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Representing the community’s interest in bicycle riding in Sydney’s Eastern Suburbs

Summary

BIKEast recently held its first meeting for 2005. In taking stock of how cycling developments have progressed in the area within Randwick City Council (hereafter, RCC) over its history and what the new year holds, we saw that now is an opportune time to open an increased level of dialogue with RCC.

BIKEast has observed – and believes – that cycling levels are increasing, our membership is growing, and that RCC has shown an increased commitment to cycling in the past three years, especially with regard to the implementation of the 1998 RCC Bike Plan.

In this submission, we raise the key issues that the RCC needs to act upon to achieve advances in cycling to benefit city amenity. These are primarily decisions about allocation of staff and resources, principles and planning, works to be done in this financial year, and for the review of the Bike Plan. 

Summary of Recommendations

BIKEast strongly supports RCC’s indication that it will continue to provide a supportive environment for increasing the level of cycling and all the benefits for the RCC LGA that will bring. We recommend that RCC:

· Allocate adequate staff resources, including supporting the appointment of a Bicycle Co-ordinator for Sydney’s east (funded with the help of surrounding councils and the State Government) to enable implementation of RCC’s bike plans to achieve a useful network.

· Undertake bicycle-related actions in this financial year that can be done concurrently with other works in the RCC area; for example, ensure all new commercial and residential developments provide adequate cycling facilities, and that all footpath and roadworks are planned and built with adequate cycling facilities.

· Allocate additional funds for coming financial years in the forthcoming Draft Management Plan 2005-08 to pay for safe cycling routes and facilities as identified in the 1998 RCC Bike Plan and in submissions from interested parties such as BIKEast.

Introducing BIKEast

BIKEast is the Bicycle NSW-affiliated bicycle user group (BUG) representing the community’s interest in bicycle riding in Sydney’s Eastern Suburbs, with special interest in dealing with issues concerning Randwick City Council. BIKEast representatives attend regular meetings at Randwick City Council with RCC representatives, including Mal Hill and Monica Cologna, as part of a community group-council liaison to help bring RCC up-to-date with what BIKEast feels are cycling priorities. Bicycle NSW membership in Sydney’s east is well over 600 of which BIKEast has more than 50 active members.

The ABS census in 2001 showed that the proportion of people cycling to work in the CBD from inner Sydney increased by 53% compared with the previous census in 1996. BIKEast believes such an increase in cycle use would likely be replicated in the RCC area. To support this welcome change, it is essential that RCC provide safe routes and other facilities. Safe, supportive environments will attract more people to ride a bicycle, resulting in better protection of RCC’s and Sydney’s air quality, the amenity of the RCC and surrounding areas, and more ‘active living’ associated with the recognised benefits of feelings of well-being and health.

BIKEast is affiliated with Bicycle NSW, whose policies BIKEast endorses:

· A shift toward more sustainable transport

· An integrated approach to land use and transport, consistent with environmentally sustainable principles

· Development of greatly improved physical and social conditions for safe cycling, such as cycleways; parking racks, signage; end-of-trip facilities.

Members of BIKEast http://www.bikeast.org.au/ and neighbouring bicycle user groups, Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group http://www.massbug.org.au, BikeSydney http://www.bikesydney.org.au and Leichhardt BUG http://users.bigpond.net.au/lbug/ are long-standing advocates for improvements to cycling facilities. These groups are committed to creating and supporting measures aimed at enabling and encouraging people to walk and cycle more and more safely.

As part of that commitment, we have contributed to a wide range of RCC plans relating to cycling. We also participate in the Traffic Committee, council forums, site inspections, and other community meetings.

The purpose of this submission

BIKEast fully supports RCC initiatives that result in a better environment for walking and cycling. BIKEast believes there are a number of strategies that could be achieved to improve and increase the pace of the implementation of RCC’s 1998 Bike Plan.

BIKEast believes that the severe environmental pressures (such as global warming) requires urgent attention from all levels of government. In addition, questions of the social costs of private car transport, as well as questions of equitable access, need to be addressed. Furthermore, the high cost of maintaining roads damaged (predominantly) by high private car and heavy vehicle use is putting pressure on RCC’s budgetary position. BIKEast believes an increase in RCC funding for bike facilities up to $500,000 per annum by 2007-08,  with matching funds from the RTA would bring total spending on cycling facilities in the RCC LGA to $1,000,000 per annum by 2008, which is desirable, necessary and achievable. 

Such spending will encourage a shift from private car use to sustainable bicycle transport and ease the environmental and social costs of private car transport, take physical pressure off RCC’s roads, and reduce RCC’s road maintenance costs.

In this submission, BIKEast outlines why sustainable transport is both desirable and critically needed, why RCC needs to fully fund its 1998 Bike Plan, some priority cycling projects and offers suggestions and recommendations for future actions.

A critical need for sustainable transport 

Transport costs the community a great deal, for example:

· Aside from the human tragedy accompanying every fatal accident, there are broader costs to the community. This is estimated to be around $2m/fatal road accident in Australia,

· We are also spending some $6.2bn in subsidies to roads across Australia, and

· Dedicating up to 40% of cities for roads and related infrastructure.

There are also broader social costs including:

· Physical inactivity, which is the second leading cause of years lost to life in Australia. This is despite the fact that all we need is 30 minutes of exercise each day, on most days, to keep us fit and healthy. We can get this by walking and cycling instead of driving everywhere. This level of physical activity will help combat diseases such as coronary disease, diabetes and osteoporosis.

· The damage we are doing to the environment in terms of air pollution continues. In Sydney we continue to exceed both National Environmental Protection Measures (NEPM) and World Health Organisation (WHO) goals. Shorter trips cause disproportionately more pollution and these are the ones most easily replaced by walking and cycling.

As a result of not providing adequate walking and cycling facilities and public transport, Australians have increased their travel in cars by more than twice as much as our population has increased, as shown in the following graph.

Figure 1: Change in Population and Total Vehicle Kilometres Travelled per year, Sydney Statistical District (SD), 1991-2001
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Source: Transport Data Centre (2003), HTS Summary Report (TDC Report 2003/4)

This growth in VKT, at a rate faster than population growth, has already been identified (by the NSW Government) as one of the biggest challenges in this state. But the latest data from the Transport Data Centre clearly shows we have not done enough.

Sustainable transport means more than just protecting the environment. Equity is an important aspect and we need transport which is available to everyone because it is the essential service which lets us access all the locations we need: to work, to shops and to meet friends. Only when we provide great facilities for walking and cycling and improve public transport will we be providing an equitable transport system. There are plenty of people who don’t own a car or cannot drive because they are too young or their vision has deteriorated too far for them to have a license. There are also many people who cannot afford a car – in fact 20% of residents in some suburbs.

The economic imperatives to invest in public transport are strong. International comparisons show that overall a transport system based on public transport and walking and cycling is cheaper than a road and car-based system.

Figure 2: Cost of Different Types of Transport System
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Source:Kenworthy, J. R. and Laube, F. B. et al (1999) “An international sourcebook of automobile dependence in cities 1960-1990” University Press of Colorado, Boulder

One way to address these issues is prioritising walking, cycling and public transport. Cars will still be important and we need well-maintained roads but we also need to stop congestion slowing down other important traffic.

What transport do we want to have in Randwick?

A sustainable one based on walking, cycling and public transport, can bring us health benefits, a more vibrant and lively city and a better quality of life. This is happening elsewhere - overseas and interstate. Now we also need this to happen in Randwick.
BIKEast and RCC’s cycling strategy

In supporting RCC’s 1998 Bike Plan, BIKEast considers that bicycle planning by RCC needs to be understood as a package of measures:

· planning and design

· works

· maintenance and safety

· enforcement of restrictions on obstructions to cycleways and footpaths

· communications, social programs for involvement, training and events etc.

The review of the Bike Plan should address this and fully develop the cycling strategy taking the following into account.

(a) A good decision for people-friendly places

We STRONGLY SUPPORT the RCC’s 1998 Bike Plan in its creation of a comprehensive network of cycle links particularly to major trip generators and to public transport stops. 

We Support the RCC staff proposal to update that Bike Plan so that it reflects current standards and expectations, provides clear planning guidance and implementation priorities and realistic cost basis for bicycle related projects, including for on-street and shared cycleways dovetailed where appropriate with footpath improvements.(See: RTA guidelines on Bike Plans (www.rta.nsw.gov.au/trafficinformation/downloads/bicycimpro_dl1.html) and Pedestrian Access & Mobility Plans (PAMP) (www.rta.nsw.gov.au/trafficinformation/downloads/mobility-plan_how-to.pdf) and the new Ministry of Transport (July 2004) Service Planning Guidelines (www.transport.nsw.gov.au/busreview/serviceplanning-guidelines.pdf) that include the importance of connectivity for people walking, cycling including accessible paths of travel to public transport and to trip generators.)

We also RECOMMEND that RCC considers plans for a maximum speed of 40km/h on local streets within the RCC LGA, for selected residential precincts and areas with existing or potentially high pedestrian and cycling activity, in order to make these streets more cycle- and pedestrian-friendly. (For a submission on this matter, see MASSBUG’s www.massbug.org.au/twiki/pub/ADVOCACY/Resources/CoS40ksub.pdf.)

BIKEast also RECOMMENDS that RCC consider the use of imaginative, good practices for urban renewal such as “green streets” (in terms of both traffic and visual appearance) that create supportive environments for walking and cycling.

(b) A joint approach to walking and cycling: benefits and limits

In principle, BIKEast SUPPORTS a joint approach to planning/managing facilities for pedestrians and cyclists. These activities occur in the same places so designs should optimise the needs of both groups of users. Compared to facilities for private motor transport, facilities for walking and cycling have been neglected for a long time. 

Additional similarities between conditions for walking and cycling include:

i. Both require a ‘continuous path of travel’ and good quality links to trip generators and public transport.

ii. Basic networks are needed both for people walking and for people cycling.

iii. Streets should have a variety of different configurations (‘cross-sections’) as

iv. appropriate for each street, depending on the land use, motor, bicycle and

v. pedestrian volumes and speeds.

vi. People using both networks suffer in the same manner from obstructions – typically by parked cars, variable message signs or works sheds.

vii. Directional and behavioural signage is important for both.

viii. Standard contracts for street maintenance can neglect the needs of pedestrians and cyclists (e.g. Asset Registers do not record features and facilities provided for cyclists or pedestrians to be retained or re-established).

However, a most important difference is that the RCC LGA lacks even a basic cycling network, whereas pedestrian provision suffers, rather, from scattered gaps and inadequacies.

(c) Crucial principles for bike planning in the RCC LGA

BIKEast emphasises some crucial principles applicable to RCC:

i. Quality routes and facilities are needed. For example, off-road routes are important because the major deterrent to people cycling is their concern about the risks arising from motor traffic. 
On this matter, BIKEast STRONGLY SUPPORTS RCC’s efforts on the Darley Rd off-road cycleway, the Alison Rd off-road cycleway between Darley Rd and Wansey Rd, the future repair of the Wansey Rd off-road cycleway, the future repair of the Alison Rd off-road cycleway between Darley Rd and Doncaster Ave, and a possible off-road cycleway parallel to Dolphin St as part of BIKEast’s proposed UNSW-Coogee Beach cycle route.

ii. Urban areas need to be provided or retrofitted with safe cycling routes to overcome decades of neglect and to align with greenhouse policies.

iii. Cycling routes (as well as pedestrian routes) in existing urban areas require space that has previously been allocated to car use including car parking/storage.

iv. Political support for the reallocation of road space is required in order to direct such an approach, for example for roads that feed into major trip generators such as beaches, shopping centers and urban villages (such as The Spot).

v. Cycling routes will need to be created to form networks that link to ‘trip generators’ and to public transport services.

Actions concurrent with developing the 1998 RCC Bike Plan

(a) Current financial year works program

The following items were listed in the 2004-05 RCC works program as part of a 50:50 allocation of funds from the RTA:

· $80,000 (RCC: $40,000; RTA $40,000): Installation of waist-high U-shaped steel bike parking racks at Clovelly, Coogee and Maroubra beaches and at Heffron Pool, Maroubra.

· $20,000 (RCC: $10,000; RTA $10,000): Line marking on Houston Rd, Kensington

(b) Bike Parking

BIKEast STRONGLY SUPPORTS the 2004-05 installation of waist-high U-shaped steel bike parking racks (as noted above) and STRONGLY RECOMMENDS that RCC undertake a further roll-out of such racks in the 2005-06 financial year. People can make immediate use of them and they create the sense of a bicycle-friendly city – one that is starting to put things on the ground.

As such, RCC, in close consultation with BIKEast members, should look to identify the best locations for the provision of waist-high U-shaped steel bike parking racks in 2005-06, and future years. This would involve identifying feasible bicycle parking positions at key locations in the RCC LGA, including at major shopping centers, hospitals, beaches and other major trip generators.

BIKEast RECOMMENDS that RCC completes the initial 2004-05 roll out of bicycle parking before the end of June 2005. Bicycle parking should be installed near street safety cameras wherever possible.  Immediate action should also be take to ensure adequate bicycle parking facilities are provided in the major Maroubra Junction redevelopment projects currently in progress, if not already included as a requirement under the development consents granted. 

BIKEast SUGGESTS that consultation with cyclists is highly desirable to get the best value for RCC’s investment. BIKEast offers to assist RCC in consulting with

cyclists about the fine details of locations for installing bike parking and other cycling issues.

BIKEast also RECOMMENDS that RCC review its parking controls for new developments and S94 Contributions so that bicycle parking requirements and related facilities are included in all new major residential and commercial developments and that additional needs generated are paid for by the developer.

(c) Process

BIKEast RECOMMENDS RCC take action on the following:

· Identify urgent safety matters to be addressed in the remainder of this year (2004-05), with an annual allocation of funds for managing bicycling safety matters as part of RCC’s functions.

· Develop a hazard reporting system, as recommended in the RTA NSW Bike Guidelines, administered by a RCC’s Road Safety Officer. Urgently establish a process to reinstate bike facilities lost through road or footpath maintenance, such as re-sheeting. Reinstatement should be a standard contract condition for all maintenance works. This requires bike facilities to be documented in the Assets Register.

We note that the RTA offers short courses for managers, Councillors and traffic engineers based on the NSW Bicycle Guidelines. BIKEast RECOMMENDS that RCC offer its operational and strategic staff the time to undertake these courses for professional development.

(d) Urgent matters requiring attention:
Resources allocated and required

In order to prevent slippage it is essential for RCC to have someone identified as responsible for pursuing action on implementation of the budgeted projects. 

We also RECOMMEND that RCC designate a team of staff dedicated to pursuing the implementation and cross-council co-ordination of the implementation of facilities for cycling.

To support this team, a primary RECOMMENDATION from BIKEast is the creation of the position of a Bicycle Co-ordinator for Sydney’s east. This position is to be hosted by Southern Sydney Regional Organisation of Councils and funded with the help of surrounding councils and the State Government to undertake across Sydney’s east:

· strategic planning – setting and gaining agreements on priorities;

· coordination – facilitating key bicycle initiatives through Traffic Committees including obtaining any necessary State level support and approvals; and

· promotion – preparing a cycling promotional program.

This action will directly assist RCC in its Bike Plan review process and in the implementation of its bike plan, to achieve performance targets, to keep bike plan implementation to schedule and to co-ordinate RCC bicycling and other related activities.

BIKEast RECOMMENDS that quarterly reporting on implementation of bike actions be undertaken. This frequency is consistent with the obligation for the General Manager to report on the achievement of the council’s current management plan within two months of the end of each quarter.

We RECOMMEND that substantial funds be allocated for design and construction works for the route networks (cycling and pedestrians) anticipated from RCC’s 1998 Bike Plan that will only be completed after the Draft Management Plan is completed.

BIKEast SUGGESTS that the format for future RCC Draft Management Plans is re-modelled as part of the Bike Plan review so as to provided more detail and budget line items to reflect the aims, objectives and programs under the updated Bike Plan. 

Future funding for bicycling 

(a) Works programs

As noted above, some $50,000 was listed in the 2004-05 RCC works program when compared with the original RCC Management Plan 2004-07 budget of $100,000. It was disappointing to see the loss of this $50,000. However, with the 50:50 allocation of funds from the RTA, total spending on cycling facilities in the RCC LGA in 2004-05 was $100,000.  

BIKEast STRONGLY RECOMMENDS that RCC increase its allocation of monies to cycling facilities to $250,000 in 2005-06 (to be sourced in part from the monies raised by the RCC Environmental Levy). With matching funds from the RTA, this would bring the total spend on cycling facilities in the RCC LGA for 2005-06 to $500,000.

BIKEast STRONGLY RECOMMENDS that in 2006-07 and all future years that RCC increase its allocation of monies to cycling facilities to $500,000 (to be sourced in part from the monies raised by the RCC Environmental Levy). With matching funds from the RTA, this would bring the total spend on cycling facilities in the RCC LGA for 2006-07 and future years to $1,000,000 per annum.

(b) Maintenance

BIKEast RECOMMENDS that bicycle facilities be covered by the general roads and footpath maintenance budgets so that once facilities are established and placed on the Assets Register, they are maintained as a matter of course and as part of regular maintenance programs, for example re-sheeting or re-paving.

Priority cycling projects for the RCC LGA

Over the past three years, BIKEast representatives have identified a number of cycling projects that BIKEast feels should be priorities for RCC to fund and implement, in order to encourage this sustainable transport mode. Some projects are identified here and should be given priority. In particular, BIKEast seeks:

(a) Financial Year 2005/06 Funding

· Contribution of $15,000 P/A towards the position of a Bicycle Co-Ordinator for Sydney’s east (jointly funded by adjoining councils and the State government).

· Cycle crossing of Avoca Street at Darley Rd, including the construction of kerb ramps from the footpath on to the street. Presently, there is a shared pedestrian/cycle path running down Darley Rd to Avoca St, as well as cyclists entering and exiting Centennial Park at this intersection, yet there is NO safe, direct access from Darley Rd path/Centennial Park to Queens Park, where future pedestrian/cycle paths are planned. Reconstruction of this intersection will require input from the RTA and Centennial Park Trust. BIKEast believes RCC should be pushing these two agencies to get redesign and reconstruction work on this intersection – which is presently very dangerous for both pedestrians and cyclists – started as soon as possible.
· Repair of the cycleway along Wansey Rd from Alison Rd to High St, and a safe cycle crossing of High St into the UNSW, including the construction of kerb ramps from the footpath on to the street. This could reduce the number of cyclists riding to the UNSW via Doncaster Avenue, where there is some conflict between pedestrians and cyclists at the Doncaster Ave/Anzac Pde intersection. Reconstruction of this intersection will require input from the RTA and the Uni of NSW. BIKEast believes RCC should be pushing these two agencies to get redesign and reconstruction work on this intersection – which is presently very dangerous for both pedestrians and cyclists – started as soon as possible.
· Provision of the missing link between Doncaster and Houston Avenues and between Borrodale Road and Gardeners Road, along Houston Avenue.

· Up-grading to current standards the RCC 1998 Bike Plan  Stage 1 route and implement the Stage 4 routes within Malabar, Chifley, and Philip Bay, to connect these suburbs with the Matraville Sport High and Chifley Public schools and with the new developments by Landcom at Little Bay and by CPG Developments along Little Bay Road by the time the new housing is ready for settlement.

· Repair of the cycleway along Alison Rd from Doncaster Avenue to Darley Rd.

· Review program for the up-dating of the RCC 1998 Bike Plan

· Annual Bike Week event the September 2005 (venue and topic for the event to be determined by May 2005). 

(b) Financial Year 2006/07 Funding

· Implementation of the up-dated 1998 RCC Bike Plan, according to the revised priorities. 

· Installation of more U-shaped, waist-high cycle parking facilities at major traffic generators, such as beaches and shopping centres. For example, bike racks should be installed at the retail strips and town centres of Randwick, Maroubra, Kingsford, Clovelly and Malabar, and at the UNSW and Prince of Wales Hospital. U-shaped, waist-high cycle parking facilities have already been installed at Coogee, Clovelly and Maroubra beaches, at sporting areas such as Heffron Park, and at Kensington as part of the Kensington town centre upgrade.

· Annual Bike Week event the September 2006 event planned to be held at either Little Bay or Matraville Sports High School, if the 

· New bike route from the University of NSW to Coogee Beach as part of a new regional route from Alexandra Canal/Green Square via the UNSW and Randwick to Coogee Beach. This cycleway has the most potential to encourage cycling to and from, as well as within, the RCC area, and is discussed in detail in the final pages of this submission.
· Implement and adapt the bicycle and traffic calming facilities along Tunstall Avenue in response to access ramps provided to Southern Cross Drive in the vicinity of Gardiners Road by the RTA , if necessary. 

(c) Financial Year beyond 2006/07 Funding

In addition to the above projects, BIKEast believes there are urgent RCC Bike Plan sub-regional cycleways that need to be funded and constructed. These measures are needed in Sydney's dense eastern suburbs to link tourism/recreation, shopping, health & education nodes with existing and newly developing residential areas. Some of these major cycling projects include:

· The Coastline Cycleway from La Perouse to Watsons Bay.

· A cycleway from Bondi Junction to the UNSW through Queens Park (RTA Regional Route No. 23).

· A cycleway from Maroubra Beach via Eastgardens to the existing cycleway along the Alexandra Canal near Airport Drive at St Peters/Mascot. (For the Botany Rd, Botany to Alexandra Canal section, this cycleway could possibly be built parallel to the existing goods railway line as a “rail trail”.)

These projects should be considered in the up-date of the RCC 1998 Bike Plan and implemented according to the revised priorities, but so that a proper network of cycling facilities can be built before the end of the decade.

Furthermore, RCC should look to undertake bicycle-related actions in this and future financial years that can be done concurrently with other works in the RCC area; for example, ensure all new commercial and residential developments provide adequate cycling facilities, and that all new roadworks are planned and built with adequate cycling facilities.

An example of a major cycling project:

The Alexandria Canal-Coogee Beach Bike Route

In addition to the above minor projects, BIKEast has identified the Alexandria Canal to Coogee Beach bike route as a desirable sub-regional bicycle route. This route will link major traffic generators, such as Coogee Beach and its shops and cafes, the major shopping areas of Randwick and Kensington, Randwick’s major health, educational and sporting nodes (such as the Prince of Wales hospitals, the UNSW and Randwick Racecourse), to the new Green Square development area in the expanded City of Sydney LGA. 

BIKEast recognises that not all of this route runs through RCC’s boundaries but, as most of it does, feels that is worth funding as a major project to encourage this sustainable transport mode in RCC and therefore help improve the RCC’s environment.

The route follows two stages. Stage 1 runs from Alexandria Canal to the University of NSW. Stage 2 runs from the University of NSW to Coogee Beach. The following is a detailed BIKEast review and audit of this proposed route.

Stage 1

Alexandria Canal-UNSW

A recent BIKEast audit of the Alexandria Canal-University of NSW section of this route, which will link up with the University of NSW-Coogee section, (as shown in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan), shows numerous weaknesses and deficiencies in the provision of cycling facilities, and some areas where cycling infrastructure is absent altogether.

As a result, BIKEast is recommending the following changes and additions to the route, as it currently stands in the (former) South Sydney council’s and Randwick City Council’s bike plans.

1. For the purposes of this review, BIKEast presumes Stage One of the Alexandria Canal Cycle Path Project will be built along the canal as far as Bowden St, Alexandria. When done so, a separated cycle/pedestrian path along Alexandra Canal will be accessible from this street on its western side. Coming from the canal path, turn right onto Bowden St. This street already features bike signposts.

2. Turn left on street along Mandible St. This street already features bike signposts. Continue across Wyndham St to Botany Rd.

3. At the Botany Rd/Mandible St intersection, existing traffic signals need bicycle signals to assist cyclists crossing Botany Rd to the footpath along the eastern side of Botany Rd, where there is an existing shared cycling/pedestrian path presently with some signage. Head north to Allen St; at Allen St, turn right. The route continues on street. Allen St features some bike signposts. 

4. The route continues on street along Allen St, crossing George St, to the Elizabeth St/Short St intersection. Bike lanes, logos and direction signposts are required along this section. These are shown in the South Sydney Council Bike Plan. Presumably, this stage will eventually be designed and implemented. 

5. From Short St, travel east towards the O’Dea Avenue/Bourke St intersection; on the way, a short traffic-free section of Short St provides safe cycling on a wide, shared cycling/pedestrian path in good condition. However, there is no ramp from Short Street proper at Hawksley Street into the traffic-free section, requiring an inconvenient detour. A ramp is required and “No Parking” signs installed to stop cars blocking said ramp.

6. The intersection of O’Dea Avenue and Bourke St requires bicycle signals on the existing traffic lights and better ramps to facilitate safe bicycle crossing of Bourke St.

7. On the south side O’Dea Avenue between Bourke St and Joynton Avenue, there exists a shared cycling/pedestrian path with some signage but it is in a very poor condition, being very narrow and with many cracks in its surface. Bike direction signposts are required.

8. The intersection of Joynton Avenue and O’Dea Avenue requires bicycle signals on the existing traffic lights and better ramps to facilitate safe bicycle crossing of Joynton Avenue.

9. From the corner of Joynton Avenue and O’Dea Avenue, the route becomes a shared off-road cycling/pedestrian path on the southern side of O’Dea Avenue as far as the corner of Todman Avenue and South Dowling Street. This shared cycling/pedestrian path presently exists with some signage but is in a very poor condition, with many cracks in its surface. 

10. At the corner of Todman Avenue and South Dowling Street, there needs to be traffic light enhancement (such as bicycle signals) to ensure bicyclists safe access across this dangerous intersection, particularly when travelling from west to east (from shared cycling/pedestrian path on the southern side of O’Dea Avenue, this will require crossing South Dowling Street and Todman Avenue). Bike direction signposts are required.

11. The route turns into Todman Avenue, where there is some angle parking along part of its length. There are some poorly designed bike lanes along Todman Avenue between South Dowling Street and Lenthall Avenue. From Lenthall Avenue until Doncaster Avenue, there are no facilities for cyclists on Todman Avenue, despite it being one of the widest streets in the eastern suburbs. For the entire length of Todman Avenue, properly designed bike lanes, logos and direction signposts are required. These are shown in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan. Presumably, this stage will eventually be designed and implemented. NOTE: The entire length of Todman Avenue is wide enough to allow for an on-road but grade-separated bike path (similar to that on Bourke St between Cleveland St and Devonshire St, Surry Hills. This will render safe a dangerous cycling street for cyclists, and serve to encourage more cyclists to use this route.)

12. The route continues south along Doncaster Avenue to Anzac Pde. The RTA, as part of the Mascot-to-Darlinghurst cycleway, has already installed bike lanes and logos along this section of the route.

13. At the corner of Doncaster Avenue and Anzac Pde, the route will run along the eastern Anzac Pde footpath as far as High St. At present, the eastern Anzac Pde footpath from Doncaster Avenue to High St is narrow and suitable only for pedestrians. This path needs to be widened and converted into a shared cycling/pedestrian path. Such changes are shown in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan. Presumably, this stage will eventually be designed and implemented.

14: For the entire length of High Street, from Anzac Pde as far as Belmore Rd, bike lanes, logos and direction signposts are required. These are shown in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan. Presumably, this stage will eventually be designed and implemented. Alternatively, a shared cycling/pedestrian path could be built on the northern side of High St from Anzac Pde as far as Belmore Rd with relevant ramps at crossings. This would require the existing footpath to be widened and converted into a shared cycling/pedestrian path.

Stage 2

UNSW-Coogee Beach

The University of NSW-Coogee Bike Route, as shown in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan, is currently shown running from Fiveways (corner of High St, Avoca St and Belmore Rd), then along Coogee Bay Road, into St Luke St, then into Dolphin Street as far as Beach Street, Coogee Beach. It is marked as Stage 3 on the Randwick City Council Bike Plan. Presumably, this stage will soon be designed and implemented.

A recent BIKEast audit of the University of NSW-Coogee Bike Route reveals some deficiencies in this route as it presently stands in the Randwick City Council Bike Plan. BIKEast also believes there needs to be some slight route deviations. 

In other words, BIKEast believes there should be substantial changes to the RCC’s Bike Plan route. This could help the Alexandria Canal to Coogee Beach route become a major and desirable sub-regional bicycle route. The following changes are recommended:

1: There is no route shown west from Fiveways (along High St); there is also no route shown north from Fiveways (along Belmore Rd into Randwick Shopping Centre). These need to be introduced, designed and implemented under the plan.

2: BIKEast believes the present route running from Fiveways, along Coogee Bay Road, then down St Luke St and into Dolphin Street is unnecessarily dangerous. The route from Fiveways to St Luke St is very busy; there are heavy levels of fast-moving traffic, including many buses between Fiveways and the Royal Hotel, at most times. BIKEast has identified a more suitable, safer, far-less trafficked route: 

From High St at Fiveways, Belmore Rd/Avoca St should be crossed via the existing traffic-light operated crossing from High St (north-west corner) to Avoca St (north-east corner). The route shown then becomes a shared pedestrian/cycle path along Avoca St (east) from Belmore Rd for approximately 10m-15m to Mears Ave.

The route should then run on-road along Mears Avenue, then into Ada Ave, then into Don Juan Ave. From the extreme north-eastern corner of Don Juan Avenue, the route should utilise the existing pedestrian path between Don Juan Avenue and Judge St (i.e., this should become a shared pedestrian/cycle path with appropriate bicycle-friendly ramps at either end onto Don Juan Avenue and Judge St). From Judge St, the route turns left into Dolphin St.

3. From the western extremity of Dolphin St (at Judge St), the route should run along Dolphin St to Carrington Rd.

4. The crossing of Carrington Rd at Dolphin St is extremely dangerous. BIKEast believes:

Dolphin St should be blocked off to traffic at Carrington Rd (i.e., at the western side of Dolphin St). Car traffic will still be able to enter/exit the western side of Dolphin St from Carrington Rd via Coogee St and Courland St. However, bicycle traffic should be able to cross Carrington Rd at Dolphin St via a special bicycle/pedestrian crossing.

The overall effect of this traffic calming of the western side of Dolphin St at Carrington Rd and the safe crossing of Carrington Rd at Dolphin St will be to render safe an extremely dangerous intersection for both pedestrians and cyclists, and serve to encourage more cyclists to use this route.

5. There is scope for an off-road shared pedestrian/cycle path to run along the north side of Dolphin St from Carrington Rd as far as Mount St (through existing parks) and preferably as far as Brook St.

6. At Brook St, the present roundabout configuration needs to be rebuilt to allow cyclists to travel safely from the off-road shared pedestrian/cycle path along the north side of Dolphin St, to the south-east corner of the Dolphin St/Brook St intersection.

7. From the Dolphin St/Brook St intersection, there are plans for footpath enhancement as part of the refurbishment/redesign of the Coogee Oval precinct. This footpath enhancement should incorporate a shared pedestrian/cycle path along the south side of Dolphin St from the Dolphin St/Brook St intersection as far as Arden St.

8. At the southern side of the Arden St/Dolphin St intersection, there needs to be a safe bicycle/pedestrian crossing constructed, allowing cyclists/pedestrians safe passage onto the off-road footpaths in and around the landscaped section of Coogee Beach.

9. The present pedestrian path from the north to the south ends of Beach St should become a shared pedestrian/cycle path.

10. A series of U-shaped, steel-high bike parking facilities should be constructed in and around the Coogee Beach precinct.

BIKEast believes the RCC, with major help from the RTA, should prioritise the Alexandria Canal-University of NSW-Coogee Beach Bike Route as it links the Green Square residential developments, Randwick Racecourse, Randwick shops, the UNSW, the Prince of Wales and associated hospitals and Coogee Beach, all of which are major trip generators. In other words, the route forms a spine along the heart of Randwick and South Sydney.
For more information, please contact Jim Hope of BIKEast on 9664 1172 (h) and 9282 8226 (w). Email: jimmyhope@hotmail.com
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