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16 February 2012
RE: 
Draft Selwyn Street Shops Master Plan 

SUBMISSION FROM SPOKES CANTERBURY

Thanks for the opportunity to make this submission.  Spokes Canterbury is a local cycling advocacy group with approximately 1,500 members that is affiliated with the national Cycling Advocates Network (CAN). 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 Plan. 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

Spokes is relieved to find that cycle lanes are included in this plan. Share an Idea was emphatic in asking for safe and inviting cycle infrastructure. If the cycle infrastructure offered leaves you comfortable having your ten year old use it, it is adequate. 
Many people will be greatly disappointed if cycling improvements are provided as scheduled. With implementation offered over a 3-10 year period certainty is not achieved. The plans use of conditional language in relation to cycling infrastructure and combining cycle infrastructure funding in with road improvements is also concerning. Experience has been that funds will flow first to roading for cars with remaining funds, if any, allocated to cycle infrastructure, if adequate funds remain. As written this plan holds out hopes, but with no certainty that infrastructure will be adequate or provided in a timely fashion. 

The proposed cycle lane widths of 1.5 meters and on street car parking widths of 2 meters are inadequate. With the 30 minute park time conflicts between cyclists and motorists accessing the parks and opening car doors will be common. Spokes makes recommendations which remain within the constraints imposed. Council is encourage to take this opportunity to meet anticipated future demand for cycling infrastructure by widening cycle lanes to at least 2 meters while providing at least a .9m of separation from parked cars. 
On street parking and/or wide footpaths with street furniture are nice to haves. Genuine transport choice supported by attractive, inviting safe cycle lanes, footpaths, pedestrian crossings and parking sited so as to minimise its impact on through traffic are must haves. 

This plan is clearly pitched to landlords in an attempt to gain their support. Selwyn Street businesses which meet local retail and professional services needs will benefit by focusing on people on foot and cycle.  Attracting through car traffic to stop will be easier when an attractive street scene complimented by quality businesses has been established. 
Landlords should be encouraged to cater to the non motorised community members who are their natural clientele and to seek pooled parking solutions to meet the needs of those who are attracted to the human centred village found on Selwyn Street.
Specific Comments

With respect to summary document, Spokes recommends: 

Built environment 

1. In the artist’s impression, it is evident that the proposed rear car parking results in undesirable instances of motor vehicles crossing the footpath.  Consider shared parking resources rather than vehicle crossings for each site to eliminate or minimise the number of turning vehicles which may conflict with pedestrians and cyclists.
2. Cycle parking must be convenient, secure and adequate. Increase cycle parking and facilities requirement to at least 20% of occupants/employees and visitors accommodated. Options to increase this amount as demand warrants must be included. 
Street and movement.
1. The document describes marked cycle lanes but these are not always evident in illustrations.  This raises concerns as to what is being offered. 
2. Southbound vehicles turning onto Coronation travel too fast for slower northbound cyclists to be able to accelerate from a stop; consider a low-speed design roundabout instead.

3. Consistency in terminology – use “separated cycle lane” not “segregated cycle lane”

4. Consistency in general traffic lane widths between alternatives shown – should be 3.0 m traffic lanes without centreline (total 6.0 m). Spokes offers 3 alternative street layouts better utilising the space:

· Separated cycle lane alternative – 0.4 m savings (per lane) given 0.3 to make 1.8 cycle paths and 2.1 footpath

· On street cycle lane alternative – 0.2 m savings (per lane) given to the indented car parks / landscaping to minimise car parking encroachment on the proposed 1.8 m cycle lanes

· Parking on one side alternative - 3m footpath, 2m cycle lane, 1m door swing area, 3m parking, 3m traffic lane, 3m traffic lane, 2m cycle lane, 3m footpath. This reduces traffic congestion by limiting cars using on street parking to one side only. The non parking side could offer parks behind buildings. Road safety for cyclists is greatly enhanced and cycling is made more attractive as called for in the Share an Idea process. Additionally the desire for pedestrian friendly footpaths with street furniture and shorter carriageway crossing is also supported.
5. Selwyn St south approach lanes to Brougham (northbound)

· Consider physical separation of kerbside cycle lane using bollards, flags or kerbs to prevent left turning motor vehicles from blocking the cycle lane approach

· If physical separation is not utilised, ensure that the mixed left and through general traffic lane is no more than 3.0 m and the cycle lane is 1.5 m to minimise two-abreast informal queuing of motor vehicles.  A good example is Antigua St north approach to Moorhouse (southbound), and a bad example is Strickland St south approach to Brougham (northbound). 

6. The proposed parallel offset kerbs on the southbound departure from Brougham result in sharp angles for the cycle lane which are not best practice; as with all traffic lanes, cycle lanes should have smooth curves.  A good practice example is Lyttelton St south of Lincoln Rd, where rather than parallel offset kerbs the entire kerb line is angled and the cycle lane alignment is smooth.
7. Given that Selwyn Street is a collector road with proposed on street parking, narrowed lanes, cycle lanes and that pedestrians are to be prioritised a 30Kph speed limit is required.
Spokes is prepared to meet with Council staff to develop our suggestions.

