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List of Key Recommendations

Cycleway and Accesslsaies

We suppart “the early implementation of the [Canal] route and the need for the route to conned to
major adivity centres was of the utmost importance and should be given high priority.” (p.p.6-10).

We recommend that the Canal cycleway be planned to have local and regional network
connedivity, and designed as part of a network to provide safe, legible links to major
origing/destinations including, University of Sydney/RPAH; St Peters gation; Redfern station and
ATP; Green Square prednct and station; Mascot station; Centennial Parklands, and UNSW/Randwick
Hospitals.

We recommend the construction of cycleways on both the eastern and western sides of the Canal,
athough we ad&nowledge that the eatern cycleway is more feasible in the short term.

We recommend that the masterplan for Alexandra Canal should contain goals to promote accessby
sustainable modes — walking, cycling and public transport — and to discourage driving.

We recommend that the masterplan be supported by acommunications grategy.

We recommend that urban regeneration projeds, such as the South Sydney Growth Centre to the
immediate north and east of the Canal, are planned as walking, cycling and publi ¢ transport
communities, ie e a‘transit oriented development’.

Regional Coordination

Alexandra Canal has the potential to become avaluable community fadlity and key cycle route. We
are deeply concerned that without eff edive coordination d both the planning and implementation of
the regional cycle network, funds will not be spent in atimely or effedive manner and that the Canal’s
potential will not be fulfilled. We ae dso concerned that the depth of thisisaue has nat been fully
appredated in the draft Masterplan. Therefore, we recommend that close dtention ke given to an
appropriate a-ordination mecdhanism, and this mecdhanism be triall ed in the Canal region.

We recommend that the NSW Government in conjunction with Council sidentify atrial co-ordination
medhanism for developing alocdity cycling network, ensuring coherence between RTA’ s regional

cycleways andlocd plans and routes.

We recommend that in addition to the three Courcil s bordering the Canal, Council s within comfortable
cycling dstanceof 5 km and ROCS shoud beincluded in cycling network planning adivity.

More detail ed recommendations are included in the full text.



1. Introduction

We welcome South Sydney Development Corporation’ s invitation to respond to the draft Masterplan
for Alexandra Canal which summarises the staged urban planning for the Canal corridor. The survey
form helped us to consider more dosely the vision and recommendations of the draft Masterplan.

This submisson responds to the questions st out in the survey form and commentsin detail onthe
isaues of Alexandra Canal’srole & part of aregional cycleway network, the importance of coordinated
regional planning and the draft Masterplan recommendations.

The prednct of Alexandra Canal could readily become an enjoyable pulic spacefor the many people
living and working within a5 km radius (a comfortable ¢/cling distance see dtached map of the
Alexandra Cand locdity) both now, and in the future with the planned growth.

The Canal, with waterways to its outh (Cooks River) and to the north-east (the stormwater channel),
could provide an invaluable ‘ spine’ cycleway due to the conredions with highly used cycleways onthe
eastern and western sides. The conredivity of the Alexandra Canal cycleway is equivalent to the
importance of the Princes Highway for motor vehicle traffic.

Changesto Alexandra Canal, in the terms proposed in the draft Masterplan, to revitalize and improve
the conredivity for walking and cycling are highly significant for the sub-region which is undergoing
massve urban regeneration, densification and reviews of plans (seesedion 4 telow). Restoration and
accessto the Canal will help caalyse Sydneysiders to revise their mental maps of this sub-region and
help people livingin the sub-region to appredate the improvementsin crossregiona east-west acces

The map of the Alexandra Canal locdity (Attachment 1) has marked 2.5 and 5km radii from the
northern end of the Canal to highlight the significance of the locdity as:

e a onredor and throughcycling destination from many attradors, such asthe CBD, regiona
parks, South Sydney Growth Centre, airports, ATP and new residential site, universities and
hospitals, locd railway stations and the Cooks River.

e encompassng many jurisdictions of land and roads — Council s, State and Federal statutory
authorities and corporations, private crporations, and private holdings.

The implications and oppatuniti es of this complex arrangement are aldressed below in sedion 4. In
the foll owing sedions we highlight key points which foll ow from Alexandra Canal’ srole & part of a
regional cycleway network.

2. Response to the South Sydney Development Corporation survey

Question 3. Do you support the vision of Alexandra Canal asa ‘major recreational and emlogical
asst; part of a green, regional spinelinking the Cooks River with Sydney and Moore Parks'.

Yes, suppated.

We gplaud the concept of the valuing Alexandra Canal both as an ast in and of itself, and in an
urban ecology sense, as being a spine within a‘green web'.

We aoncur with the draft Masterplan in explaining that, “ complementary adions such as dred
beautificaion and development of the puldic domain ... are also important to overall accessbility” (6-

15).



We make the foll owing recommendations in support of thisvision:

We remommend that the masterplan for Alexandra Canal shoud contain gaalsto promote accesby
sustainable modes — walking, cycling and pubi c transport —and to discourage driving. Thiswould
benefit the urban design and use of space aoundthe Canal because only very limited car parking and
motor vehicle acceswould be necessry.

We remommend that the eologicd restoration d the Canal isaided by complementary changesin the
surrounding streets and geen spaces, , consistent with the quality stree landscaping in neaby Belmont
Stred, for example. In particular, the planting of native plants, such as flowering shrubs and trees that
provide food sources and hebitat for native birds shoud be given high priority (e.g. lilli pilly andred
bottlebrush). However, casuarinas sioud na be planted within 10m of any pathways asthey are
damagingto paths and their needles are dlippery.

We remommend that the ‘landscgpe’ work be informed by, and adopt native planting in order to
provide habitat for native birds and butterflies. Thiswould add to the enjoyment and ecotourism
patential of the site. The Como bridge cycleway includes ssme popular attradions along its length,
including pcnic aess, arestaurant and a Sunday market, which draw people to the cycleway. It may
be worth considering attractors which could be implemented at an ealy stage. Birmingham’slarge
restored canal network (built i n the same eaas Alexandra Canal) has been the focus of their urban
regeneration, including cycleways.

We nate, too, that Council s produce state of the environment reports which provide useful spedeslists
to gude landscgpe planning, and should lead to the review of stred-planting gans to reduce the use of
exotic treespedes.

Conredivity for human movement by walking and cyclingis crucial for the successof the draft
Masterplan in forming adesirable place & a destination and route. The * structural environment’
suppat for walking and cycling with concurrent discouragement of driving isin acoord with the
principles of Ecologicd Sustainable Development contained with the Environmental Planning and
Assssment Act (NSW) 1979and the WHO Charter on Transport, Environment and Health (1999).

We remommend that the masterplan be suppated by a ommunicaions drategy to ensure that

locd people can be informed and invalved as work progresses on the ecologicd restoration of the
Canal. The masterplan exhibition and its implementation should be acompanied byinformation onsite,
at key locd travel trip generators and in locd council publicaions.

We recmmmend that information about the Canal region’s bicycle routes as part of the locd and
regional bike route network shoud also be developed. Thisinformation should show the mnnedionsto
locd railway stations, neaby parks and particular places, including St Peters, Mascot and Green
Square stations; Centennia Park and UNSW/Randwick Hospitals, Sydney airports; Marrickvill g;
Glebe, and Sydney CBD.

We remommend that information onself-guided walking and cycling tours be produced and made
available & the locd railway stations, at Courcil s, hedth promotion outlets, and major trip generators
in the vicinity.



Marrickvill e Courcil has produced a‘Walkwise' map and the * Out and about in Leichhardt map’
shows open spaces, walking and cycling routes (off- and on-road), and public transport stops and routes
which provides a valuable model for Alexandra Canal information.

We also recommend that the ommunicaions drategy and information about tours of the aeashould
be developed in consultation with locd residents and community groups (such as MASSBUG). Such
consultation will help ensure that the information meds the needs of its users.

Question 4. How do you rate the importance of the foll owing issues about the Canal?

This submisson focuses on accessprincipaly by people, but with recognition o the ‘ green web’
contribution of the Canal. In our detail ed response to question 5below, regarding the proposed
cycleway and pedestrian way, we provide further comments about cycling networks, sub-regional
palicies and danning, and propose a ©-ordination mechanism.

Question 5. Do you support the proposed cycle/pedestrian way dong the Alexandra Canal?
Yes, highly supported, in principle. Our in pradicequalificaions are set out in sedions 3 and 4.

We commend the proposed cycleway and pedestrian way, with its attention to the distinct needs of the
different types of users. The draft Masterplan adknowledges that pedestrians, commuting cycli sts and
reaediona cyclists canna necessarily share the same path (6-9).

We nate the high level of international support for urban design which increases the provision d spaces
and encourages people to walk, cycle and use public transport. For example, the United States Centre
for Disease Control has a program supporting citi es and towns which creae ‘ community structural
environments' to provide settings condcive for people to use ‘adive transport’ and become more
physicdly adive.

The draft Masterplan shoud be commended for its recognition of the range of needs among pedestrians
and cyclists 9 that they “cannot necessarily share the same path” (p.6-9). Planning for this areashould
nat only be staged, (the draft Masterplan recognises for example, the urgency of providing cycling
accesson the eatern side of the Canal), but be @le to acaommodate growth. As an example, in some
surrounding streds, it may be gpropriate for the footpath to be cnverted to a shared fadlity. When
the number of pedestrians and cyclists increases, it may be necessary to buld a separate acycle
lane/route. Whil e separate ¢ycle routes may be regarded as a barrier to mohility for pedestrians,
particularly people with certain disabiliti es, pedestrians with impaired eyesight and heaingfind it
easler to arientate themselves with separate routes. Useful guidance for dedding and designing shared
and separated areas is avail able from the Danish Road Diredorate in Colledion o Cyde Concepts
(2000).

We also commend the recommended “close design attention” (6-16) to intersedions and crossngsto
ensure the needs of recreaional cyclists and pedestrian amenity are met.
3. Alexandra Canal’sroleas part of a regional cycleway network

We applaud the statement made by Dr Andrew Refshauge, Minister for Urban Affairs and Planning on
6th Decanber 2000 that he wishes to seethe Alexandra cycleway construction brought forward:



I'vealready indicated ou intention to transformthe canal and its environment into a major
emlogical andreaeationd asst for the ommunity. Cyde and pedestrian pathways along
the length of the @anal arethereto provide opportunities for reaeation. And I'velet my
preferences be known to the board that | dorit mind if they bring those oppartunities forward
andwe aan have cyteways and pedestrian ways ahead d the otherwise scheduled time frame
for it. For two reasons: one - we're all getting older, and the more we anride our bikesthe
longer we'll live And secondly: if it's out of sight it's out of mind and the more people that are
riding ard walking dong it the more people will be sedang it and therefore the presaure will
be onto finish it faster thanin twenty years time.
A cycleroute dongthe Alexandra Cana will provide an invaluable ‘ spine' cycleway conneding
cyclingroutes to the eat and west and would improve the commuting and reaedional cycling
fadliti es for thousands of peoplein the inner-west and further afield. We beli eve that the Canal and its
linksto the gycling network would lead to increases in safe ¢ycling, inline with the State Government’s
‘Actionfor Air’ Air Quality Management Plan. We concur with the draft Masterplan in highlighting
that, “the ealy implementation d the [Canal] route and the need for the route to conned to major
adivity centres was of the utmost importance and should be given high priority.” (pp.6-10)

Draft Masterplan’s proposal for accessis supported

The draft Masterplan’s proposal (p. 6-16 & 6-17) is conceptually appropriate in responding to the
community wishes for the Canal to serveasa:

e an’initia conredor’ between the Cooks River and Green Square

e a’spine accesswvay for cycling and walking running alongside the Canal and itstributaries

« locd link to conned to surrounding parks, stations, streds and attradors and the regional
cycling network.

Using the ‘spine’ would provide potential for connedivity and easy accessto water views for people
walking and cycling.

We support the draft Masterplan’s emphasis on the need to respond to accessby cycling and walking
in the short-term, and increasing accessas the implementation of the masterplan and related plans
progress

We welcome the way in which the draft Masterplan anticipates drawing on existing plans, some of
which were listed on p.6-7, and recgnises the need for a @-ordinating mechanism, particularly
between state and locd government agencies, for network planning, development, and construction.
However, we believe astronger case must be made for Canal regional planning for cyclingand
pedestrian networks owing to the proliferation and status of plans and the numerous agencies with
jurisdiction over lands and networks, and thisis outlined in section 4 below.

Canal-side accessfor pedestrians and cycling routes

We support the provison d a mntinuous accessway for people walking and cycling alongside the
Cana anditstributaries. We gpredate that a building setback should be provided for waterway and
riverine protedion and recognise the heritage constraints on the usual 40m preferred setbad.

We remommend that the masterplan includes plansto provide aparallel cycleway on the western side
following the construction of the eastern cycleway. Plans for accesshetween Mascot station prednct,
the Wodl sheds Conservation Management Plan, any extension to Campbell St including abridge &



part of the St Peters Industrial Road (SAR) and Sydney Park need to be resolved to advantage walking
and cycling use.

In any event, the western side will need to be managed so that it is visually interesting and compatible
with the goals of the Canal prednct. A mirror promenade/accessway, perhaps with agreaer emphasis
for reaediona cycling rather than commuter cycling, could be provided on acourt of its potential for
cortinuous accessto Tempe Reaedion Reserve and the Cooks River Cycleway.

We support:
« development priority being dven to the eatern side becaise of the relatively better readinessto
accessthe lands.

e priority being gven to acontinuous cycle route dong the eastern side of the Canal —to provide a
north-side ‘ spine’ running alongside the Canal anditstributaries (p.6-16).

« therecmmmended 10m setbadk alongside the Canal on badh the western and eastern sides (p.6-10).
These provisions would need support from sedion94 contributions, al owable floor space and baws
off sets as dated in the masterplan.

e attention ke given to the credion d pedestrian and cycling accessalong the Canal’ s tributaries from
Sydney Park to the western side of the Canal, and from Allen St in the north to the northern end of the
Canal at Huntley St.

e investigationinto the Recdl Archives Site to provide acycle accesway alongthe Canal between
Gardeners Road and the Canal (6-11).

« conredingthe private road onthe eatern side, oppacsite Campbell Rd on the west side, to Bourke
St using the interim Campbell Rd extension road reservation to Bourke St (6-11).

This approach could introduce asafer use of the road spacewith perallel provisionfor:
walking #=-----=% cycleway # =% parking lane#=-----=% motor vehicle driving lane

asin Berlin, and aher world cities, i.e. with cycleway next to walkway rather than between the lanes of
parked motor vehicles and moving motor traffic, thereby reducing the risk of injury from cars opening
doarsor pulling ou in front of riders.

Land surr ounding the Canal

We support the recommendations in the draft Masterplan for greaer permeability of the surroundng
site. The history of land use surrounding the Canal has resulted in large cnsolidated sites with low
permeability (p.6-10), which is not condwcive to walking or cycling (p.6-13). Some of these lands are
reserved or owned by DUAP, DPWS, and the RTA. For the human energy scde of walking and
cycling, afiner grain of routesis desirable (6-10).

This charaderistic isalso faced in other sitesin the sub-region, such as the South Sydney Growth
Centre and the Australian Tedhnology Park, managed by the South Sydney Development Corporation
and the Sydney Harbour Foreshores Authority respedively. Therefore, addressng this common



planning olstade may asdst in network planning andin ensuring that Councils' planning instruments
are revised wherever necessary. For example, the South Sydney Courcil SSC DCP 1997 (Part C-
pubic domain) and Alexandra Canal Model DCP for Urban Form need to be consistent and recogrise
the need for both pedestrian and cycling links. Currently, the South Sydney Courcil SSC DCP 1997
recognises pedestrian links but not cycling links.

We remmmend that urban regeneration projeds, such as the South Sydney Growth Centre to the
immediate north and east of the Canal, are planned as walking, cycling and publi ¢ transport

communiti es. Many leading authoriti es internationally including the WHO Centre for Urban Hedth
suppat such ‘transit oriented development’. Using this approad, it is desirable to consider movement
flowsfirst and then the eisting infrastructure, starting with walking, cycling and moving upthrough
pubic transport, road freight, and considering the movement of carslast This approach all ows planners
to better understand what aternatives exist in order to reduce accesby private motor vehicles.
Restricting motor vehicle accesmay assst in reducing the contaminated runoff into stormwater drains
and thus help to proted the waterways.

Cycling crossingsfor Alexandra Canal and Cooks River

Sincethe gycleway running on the eatern side of the Canal would form a major north-south route from
St George to the Sydney CBD, it is essential that crossng pants are planned and built.

The southern end of the Canal joins into the Cooks River and cycle routes have been planned as part of
the M5 East Motorway Bicyde Strategy (1998). On the eatern side, onthe M5 East Cycleway, it is
planned that cyclists would ride from the south from Princes Highway to Airport Drive via Holbead
Ave and the Tempe Park roadway to crossthe Canal at the existing kridge, and then north along
Airport Drive. The plans for the M5 East cycleway continue the route eat, following Airport Drive to
Qantas Drive (both roads under Federal or private jurisdiction), anew cycleway turnoff is required to
enable gycliststo turn north into Coward Stred. Thisturnoff is siown on the draft Masterplan’ Access

Map (p.7-1).

From the south riding east dlongMarsh S, aroute is planned to crossthe Brunetti Bridge, to Airport

Rd and Qantas Drive, with aturnoff at Robey St, and then continuing past O’ Riordan St to General
Holmes Drive. Owing to the narrow road corridor from Brunetti Bridge dong Airport Drive and Qantas
Drive, roads on Federa land leased by Qantas and the Sydney Airports Corporation Ltd, the RTA hasa
recommendation to widen the pavement to acaommodate ashared cycling/pedestrian fadlity.

At the goods railway onthe eastern side of the Canal, sufficient clearance is avail able for acycle
underpassand the route culd then continue north through land occupied currently by Simsmetal. If
changes are being made to thisrail bridge, such as a propased road freight bridge to accessthe new
airfreight terminal on the western side, then pedestrian and cycleway crossngs sioud be included. The
draft Masterplan refersto air rights over the Canal having being sold by Sydney Water to the Sydney
Airports Corporation Ltd to construct two bridges for its exclusive use. The draft Masterplan
recommends that these bridges both be made accesble for pedestrians and cyclists. This
recommendation reeds close @rrobaration with the overall cycling network plan for this sub-region.

If the SHR were to go aheal, then a cycleway, including another water crossng, at grade, asan
extension d Campbell St (p.6-13) shoud be acommodated — asindicated on the AccessMap.



Increasing safe g/cling

The benefits of cycling include improved personal hedth, reductionsin traffic congestion and
consumption of urban space ad reductionsin motor vehicle palution of al kinds. He benefits of
cycling are widely recognised by the community and thereis evidencefor suppressed demand for

cycling fadliti es. NSW government research has $iown that more than 50% of households have a
bicycle. Increased cycling is therefore an appropriate and pgoular objedive for governments. The NSW
Government’s AQMP refers to programs direded to "Action 2.25. Improve government support for
safer and more convenient bicycle use” and the target is a “thredold increase in bicycle use statewide,
and a 5% reductionin acddents by 2001". The National Road Safety Action Plan also encourages
increases in cycling and walking, as alternative modes of transport, to reducethe risk of fatality and
injury.

The Danish Road Diredorate dso has targets for safe g/cling. To attrad car occupantsto cycling, it
emphasises that an ogimal strategy for alocdity isa mmbined campaign of physicd improvements,
restrictions on car use, and communications to inform the pubic aout new cycle tradks and to promote
cycling among those who cycle occasionally. Experiencein Denmark highlights the opportunity for
widening the scope of partners or interested partiesin promoting more and safer cycling, to include, for
example, hedth agencies, GPs, bicycle deders, and chambers of commerce.

At Sydney Park, the new CARES fadlity will provide afocus for bike educaion, and the route and
locdity of Alexandra Canal will provide adesirable placefor pradica on-route bike educaion. The
opportunitiesin the Canal’ sregion for innovative, effedive o/cling promotion are substantial, asare
the opportuniti es for wider partnerships with schods, hedth promotion services and loca GPs.

South Sydney Council together with South Sydney Development Corporation and the Centennial Park
and Moore Park Trust could sponsor locd bike rides, such as monthly bike-to-work campaigns
(coinciding with monthly car-freeCentennial Park days), with the RTA and locd bike groups, such as
BikeEast and MASSBUG, and sports cyclists. Open days at the Canal could also be held with
promotions for cyclists at Centennial Park and Sydney Park.

4. Theimportance of coordinated regional planning for the successof Alexandra
Canal

At first sight, it could appear that a cycling route cnneding into the Canal-side ¢ycleway could be
pieceal together from the existinglocd and regional cycleway plans and redevelopment plans of State
and locd authorities. However, the list of plans with cycle-based proposalsin the draft Masterplan is
incomplete and does not indicate the problem with their relative status. For example, while the Canal is
located within South Sydney Council areg this Council now needs urgently to update its bikeplan
which was written in 197. This bikeplan is no longer an appropriate planning document due to the
completion of the Eastern Distributor (with its difficulti es of west-east accessfor cyclists) and the
apparent uncertainties surroundng the plans for the M5East regional cycleway and its connedions with
locd cycleways, including the Canal-side g/cleway.

Thelist in the Masterplan omits Randwick Courrcil’s Bikeplan (1997) which covers asignificant area
within 2km immediately to the eat of the Canal. The major N-S roads sver and restrict accessfrom
the eat to the Canal — Bourke St, O’ Riordan St, Botany Rd and the Eastern Distributor south of Dacey
Ave. The eatern area— within 5-6km — has a high population and likely to be important to reaeaional
and commuter cyclists due, for example, to the densificaion of Kensington (new LEP), the locétions of
UNSW/Randwick Hospitals, Kingsford and the redevelopment of Bundock St site.



The Randwick Bikeplan, like South Sydney’s, has also been superseded by the dfeds of the Eastern
Distributor, and the dosdng d the Eastern Distribution at Lenthall St- Epsom Rd which has also
becme the 370 bis route with more frequent services, running on bah weekdays and the weekends. In
2000 Randwick Courcil also recogrised the need to revise some of its planned onroad segments due
to the high volume of motor vehicle traffic and the speed of motor traffic.

Whilethe RTA’s Sydney Cycleways program islisted in the draft Masterplan (p.6-7), both the bike
route from Mascot-Darlinghurst (planned for construction in 2002 according to Bike Plan 2010) and
the M5 East regional cycleway need to be conneded to the Alexandra Canal cycleway.

In additi on to cycle route planning, a number of Council s prepare pedestrian route plans in acardance
with the RTA’ s guidance under the Pedestrian Accessand Mobility Plans (PAMPs). These PAMPs
shoud beincluded in the Masterplan.

Also, Courxilsand aher authorities are involved in major redevelopment plans with implicaions for
these networks, including:

e South Sydney Growth Centre (known as Green Square)

. Mascot station grednct - urban regeneration

. Maadoreldtown development on ATP site

. Bundak St devel opment

. Kensington consolidation

. posshle Kogarah Golf Course aeadevelopment

. Randwick Courcil’s Strategic Planning studies

. Marrickvill e Courcil’s Locd Environmental Study

e Centennia Park Trust’s Transport, Accessand Parking Study.

Conceivably, many of these major siteswill also prepare transport management plans which should be
aigned with the Alexandra Canal Masterplan. The council or consent authority should be taking into
acourt cycling network, accessand fadliti es for these developments.

Given the status of the bike plans relevant to the locdity of the Canal and its immediate prednct, we
recommend that a Canal-regiona cycle network be:

e planned to have locd andregiona network connedivity;

¢ designed as a network to provide safe, legible links to major origing/destinations including, the
east-west links - University of Sydney/RPAH; St Peters gation; Redfern station and ATP; Green
Square prednct and station; Mascot station; Centennial Parklands, and UNSW/Randwick
Hospitals Complex; and nath-south links - Sydney CBD, Sydney airports (plus cycling route
within damestic a@rport prednct), Botanic Gardens, and The Rocks;

« include alink bult from Airport Drive, opposite North Pond, under the railway bridge running
north along the E side of the Canal upto Huntley St.  From there further investigation o a
posshle route dong the present grassverge on the eatern side of O’ Shedsto Maddox and then
either left to join the South Sydney Council route to the dty or further along the ncrete terrace
onthe western side before turning right to foll ow the sewer easement along the northern side of
Perry Park, through the Austral Bronze site to Reserve Stred and an to UNSW and aher
destinations.
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¢ include Cana cycleway crossngs, from the eastern cycleway acrossto the western side, and to
conred the South Sydney Council route from Sydney Park;

e suppated by State ggencies (such as, SSDC, DUAP, RTA, SHFA, Centennial Park & Moore Park
Trust) and by Councils, IMROC and SSROC with the engagement of locd bicycle user groups and
major trip generators (such as major parks, universities, Sydney airports);

* implemented as a staged projed, with the first stage to be undertaken urgently to enable safe
cycling accessto seethe Canal and to provide rudimentary accessfrom South to North.

Regiona co-ordinationis crucial to expediting coherent cycleway and pedestrian networks. The
resolution d accessisaes involves more organisations than even the draft Masterplan anticipated.

We remmmend that in addition to the three Council s bordering the Canal, Courcil s within
comfortable cycling dstance of 5 km and ROCS shoud beincluded in cycling retwork planning
adivity.

We remmmend that close dtention be given to an appropriate co-ordinating mechanism, and a model
structure be triall ed in the Canal region for the following reasons. First, althoudh we note that the draft
Masterplan’s recommendations cdl for “early commitment and dedsions’ and the recommended
adions as “a test for the adievability of an integrated approac to the Canal”, we ae moncerned that
the test will not be positive. The community responded strongly to the NSW Government’s Green
Paper on dan making, Plan Making in NSW — Opportuniti es for the Future. The Feedback Report
included cdlsfor:

asimpler system of plan making for aregion

better co-ordination

stronger co-ordination with State government and with locd Courrcils
better community involvement

plansto be subjed to regular monitoring and review.

g s~ wdpRE

Sewnd, the key feaures of the new system to be detail ed in the forthcoming White Paper appea to be
highly relevant to the situation at the Canal and in its locdlity.

The highlights seam to be:
. locdity planning — managing and dlivering better ‘places’, making plans more meaningful to
the communiti es whose future they shape;
. thinking and danning strategicaly to med the chall enge of sustainability
. working together acrossgovernment — coll aborative planning at al | evels, so that:
e State andlocd government work in partnership with ather regional stakeholdersto set
regional diredion, co-ordinate strategies and adions;
e therewill be a'whae-of-Council’ approac to planning and managing locd areasin
collaboration with the community.

Third, the review of Part 3 Environmental Planning and Assessnent Act isto provide aframework for
meding the challenge of ecologicd sustainabilit y, including community vitality, jobs, and ahedthy
environment. The management of Alexandra Canal would provide an exemplary case and valuable
learning opportunity for all stakeholders.
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In addition to this foreshadowed legidative change, eight council s (most within 5km of the Canal), are
invoalved in making submissonsto hearings of the Sproats Inquiry on boundaries. Attentionisbeing
direded to governance processes and co-ordination, for which the isales for the Canal, particularly the
cycleway network, are agood ill ustration.

Reacommendation No.15in the draft Masterplan proposes a Canal AccessWorking Party without a
rationale for its gructure and composition. The draft Masterplan understates the number of plans,
agencies and the task of co-ordination —all problems addressed by the review of Part 3 and the Sproats
Inquiry. Would a Working Party, chaired by SSDC, be the gpropriate forum to crunch through a
proposal for aregional cycleway network, where the RTA and Council s have avery strong role?

Given the situation for planning access particularly cycling accessaaoss ® many government
agencies at all | evels and the NSW Government’ sinterest in regional and locdity planning, through
Part 3 reforms and Sproats Inquiry, we recommend that the NSW Government in conjunction with
Courcilsidentify atrial co-ordination medchanism for developing alocdlity cycling network, ensuring
coherence between RTA’s regional cycleways and locd plans and routes.

The problem fadng the Canal with regard to loca cycling connedivity is smilar for Green Square and
the ATP site, so we suggest that this recommendation is quite compelli ng and consistent with the likely
diredion d Part 3 reforms.

Whilethis suggestionisinspired bythe avesome chall enges fadng cycle network planning under the
fragmented functions and boundaries, we dso suggest further co-ordination mechanisms be set up for
native vegetation gdantingin the Canal vicinity, in regional parks and streds. Another locdity suited to
a w-ordination mechanism (such as placemanagement) would be the Mascot station prednct.

5. Response to draft Masterplan recommendations

We support the tasks identified in the Masterplan, such as those listed under recommendation no.15,
but with the recogniti on that a regional coordination mecdhanism is required, as outlined above.

We remmmend that the final recommendation No. 16 be amended to focus on a ammprehensive
transport, rather than traffic, strategy that deds with movements by people and good by all modes
whil e limiting motor vehicle accssto the Canal.

In addition, we ae concerned to emphasise the urgency with which aregiona cycling network and
walking and cycling accessto the Canal is needed . We have dready stressed the need to develop an
integrated Canal cycling network that connedsto loca and regional cycleways, aswell li nking to
major origing/destinations within a 5km or so radius.

To avoid delays, we highlight and support the following recommendations:

¢ Remmmendation 3— negatiations for establish rights of way along the Canal and channels from
Bowden St to the woolsheds

* Remmmendation 2and 8 — negotiating for the implementation of the sedion between Huntley St
and Bourke Rd, along the Woodlsheds ste and entering Bourke Rd at DUAP' sroad reservation;
and future lease arangements.

¢ Remmmendation 11-for accessalongside DPWS Stoneyard to Huntley St because it will give
very ealy accessto the Canal, prior to redevelopment of the Woolsheds ste
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« Remmmendations 1 and 4 — regarding optimum route for the M5 East cycleway in relation to the
overall cycling and pedestrian network and the newer issues listed under Recommendation 4

* Remmmendations 7 and 6 — Mascot station grednct — potential implications for recaévership
inquiry and NSW Government approaches to improving the interfacewith the station to achieve
greder patronage through Mascot station, before land is developed.

In addition, we support Recommendations 5, 9, 10 and 13.

We query Reacommendation 12, which seeks to exclude the western side of the Canal as alinea park
from South Sydney Courcil’ s planning instruments. From discussons with South Sydney Courxill ors,
and asresidents in South Sydney, we ae concerned about the future of the western side. It will
certainly need to be well managed to retain the dtradion for people visiting an the eatern side. A
strongcase can be made for a cycling route on the western side, although alater stage than the eatern
side.

For Reacommendation 14, we support the importance of the Sydney Airports Corporation Ltd plans for
traffic onits bridges being integrated with the Canal andlocd and regional cycleways, and pedestrian
access We dso draw attention to the announcement to privatise the Sydney airports and that changes
in land management may occur.

Thinking about the implementation of these recommendations grengthens the neel for effedive
regional co-ordination to be led by an agency of the State Government.

6. Summary

We commend the draft Masterplan for propasing the urgent development of access s$rategy by cycling
and walking to the Canal and for routesto be part of a network.

We @nsider the m-ordination task awesome given the fad that so many plans are involved and that the
most central, South Sydney Council’ s bicycle plan needs updating. This stuationis an oustanding

ill ustration d the problems raised in the review of Part 3 EP& AA and the Sproats Inquiry. Therefore, it
would make an example cae or even ‘incubator projed’ for the State agencies, working
collaboratively with Councilsto produce quickly, an integrated cycling network that conneds the Canal
to locd and regional cycling retworks relevant to the major origins/destinations. It is also important to
include the locd groupsin planning and development.

13



