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28 July 2011
RE: Cashmere Road Proposed Pedestrian Refuge Islands and Safety Improvements
SUBMISSION FROM SPOKES CANTERBURY

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission.  Spokes Canterbury is a local cycling advocacy group with approximately 1,200 members that is affiliated with the national Cycling Advocates Network (CAN). All submissions are developed online and include member’s input. Spokes is dedicated to including cycling as an everyday form of transport in the greater Christchurch area.  

We would like the opportunity to appear at any public hearing that is held to consider submissions on this Project. Should there be an officer’s report or similar document(s) we would appreciate a copy(s). 

If you require further information or there are matters requiring clarification, please contact our Submissions Convenor Dirk De Lu in the first instance.  His contact details are: 

38 Thorrington Road

Cashmere, Christchurch 8140

Phone: 337 1790

Email: dirk4@paradise.net.nz
Keith Turner

Chairperson, Spokes Canterbury

Introduction

It is heartening to see that pedestrian’s needs are being addressed in this proposed project. It is distressing that cyclists’ needs have received scant attention and less provision. 

Consulting with both Living Streets Aotearoa and Spokes Canterbury at the early stages could have produced a project which better achieves the goals of road safety and encourage the use of active and public transport modes. 

 Project wide Issues

Cashmere High School students and Princess Margaret Hospital employees both cycle on this road as do a great many ‘roadies’ accessing various ‘hill ride’ destinations. This roadway is heavily used by cyclists. That this project does not provide for cyclist safety is unacceptable. 

Cycle lanes must be provided along the greatest length of Cashmere Road possible and are definitely required just prior to, after and between the proposed refuges. It is understood that the Barrington Street roundabout produces a bottleneck squeezing cyclists which will be expensive to re-engineer. Perhaps CCC will choose to address this when enough accidents have necessitated it. 
As designed this project is in conflict with the objectives of Christchurch City Council’s Cycling Strategy as it fails to provide for:
· increasing cycling numbers, safety and enjoyment

· redistribution of the carriage way 

· provision of cycle lanes  

· providing cycle infrastructure in road works

· promotion of cycling in schools.
33-35 Cashmere Road
A west bound cycle lane on Cashmere Road can be accommodated from the Colombo/Dyers Road roundabout to the proposed refuge and should be included as part of this project. 

No stopping lines must be included on the south side of Cashmere Road to allow safe use by cyclists and motorists. It is unfortunate that parking must be lost, but the alternative is greatly decreased road safety. At the very least the parking in front of 35 Cashmere Road should be removed to lessen ‘activity’ so near the Barrington Road roundabout bottle neck. 

31 Cashmere Road Refuge
The south side shows the traffic lanes as 3 metres east bound and 3.2 metres west bound. An additional clear road space of 2.1 metres is shown east bound and 1.7 metres west bound. The south side refuge protrudes 2 metres into the roadway but should be cut back to 1.7 metres, which is mid width between the size of the refuges provided at 61 Cashmere Road, allowing a minimum 2 metre clear cycle lane west bound. 

61 Cashmere Road Refuge

Proposed refuge by 61 Cashmere Rd has 1.7 metre intrusion into road space on both sides leaving 5 metre traffic lanes. No cycle lanes are provided and cyclists will be forced into traffic at the refuge. Motorists will be upset by cyclists ‘swerving into the traffic lane’ and road safety is compromised. There is more than adequate room for cycle lanes which must be provided to protect all road users from the trauma and expense of accidents. 

The gap between the southern refuge and the southern footpath is a poor use of road space. Better road safety is achieved by having the refuge hard up against the footpath allowing more traffic lane space for cyclists and vehicles. If this was meant as an inside lane for cyclists it will exacerbate road confusion for all road users and is unlikely to be utilised uniformly. 
Similarly there is adequate space on the North side of Cashmere Road to place the refuge off- road thereby creating a safer roadway for cyclists and vehicles. The use of standard zebra crossing infrastructure retains safety for pedestrians and the additional 1.8 metre distance is no more than 3 strides for the average pedestrian. The traffic lanes are shown as 5 metres and can easily accommodate 2 metre on road cycle lanes with 3 metre traffic lanes at a minimum. Even if the refuge is constructed as shown there remains more than adequate room for an on road cycle lane.
Conclusion
This is a laudable and much needed project which can easily include much needed cycle infrastructure. As currently proposed it will introduce a bottleneck on the north side of Cashmere Road across from 61 Cashmere Road reducing road safety for cyclists and motorists. 

Cashmere Road is heavily used by cyclists and failing to provide for their safety is counter to Council policy and simply negligent. 
Given the high numbers of cyclists and vehicles on this road all cycle lanes should be at least 2 metres wide to accommodate cycle passing and to come closer to providing 1.5 metres between vehicles and cyclists. Separation lines should be at least 10 centimetres in width. Coloured cycle lane painting is desirable but not essential. 
Fortunately most, if not all, of the recommendations here can be accommodated with only minimal effort and expense required. 
