:

. The bikeway will generally be separated bike lanes, designed according to the required standards. The
aim is to achieve bike lanes 2.5 metres wide, apart from at selected ‘pinch-points’, such as existing kerb
extensions, bus stops and drop-off areas, where the bike lane will need to be narrower.

. Existing footpaths and kerbs will be retained where possible — there may be selected locations where
kerbs will need to be adjusted (eg at bus stops) in order to create a safe and functional space. It is
expected that existing kerb extensions and outdoor dining can be retained.

. The removal of on-street parking spaces will be minimised. It is noted that some parking spaces may be
removed to comply with current road design and parking standards, unrelated to the bikeway.

. Accessible parking spaces will be retained at or close to their current location where possible.

. Further opportunities for trees and landscaping have been identified — these will be included in street

greening programs for future implementation where possible.

East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B
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. The traffic and parking arrangements aim to strike a balance for all users of the street once the
bikeway is installed, by providing traffic capacity during peak travel times and parking during business
hours.

. The bikeway design and interaction with the street will comply with Disability Discrimination Act (DDA)

requirements.

Further considerations

The initial concept design presented in this document will be subject to further consideration and
investigations through the detailed design process.

The final design will therefore be subject to further considerations including:

. Discussions with key stakeholders, including interest groups, council’s Access and Inclusion Group and
property owners and occupiers along the route.

. Independent design reviews including Disability Discrimination Act (DDA) assessment, Safe Systems
Analysis and Road Safety Audit.

. Discussions with the Department for Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) and the South Australian Public
Transit Authority (SAPTA) to finalise designs and gain approvals where required.

. Detailed traffic analyses at key intersections to inform traffic signal design and operations.

. Consultation to finalise parking controls, including ticketed parking.

. More detailed analysis of street operations, including refuse bins and heavy vehicle requirements, to

ensure that existing street operations will not be unduly impacted.

. Funding considerations to ensure that the design can be implemented within the available budget.

Future opportunities

The following additional elements will not be installed with the bikeway and will be subject to future
engagement activities, budget processes and investigations regarding underground services:

. The central median with tree planting, which could also impact on access into/out of side streets.
. Tree planting in footpaths.
. Kerb extensions or landscaping between existing trees in the roadway.
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East-West Bikeway Route Segments

Explains design approach to segment along the route

NORTH TERRACE
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Segment Design Typologies

A. Franklin Street (West Terrace - Morphett Street)
Option 1- Separated kerb-side

Option 2 - Centre of the road

B. Franklin/Flinders Street (Morphett
Gawler Place)

Cultural Precinct

\
\
& Universities “
\
I
1

RUNDL&E STREET
- -

Rmi:d'e Mall

GRENFELL STREET

PIRIE"STREET

City of Adelaide | March 2021

C. Gawler Place

D. Wakefield Street (Gawler Place to
Pulteney Street)

E. Wakefield Street (Pulteney Street to Hutt Street)

TAMPAWARDLI
(PARK 24)

Westside
Bikeway
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-

Franklin Street
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! e
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GROTE STREET
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T FLINDERS STREET
Wakefield Street

ANGAS STREET

GOUGER STREET-,

WEST TERRACE

WRIGHT STREET

STURT . STREET

CARRINGTON STREET

HALIFAX STREET

Street to
F. Wakefield Street (Hutt Street to East Terrace)
and Wakefield Road
To Norwood
(via Beulah
Road)
To Norwood
(via William
Street)
Kl RODNEYPARK /
ITH AMAI-ITPINA
PARK 15)
P
VICTORIANRARK /
PAKAPAKAYTHI
(PARK 16

b

GILBERT STREET
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SOUTH TERRACE
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s
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Bikeway design toolkit

Linemarking + flexi-posts

Flexi-post bollards are light-weight, flexible posts
affixed to the road surface. Using flexi-posts along
with linemarking is an affordable and effective way
of delineating a roadway that provides a vertical
separation between traffic/parking lanes and
bicycle riders.

This method is widely used nationally and
internationally to create safe separated bike lanes.

Key design elements:

+ Bike lane is at same level as traffic and parking
lanes

+ Use of standard traffic control devices
(linemarking and posts) are universally
understood by road users

+ Vertical element provides clear and visible
separation creating a safe bikeway

«  Low-impact and fast construction/installation
+ Easily maintained

+ Approximately 5 year asset lifespan

Broken Head Bike Path, Byron Shire (Image © Durapost)

J -'.. h A y : . g
Garden QOaks Drive, New Orleans USA
(Image © City of New Orleans)

Concrete buffer + integrated
greening

Concrete medians can be used as a robust buffer
between parking/traffic lanes and bike lanes to
ensure protection and strong visual delineation.
This toolkit also presents opportunities to
integrate greening, improving the overall amenity
of a street.

This approach is similar to the North-South
bikeway between Carrington and Wakefield
streets. It is is also widely implemented both
nationally and internationally.

Key design elements:

+ Bike lane is at same level as traffic and parking
lanes

« Concrete buffer can be designed to minimise
visual presence, i.e. dark colour

« Tree planting can occur where buffer width
allows

+ Integrated low-level planting to allow for
sightlines

+ Regulatory signs and linemarking will be
required to reinforce street navigability

« No alterations to drainage system required

« Higher level of maintenance required for
greening

+ Asset lifespan of up to 20 years

East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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LaTrobe Street, Melbourne (Image © Google)

Fell & Oak Streets, San Francisco USA
(Image © Sergio Ruiz)
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Bikeway design toolkit

Bus stop islands Planter boxes

This treatment is to be used at existing and new Planter boxes are a temporary, low-impact and
bus stops that are located along a bikeway route reasonably low cost way of implementing greening
to facilitate safe interactions between pedestrians, without high disturbance to a site.

bike riders and buses. _ . . .
With the right species, planter boxes can beautify

and reinforce the character of city streets, and
provide shade and shelter to all users of the
bikeway and footpath.

Key design elements:

«  Providing a clear path of travel through the
space for both bike riders and pedestrians

. Key design elements:
« Increase width of buffer to accommodate bus

shelter and pedestrians waiting or loading « Planter boxes to be used on footpaths
adjacent to the bikeway, or “leftover” areas in

+ Slow riders down by narrowing bikeway width the road reserve away from traffic

and/or changing surface treatment or levels
« They are not to be used as physical separators

+ Direct pedestrian movement providing priority between the bikeway and the traffic

pedestrian crossings with crossing linemarking

+ Implement in continuous groups where
appropriate, to create an immediate visual and
environmental impact to the bikeway and its
surroundings

« Maintain sightlines in the area by minimising
clutter

+ Regulatory signs and linemarking, where

required « Trees planted should be appropriate to the

+ Localised alteration to drainage system may North-South Bikeway street environment, including being
be required depending on location and considerate to adjacent street trees, building
context awnings, signage and traffic signals

« Require approval (likely from State

|
} p— . Low-level planting choices to be plants that R N
Government) S

have compact or trailing forms (no spreading Sydney trial cycleways (Concept image © City of Sydney)
properties), no higher than 600mm, have Y - ' ; '
minimal plant litter and have dense foliage

» Require regular maintenance regimes,
especially for low-level planting

« Require regular watering (through a watering
truck or similar), especially during early stages
of establishment

» Require horticulture and maintenance staff

+ Require machinery and associated heavy
vehicles to load/unload planter boxes to site

Leigh Street, Adelaide (Image © Glam Adelaide)

East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B 6
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Segment Design A - Option 1

Franklin Street (West Terrace to Morphett Street) - separated kerb-side bike lanes

2.9m wide Typical Section Current street arrangement
Was Bl PEReElnigiElr New kerb Low-level Flexiposts to provide | o | «  One lane of traffic in each direction
| § ! drop-off area ramps landscaping and physical separation : § I‘ Anal K
|l E J 8E$|E-E)DOX kerbing of parking and S J| Ngie parking.
C bikelane 1 . . i A
! E | CATHEDRAL | S ! All parking spaces are un-ticketed.
| - 3 i .]r O » Line-marked bike lane between angle parking and traffic
4 m * = -
m = "] + Not used as a bus route.
ZAImE T Ny W 4 e [
. wg| € . 2 -2« Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, 7am - 7pm): 67%
2 3 &) Ll E r + + 8 -9 - "ol L : 3 S - -
= B R e R L), B By, 1 i_ o - =k + RS Y 4 Proposed street arrangement with kerbside separated bike lanes
[ . N
— - - i i | \ S +  One lane of traffic in each direction
i — o FRANKLIN STREET ! ! «  Parallel parking (full time).
e = g ) -:‘ : Y «  Accessible parking spaces can be retained.
““'m_—-__llll;-"; e —— e B - «  One shared left/right turn lane removed at West Tce intersection — one left
. H‘“m—%— . -\ i turn and one right turn lane are retained
3.3m painted median( o
- could accomodate ; | +  Side street accesses retained
future pedestrian/ < ! , , , .
Elr?)r\];i[j; 2?1);65,?@[ é‘g[ﬂéé\é's Padastrian Zabra cyclist refuge at Gray %) : I +  Theright-turn lane from Franklin Street to Morphett Street will be retained.
separation of parking crossing over Street connecting i mno | »  The short left turn lane from Franklin Street to Morphett Street will be
i Quietwa | { .
required. Y ! ! Design comments
. 1 |
Typical Plan 02 6 10 15m .« The bikeway will utilise the existing signalised bike crossings at West Terrace.
«  Accessible parking spaces can be provided in conjunction with the bikeway.
+  The detailed design of drop-off facilities at locations including the Greek
Orthodox Church and St Mary's College will be finalised in conjunction with
stakeholders.
«  The bikeway will need to work around the kerb extensions at Elizabeth
< Street/Byron Place and the Benjamin on Franklin Hotel.
63 «  The unsignalized cross-streets present a risk of conflicts between street users.
]
é E +  Some parking spaces need to be removed to comply with current road
B8 S design and parking standards (unrelated to the bikeway).
?: g »  Existing kerb protuberances at Byron Place will be modified to accommodate
¢ g vehicle turn paths.
- 7 +  New landscaping can be included in sections of separation strip between the
: bike and traffic lanes.
5 + Thereis a future opportunity to improve safety at the uncontrolled four-way
= intersection of Franklin Street and Gray Street.
Typical Section
East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B 1

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Segment Design A - Option 2

Franklin Street (West Terrace to Morphett Street) - centre road bike lanes - - b g : RS | BN LIRSk | e N = e i "ﬂ o
- B . ;i ) 4 ] ; o A . b =] S
E EFuture Greening Opportunity Typical Section Context Plan
% | Flexiposts at 2m Bicycle turn Median kerb to % I Current street arrangement
A . i i |
> GREEK spacing facility prevent entry by > i ) , L
! E | ORTHODOX motor vehicles ; ‘ One lane of traffic in each direction
=S CATHEDRAL 2 - Angle parking.
o
30 b i i « All parking spaces are un-ticketed.
il & I 1l
ak ; ,1" II L I ~+ Line-marked bike lane between angle parking and traffic
2| I e S S| S = L Imag g GG
QP o VY 3 e : -~ « Notused as a bus route.
/ O Ve e Y D | : ' -
o e e S i /-; —‘—-f”—‘?/zz/ — 4 . - /—_-f—_—/ ' <« Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, 7am - 7pm): 67%
. (u DI
e e SRR e e e ; S S N S — T_E=SF =5 Proposed street arrangement with centre-road separated bike lanes
e S S S S T T ST — 3 T . ) ) .
~—FRANKLIN STREET One lane of traffic in each direction
«  Angle parking (full time).
.f,_-;_—r— —— l — _,E! - _."-_ﬁ | +  Accessible parking spaces will be retained
A ] i‘/ «  Current parking/drop-off arrangements will remain at key facilities including
. N ﬂ % ! the Greek Orthodox Church and St Mary's College
) ) ) it 3 o i » All unsignalised intersections, side-streets and driveways will be restricted to
ST. MARY'S Parking space Four parking I Y9 I left turn in and left turn out for motor vehicles — this includes Grattan Street,
COLLEGE removed due spaces removed to x| Gray Street, Shannon Place, Trenerry Court, Crowther Street, Morney Street,
to reduced accommodate a 19m | E . Byron Place and Elizabeth Street.
i i-trai i R |
Manoceuvring space ?eml ’Eraﬂersiurntlng | ! «  U-turns will not be permitted along this section of Franklin Street, between
Typical Plan FOMECiayiSUce e e West Terrace and Morphett Street.
— «  The left turn lane from Franklin Street to Morphett Street will be retained.

»  The right turn lane from Franklin Street to Morphett Street will be removed.

« Bike riders would transition from the centre-road bike lanes to kerbside bike
lanes at the signalised intersection with Morphett Street.

Design comments

+  Council does not have the authority to install the centre-road bikeway
without approval from the Department for Infrastructure and Transport.

« Traffic signalling arrangements have not yet been determined, but could be
more complicated than existing arrangements, particularly at the
intersection of Franklin Street and Morphett Street to accommodate the
movement of bikes from the centre-road to kerbside bikeway.

+  With the removal of the existing line-marked bike lanes, the space for
manoeuvring into and out of the angle-parking spaces will be reduced.

» Accessible parking spaces can be provided in conjunction with the bikeway.

»  Kerb extensions at Elizabeth Street and the Benjamin on Franklin Hotel will
be retained.

«  Some parking spaces need to be removed to accommodate access for large

. vehicles.
4.5m 45m  09m 26m 10m  1.5m 26m 05m  45m 4.7m +  Some parking spaces need to be removed to comply with current road
design and parking standards (unrelated to the bikeway).
Typical Section + Accessibility within the local area will be impacted for drivers and bike riders
due to the centre-road bikeway design.
East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B «  There are limited opportunities for new landscaping. 8
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Segment Design B

Franklin/Flinders Street (Morphett Street to Gawler Place)

Typical Section - ' - ) N S ‘ T T Context Plan
E:EFuture Greening Opportunity | o ]I Current street arrangement

Flsxiposltssetoafarggi:e ' % g | 1 +  Two lanes of traffic in each direction
gf )p/;:fl?ing z”d bike i & gﬁtﬁg?gétél;or:ting ll_;):gslgpe)%ng and ’ 1' » Parallel parking.
lane b and landscaping kerbing "I+ Some parking spaces are ticketed

| | : ll + Line-marked bike lane between parallel parking and traffic

- - - ) / ' : i T, : . - - Not used as a bus route.

| ; «  Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, 7am - 7pm): 52%
Proposed street arrangement with kerbside separated bike lanes

«  Two lanes of traffic each direction during peak times (Weekdays between
7-9am and 4-6pm)

«  One lane of traffic in each direction at all other times
- No stopping during peak times (Weekdays between 7-9am and 4-6pm)

»  Parallel parking at all other times.

Lk -.! i =
LU < N ; _ « Right turn lanes will be retained.
Q- =il § LA e VICTORIA "=« The short left turn lanes from Franklin Street to Morphett Street and King
<4 lx | et SQUARE/ P William Street will be removed.
1OG | | ' " TARNTANYANGGA
= % | = o { B LI 7l « Allside street and driveway accesses will be retained.
[ S ey IR
Typical Plan 02 6 10 BM  pesign comments
«  Street functionality and operation would be similar to Frome Street (Rundle
Street to Wakefield Street).
+  The proposal will include provision of drop-off at key facilities including
Uniting Communities, Quest Hotel, Australia Post, Adelaide Central Bus
Station, Eynesbury College and the Adina Hotel. The detailed design for each
location will be determined in conjunction with stakeholders.
+  Some parking spaces need to be removed to comply with current road
design and parking standards (unrelated to the bikeway).
+  The provision of off-peak parking close to King William Street will be
determined following further traffic analysis.
+ New landscaping can be included in sections of the separation strip between
. the bike and traffic lanes.
= E] «  There are future opportunities for planting trees and landscaping in the
g o central median.
z =
: 5
4.2m 4.8m
Typical Section
East-West Bikeway Initial Concept Design | Attachment B 9
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Segment Design C

Gawler Place

Flexiposts at 6m
spacing

STREET
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Current street arrangement

«  Provides for vehicle travel in the northbound direction only.

«  Two traffic lanes in the northbound direction, at the Flinders Street
intersection.

« Parallel parking on the western side.

Proposed street arrangement with separated bike lanes
+ No change to parking.
+ No change to traffic lane configuration at Flinders Street intersection.
+  Bike riders will be permitted to ride in both directions via:
» a contra-flow lane in the southbound direction

»  sharing the lanes with general traffic in the northbound direction

Design comments

« Traffic signalling arrangements have not yet been finalised, but are likely to
be complex to allow bike riders to access Gawler Place from Flinders Street.

« Thereis a future opportunity to provide two-way access for bike riders along

the length of Gawler Place to provide access to the northern CBD and Rundle
Mall.

10



Segment Design D

Wakefield Street (Gawler Place to Pulteney Street)

P Future Greening Opportunity
il Relocated
bus shelter

Bike riders to turn
right into Gawler Pl
using existing hook
turn position at signals

ST. ALOYSIUS
COLLEGE

Typical Plan

BUILDING LINE
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WAKEFIELD | |
HOTEL |
!
|

DIVETT
PLACE

St. Aloysius College

BUILDING LIMNE

+ + — + 4
5.8m 25m 10m 2Zim  32m 29m

Typical Section
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“ Cohtex Pla?.n.
Current street arrangement
«  Two lanes of traffic in each direction
+ Parallel parking.
«  Some parking spaces are ticketed.
» Line-marked bike lane between parallel parking and traffic

+ Adelaide Metro bus route
- Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, 7am - 7pm) 56%
Proposed street design with kerbside separated bike lanes:

» Two lanes of traffic in each direction at all times
« Parallel parking at all times.
+  Kerbside separated bike lanes on both sides of the street

+  The right turn lanes from Wakefield Street into Gawler Place and Pulteney
Street will be retained.

+  The left turn lane from Wakefield Street into Pulteney Street will be retained.
+ Allside street and driveway accesses will be retained.
+  The bikeway will interact with four bus stops.

»  Footpath widths will be reduced at the bus stops to provide space for the bus
stop-bikeway interaction.

Design comments
«  Bikeway could be installed with minimal change to existing street operation.

+  The design details of the interface between the bikeway and bus stops will be
Eurther)reﬁned with DIT and the South Australia Public Transit Authority
SAPTA).

«  The proposal will include provision for drop-off at key locations including St
Aloysius College.

« Some parking spaces need to be removed to comply with current road
design and parking standards (unrelated to the bikeway).

« Traffic signalling arrangements at Gawler Place have not yet been finalised,
but are likely to utilise the existing 'hook-turn’ arrangement for bike riders
that allows them to turn right into Gawler Place.

«  The traffic signals at the Metropolitan Fire Service (MFS) will continue to
operate as usual.

+ New landscaping can be included in sections of the separation strip between
the bike and traffic lanes.

« There are future opportunities for planting trees and landscaping in the
central median.

«  Planned asset renewal works could provide future opportunities for
enhancements

n



Segment Design E

Wakefield Street (Pulteney Street to Hutt Street)

11 Future Greening Opportunity

Planter boxes
provide physical
separation of parking
and bike lane

Pedestrian
zebra crossing

CHRISTIAN BROTHERS COLLEGE
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Typical Plan
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- Cotext Pln

Current street arrangement

«  Two lanes of traffic in each direction

+  Angle parking.

«  Some of the parking is ticketed

» Line-marked bike lane between angle parking and traffic.
+ Adelaide Metro bus route

«  Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, during business hours): 51%

Proposed street arrangement with kerbside separated bike lanes
+ Two lanes of traffic in each direction at all times

«  Parallel parking at all times.

+  Accessible parking spaces can be retained.

+  Kerbside separated bike lanes on both sides of the street

+  The right turn lanes from Wakefield Street to Pulteney Street, Frome Street
and Hutt Street will be retained.

+  The short left turn lanes from Wakefield Street to Pulteney Street, Frome
Street and Hutt Street will be retained.

»  Access to all side streets and driveways will be retained.

+  The bikeway will interact with four bus stops.

«  Footpath widths will be reduced at the bus stops to provide space for the bus
stop-bikeway interaction.

Design comments

« The possible closure of the median at the uncontrolled four-way intersection
of Wakefield Street, Daly Street and Cardwell Street will be further
investigated to determine the benefits and impacts, prior to making a final
decision.

+  The design details of the interface between the bikeway and bus stops will be
Eurther)reﬁned with DIT and the South Australia Public Transit Authority
SAPTA).

+  The proposal will include provision for drop-off at key locations including
Christian Brothers College and the Adabco Boutique Hotel.

+  Some parking spaces need to be removed to comply with current road
design and parking standards (unrelated to the bikeway).

+  Planned renewal works could provide future opportunities.

«  New landscaping can be included in sections of the separation strip between
the bike and traffic lanes.

+  Some existing trees are located in the roadway resulting in opportunities for
planter boxes, future landscaping or art in the spaces between trees.

+  There are future opportunities for planting trees and landscaping in the
central median.

»  Planned asset renewal works could provide future opportunities for
enhancements

12
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“SWAKEFIELD ROAD

Segment Design F

Wakefield Road (Hutt Street to Parklands Trail)

- £ i ; . ¥ | . T - : . : . - (T L 4
Typical Section Context Plan
CHRISTIAN = m Current street arrangement
— . BROTHERS | Planterboxes 35
e : Pedestrian COLLEGE provide physica i + Two lanes of traffic in each direction.
ElnGseapling el zebra crossing JUNIOR separation of parking (ji
kerbing SCHOOL and bike lane m +  Parallel parking.

+  Some of the parking spaces are ticketed.

» Line-marked bike lane between angle parking and traffic.

«  Existing parking utilisation (average weekday, 7am - 7pm): 49%

— LSS SRR o o —~ - — —_— ——— Proposed street arrangement with kerbside separated bike lanes
= - mEE FSBS|ERAE TSRS BRES Fe G 7+ Two lanes of traffic in each direction at all times.
o a N o : - Parallel parking at all times.
- - —_ = - r T - T T 5 T T { ‘l:. T T T T T

.-M—_. -— W - : = ~‘- —t_ = =« Accessible parking spaces can be retained.
3 : - = -

= - — « Kerbside separated bike lanes on both sides of the street.

+ Theright turn lanes from Wakefield Street into Hutt Street and East Terrace
will be retained.

Flexiposts to provide +  The short left turn lane from Wakefield Street into Hutt Street will be
physical separation retained.

of parking aNg g « A new signalised pedestrian/bike crossing will be installed on Wakefield Road

Typical Plan lane mm where the Park Lands Trail crosses the street.
ypi

« New landscaping can be included in sections of the separation strip between
the bike and traffic lanes.

+  Some existing trees are located in the roadway resulting in opportunities for
planter boxes or future landscaping in the spaces between trees.

Design comments

+  The proposal will include provision for drop-off at key locations including
Christian Brothers College.

L

+  The new signalised crossing will allow bike riders to safely connect to
bikeways to the eastern suburbs as well as providing for safe crossing at the
Park Lands Trail.

+  The design of the bikeway between East Terrace and the Park Lands Trail is
likely to include an on-road kerbside separated bikeway in the westbound
direction and shared use path in the Park Lands for the eastbound direction.
This design will be further developed with consideration of existing trees,

connections to Park Land paths etc.

Christian Brothers College

BUILDING LINE

| | ] I 1 l ] l | |
T T T ] T ] ] T ] 1 T T

5.9m 17m  27m 2.1m a2m 29m 28m 3.0m aim 22m 10m  3im 6.1m
Typical Section
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ACC EAST WEST BIKEWAY
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE | MARCH 2021

LOCATION SUMMARY

Ref Location

Franklin Street: West Terrace to Morphett Street (OPTION 1)
Franklin Street: Morphett Street to King William Street
Flinders Street: King William Street to Gawler Place

Gawler Place: Flinders Street to Wakefield Street

m o O ©w >

Wakefield Street: Gawler Place to Eastern Extent
ESTIMATED NET COST

MARGINS & ADJUSTMENTS
Internal Project Management
Engagement and Communication
Professional Design

Evaluation (Pre and Post Bikeway)
Parking Sensors

ESTIMATED TOTAL COST

Preliminary Cost Estimate | March 2021

21315-2 Printed 17 March 2021 9:05 AM
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021

Rider
RLB [REYEu
Bucknall

Rates Current At March 2021

Total Cost
$

661,950.00
596,590.00
497,455.00
90,650.00
2,286,690.00
4,133,335.00

9.7% 400,000.00
4.4% 200,000.00
3.2% 150,000.00
2.0% 100,000.00
2.3% 115,000.00

5,098,335.00

Page 1 of 16
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ACC EAST WEST BIKEWAY Rider
RLB |ReYEus
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE | MARCH 2021 Bucknall
LOCATION SUMMARY Rates Current At March 2021
Ref Location Total Cost
$
F Franklin Street: West Terrace to Morphett Street (OPTION 2: Centre of Road Option) 758,240.00
B Franklin Street: Morphett Street to King William Street 596,590.00
C Flinders Street: King William Street to Gawler Place 497,455.00
D Gawler Place: Flinders Street to Wakefield Street 90,650.00
E Wakefield Street: Gawler Place to Eastern Extent 2,286,690.00
ESTIMATED NET COST 4,229,625.00

MARGINS & ADJUSTMENTS

Internal Project Management 9.5% 400,000.00
Engagement and Communication 4.3% 200,000.00
Professional Design 3.1% 150,000.00
Evaluation (Pre and Post Bikeway) 2.0% 100,000.00
Parking Sensors 2.3% 115,000.00
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST 5,194,625.00

Preliminary Cost Estimate | March 2021

21315-2 Printed 17 March 2021 9:05 AM Page 1 of 16
Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
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Disclaimer

Nine-Squared Pty Ltd (NineSquared) has prepared this report taking all reasonable care
and diligence required. This report provides high-level analysis only and does not purport
to be advice on particular investment options or strategies. We have not independently
verified the information provided to us.

While NineSquared has used all reasonable endeavours to ensure the information in this
report is as accurate as practicable, NineSquared, its contributors, employees, and
directors shall not be liable whether in contract, tort (including negligence), equity or on
any other basis for any loss or damage sustained by any person relying on this document
whatever the cause of such loss or damage.

About NineSquared

NineSquared is a specialist economic consulting and commercial advisory firm focused on
helping governments and companies make great decisions and achieve your goals and
objectives.

Our principals and staff are experienced, senior level practitioners who have worked in and
advised government and private sector clients about a range of commercial and economic
issues, primarily relating to transportation. Broadly, our expertise lies in the fields of
transport and regulatory economics, policy development and analysis and advising on
commercial arrangements between government and the private sector as well as
arrangements between companies operating within regulated environments.

Our combined public and private sector experience means that we are well placed to
provide our clients with deep understanding of both the public and private sectors and the
interface between them.

www.ninesquared.com.au
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0*‘ NineSquared

Abbreviations / Acronyms

Acronym Description

ABS Australian Bureau of Statistics

ATAP Australian Transport Assessment and Planning
ATEAT Active Transport Economic Appraisal Tool

BCR Benefit Cost Ratio

CBA Cost Benefit Analysis

CBD Central Business District

CoA City of Adelaide

EWB East-West Bikeway

GIS Geographic Information System

1A Infrastructure Australia

LGA Local Government Area

MRS Model Road State

NGTSM National Guidelines for Transport System Management
NPV Net Present Value

NZTA New Zealand Transport Agency

OA Options Analysis

PCE Passenger Car Equivalent

SA1 Statistical Area 1
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Executive Summary

The City of Adelaide (COA) engaged NineSquared to undertake an economic analysis of
the development of a bikeway in the East West Bikeway Corridor (EWB). The economic
appraisal brings together elements of the entire project, such as engineering and cost
estimates, and places them within an economic context.

Typically, the benefits of a road project include impacts to road users, non-road users and
government. For the purpose of the Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) component of the
economic analysis, the benefits monetised include the following:

Impacts on health due to changes in active travel provisions

Impacts on congestion due to changes in choice of transportation
Impacts on injuries due to changes in road conditions and distance
Impacts on vehicle operating costs due to changes in speed and distance
Impacts on noise due to changes in choice of transportation

Impacts on travel time due to changes in speed and distance

NineSquared has monetised these impacts using widely accepted methods recognised as
leading practice as described in the following guideline documents:

e Australia Transport Assessment and Planning (ATAP) Guidelines— M4 Active travel,
2016

e NZTransport Agency Monetised Benefits and Cost Manual, 2020

e Infrastructure Australia Assessment framework, 2018

The details of the costs and benefits identified in the CBA are summarised in Table 1 below.
The BCR of the main case results is 2.2 at the 7% discount rate, indicating that the benefits
of the project exceed the costs.

Table 1: CBA summary results

Parameter Value

Benefit cost ratio (BCR) 2.2
Net present value (NPV) ($m) $9.33
Internal rate of return (IRR) 10.40%
Present value of benefits (PVB) (Sm) $17.38
Present value of costs (PVC) (Sm) $8.05

Source: NineSquared, 2021

These headlines results are significantly positive due to the relatively low capital and
ongoing costs. The headline results indicate that for each dollar invested in the project,
over $2 of benefit is returned to the community, indicating that there is economic merit in
delivering the project.

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.



152

NN
* NineSquared

A breakdown of the project NPV is displayed in Figure 1 below. Health benefits to cyclists
accounted for the largest impact of the project. This relates to the health and wellbeing
improvements to those who elect to cycle more or transfer from public transport or private
vehicle used to active transport. Columns shown in green represent a positive benefit
whereas an orange column indicates a negative benefit (or disbenefit).

Figure 1: Net Present Value (NPV) breakdown
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Source: NineSquared, 2021

Different outcomes can result from different behavioural responses by the community and
changes in exogenous issues such as the state of the economy. Consequently, the
robustness of the economic analysis results is assessed through a series of sensitivity tests.
A summary of the sensitivity testing results is shown in Table 2.

Table 2: Sensitivity analysis results

Sensitivity Test C::;g(;i)n NPV ($Sm) clc :\r}g(;i)n
Main Case 2.2 $9.33

1 Discount rate 4% 2.9 32% $16.05 72%

2 Discount rate 10% 1.7 -23% $5.28 -43%

3 Project Costs +20% 1.8 -18% $7.72 -17%

4 Project Costs +10% 2.0 -11% $8.53 -9%

5 Project Costs -10% 2.4 9% $10.14 9%

6 Project Costs -20% 2.7 23% $10.94 17%

7 Benefits +20% 2.6 18% $12.81 37%
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Sensitivity Test Change in Change in
BCR (%) NPV (%)
8 Benefits +10% 24 8% $11.07 19%
9 Benefits -10% 1.9 -12% $7.59 -19%
10 Benefits -20% 1.7 -21% $5.85 -37%

Source: NineSquared, 2021

The two scenarios that were analysed in addition to the main case as part of this study
include:

e Adjusted speeds in the with-project case
e Adjusted diversion rates

The analysis indicators that the project has economic merit under a range of scenarios.
Scenario modelling indicates that even with less than expected demand, improved private
vehicle access to the CBD or not attracting target users, the project still delivers a net
positive impact to society.

The table below summarises the qualitative impacts assessed as part of the project. On
balance, there are four positive impacts and two negative impacts. While the magnitude
of these impacts differ, there are a number of considerations to be addressed if the project
moves to preliminary design; however, the proposed mitigations indicate that the scale of
the positive impacts may outweigh the scale of the negative impacts once mitigated.

Table 3: Qualitative summary

Severity Likelihood

Positive Impacts

Improved access to education Moderate Occasional
Liveability Low Occasional
Enjoyment factor Low Remote
Greater social interaction Negligible Remote

Negative Impacts

Traffic impacts Moderate Occasional

Health impacts of electric personal mobility device travel

. . Low Remote
substituting active travel

Source: NineSquared, 2021

Council Special Meeting - Agenda - 23 March 2021
Licensed by Copyright Agency. You must not copy this work without permission.



154

Community Land Revocation — James gfﬂ:.uz 23/03/2021
Place Public Toilets

Program Contact:
Matthew Rodda, Acting AD
Strategic Property &
Commercial 8203 7313

Strategic Alignment - Enabling Priorities

2020/00594 Approving Officer:
Public Tom McCready, Acting
Director City Shaping

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Council resolved on 28 January 2021 to seek approval from the Minister for Planning & Local Government (the
Minister) to the proposed revocation of the community land classification of the James Place Public Toilet land.
This followed community consultation and consideration of public submissions received in response to the
proposed community land revocation.

On 11 March 2021 the Minister approved the proposal by the City of Adelaide to revoke the community land
classification of the James Place Public Toilet land.

The Minister has advised that if the City of Adelaide Council wishes to proceed with the revocation Council will
need to pass a motion to revoke the community land classification pursuant to section 194(3)(b) of the Local
Government Act 1999 (SA).

RECOMMENDATION

THAT COUNCIL

1. Approves to revoke the James Place Public Toilet land as defined within Attachment A to Item 4.2 on the
Agenda for the Special meeting of Council held on 23 March 2021 and described as Allotment 123 in
Filed Plan 181775 comprised in Certificate of Title Volume 5883 Folio 435 from the classification as
community land pursuant to section 194(3)(b) of the Local Government Act 1999 (SA).

2. Authorises the Lord Mayor and Chief Executive Officer to execute and affix the common seal to all
necessary documents to give effect to the revocation of the community land classification of the James Place
Public Toilet land.
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IMPLICATIONS AND FINANCIALS

City of Adelaide
2020-2024
Strategic Plan

Strategic Alignment — Enabling Priorities
5.04 Implement the Strategic Property Review

Policy

The public consultation process for the proposed community land revocation exceeded the
minimum 21 day notification requirement as set out within Council’s Public Communication
and Consultation Policy.

Consultation

Public consultation was undertaken using a variety of mediums exceeding the requirements
within Council’s Public Communication and Consultation Policy.

The next steps as outlined within this report will be undertaken by the Strategic Property &

EEELES Commercial Program.
. Section 194(3)(b) of the Local Government Act 1999 (SA) sets out that if the Minister
Risk / Legal / : ; . ;
C approves the proposed community land revocation the Council may make a resolution
Legislative . o .
revoking the classification as community land.
Sale and redevelopment of the land will enable an improved retail frontage supporting
Opportunities activity and amenity within James Place. Proceeds from the asset sale will be transferred to

the future fund in order to fund the purchase of new income generating assets or new
capital works of a strategic nature.

20/21 Budget
Allocation

The Strategic Property and Commercial Program’s 2020/21 budget incorporates $100,000
for the implementation of strategic property activities.

Proposed 21/22
Budget Allocation

Not as a result of this report

Life of Project,
Service, Initiative
or (Expectancy of)
Asset

Not as a result of this report

20/21 Budget
Reconsideration
(if applicable)

Not as a result of this report

Ongoing Costs
(e.g. maintenance
cost)

The proposed sale of the James Place Public Toilet land and the provision of replacement
public toilets by the adjoining owner will enable operational cost savings to the City of
Adelaide in perpetuity.

Other Funding
Sources

The adjoining owner/purchaser will fund the construction and operation of replacement
public toilet facilities including male, female, accessible and Changing Places facilities. The
purchaser will also fund the provision of temporary facilities during construction.
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DISCUSSION

Background

1.

As of 1 January 2000, under the Local Government Act 1999 (SA) (the Act), all local government land
(except roads) that is owned by a council or is under the care, control and management of a council is
classified as community land.

Since 1 January 2003, removal from the classification as community land can only proceed by revocation
under Section 194 of the Act. The proposal to revoke land requires a council to undertake public consultation
in accordance with its Public Communication and Consultation Policy with approval to be given by the
Minister for Planning & Local Government (the Minister).

Land that is community land cannot be disposed of, ie sold or transferred, unless it has been excluded from
this classification or revoked.

On 9 June 2020 Council resolved to proceed with the process for the revocation of the community land
classification of the James Place Public Toilet land and to undertake public consultation for this purpose.
Council also noted at this meeting that it would review the public consultation results (including submissions
received) to determine its position on the proposed community land revocation.

The revocation of the James Place Public Toilet land from its community land status was proposed for the
purpose of its sale and redevelopment.

Sale of the James Place Public Toilet land would enable the land to form part of a significant redevelopment
adjacent to the Rundle Mall precinct including an improved retail frontage adding value to the retail
experience supporting activity and public amenity within the James Place connection.

It is noted that in accordance with existing contractual arrangements the purchaser of the James Place
Public Toilet land is required to:

7.1.  Construct replacement public toilets as part of its redevelopment (also incorporating the James Place
Public Toilet land). The replacement public toilets within the redevelopment will be consistent with the
existing facilities incorporating male, female, accessible and Changing Places toilets.

7.2. Own, maintain and operate the replacement public toilets at its cost in accordance with agreed key
performance indicators. These indicators set out requirements relating to safety, security, cleansing,
maintenance, opening hours and other operational matters. In particular, operational hours for the
replacement toilets will be consistent with the current promoted hours and in additional the facility will
remain open in support of the ‘Home Zone’ initiative from Friday 7:00am through to midnight and
Saturday 8:00am through to 8:30pm Sunday.

7.3. Provide temporary toilet facilities until such time as the replacement toilet facilities are constructed and
operational. The alternate temporary public toilets facilities to be provided during the construction of
the new public toilets will allow for male, female and accessible toilets but not a Changing Places
facility.

The above arrangements will be secured via contractual documents including a Land Management
Agreement to be registered on the land. The Land Management Agreement will carry with the land
notwithstanding ownership and has been selected as the appropriate mechanism based on legal advice
received by the Administration ensuring that the adjoining owner/purchaser meets its obligations with the
City of Adelaide’s interest to be protected.

Discussions with the adjoining owner/purchaser have been positive with respect to the replacement and
temporary public toilets. An update is provided below:

9.1. Replacement Public Toilets - Feedback from relevant Portfolios (including Strategic Property &
Commercial, City Culture and Infrastructure) was provided to the adjoining owner/purchaser with
respect to the replacement toilet design. The Administration’s feedback has been incorporated into a
revised design for the replacement public toilets incorporating male, female, accessible and Changing
Places facilities. The replacement toilet facilities are proposed to be accessed from an east/west
urban laneway connecting James Place and King William Street. Operating hours for the replacement
public toilets will be consistent with the existing facilities and will also support the ‘Home Zone’
initiative.

9.2. Temporary Public Toilets — The adjoining owner/purchaser has provided the Administration with a
proposal for temporary public toilets. The temporary facilities (to be made available during the
construction of the replacement facilities) are proposed for Grenfell Plaza toward the Grenfell Street
frontage. This location will support wayfinding from the current James Place location. The proposal is
under review, however temporary toilet facilities will be operational ahead of demolition of the existing
James Place facilities.
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Community Land Revocation

10.  Public consultation for the proposed community land revocation commenced on 19 November 2020 and
closed on 18 December 2020 (this followed a one week extension due to COVID-19 restrictions between
19 November and 22 November 2020).

11.  The James Place Public Toilet land being the subject of the proposed revocation of the community land
classification incorporates the land within Attachment A described as Allotment 123 in Filed Plan 181775 as
contained within Certificate of Title Volume 5883 Folio 435.

12.  Consultation incorporated public notices, signage displays, key stakeholder updates, use of YourSay website
and social media posts. The City of Adelaide’s Facebook and Twitter posts during November and December
2020 resulted in a reach of over 19,000 people with 144 link clicks.

13. A total of 7 submissions were received in response to the public consultation process for the proposed
community land revocation. This included 2 submissions in support of the revocation, 4 submissions
objecting to the revocation and 1 submission which was recorded as being neutral.

14.  Atits meeting of 28 January 2021 Council resolved, having considered the submissions received, to seek
approval from the Minister in respect of the proposed community land revocation. In this regard, it was
considered that objections and associated concerns received during the public consultation process had
been sufficiently addressed within existing contractual arrangements and would continue to be addressed
into the future.

15. Responses were subsequently provided to each respondent who lodged a formal submission.
Correspondence was provided to each respondent in accordance with the individual responses provided to
Council at its meeting of 28 January 2021.

16. A report on the proposed revocation was submitted to the Minister on 10 February 2021 in accordance with
section 194(3)(a) of the Act seeking approval the revocation of the community land classification of the
James Place Public Toilet land.

17. The above report to the Minister incorporated the relevant information sought within the ‘Office of Local
Government Guidance Paper Section 194 — Revocation of Community Land Classification’. This included
information relating to the nature of the proposal, the public consultation process as well as formal
submissions received and City of Adelaide responses.

18. The proposal to revoke the community land classification of the James Place Public Toilet land was
approved by the Minister on 11 March 2021 as available at Link 1.

19. The Minister has advised within the above approval that if the City of Adelaide Council wishes to proceed
with the community land revocation Council will need to pass a motion to revoke the community land
classification pursuant to section 194(3)(b) of the Act.

20. Given the above, Council is now in a position to formally revoke the community land classification of the
James Place Public Toilet land, pursuant to section 194(3)(b) of the Act. In addition to the formal revocation
of the land, it is recommended that the Lord Mayor and Chief Executive Officer be authorised to execute and
affix the common seal to all necessary documents to give effect to the revocation of the community land
classification.

DATA AND SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Link 1 — Letter from the Minister for Planning & Local Government

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A — James Place Public Toilet land

- END OF REPORT -
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Adelaide City Council Community Land Management Plan
Community Land Category - Public Facilities
Detail Map 1 of 1

James Place Toilets
Legal Description - CT5883/435
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