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Alexandra Canal – Cycle & Pedestrian Path Development Application

Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group (MASSBUG)

Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group is a local bicycle user group, affiliated with Bicycle New South Wales.  We work with Marrickville and South Sydney Councils and state government bodies for the improvement of cycling infrastructure and safety.  We also provide information, advice and rides for members of the local community and local schools.

Our vision is for a safe, healthy, vibrant community whose planning and infrastructure provide for greater share of transport by walking and cycling in order that the personal, community and environmental benefits of more sustainable transport can be realised.

We are pleased to present these comments on the Development Application Report for the Alexandra Canal Cycle and Pedestrian Path, a path our group has been looking forward to for many years.

Comments on the development application report

Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group strongly supports the intent of the landscape design for the development, of “creating a ‘green’ spine as part of a broader regional South Sydney open space and cycleway network”, the design principles as listed and the overall design presented in the report.  We judge the planned path to be a high quality, well-designed, useful and attractive cycleway that will make the Alexandra Canal a popular commuter and recreational route as well as a destination in its own right.

We particularly commend the plans for:

· the attractive design of the open spaces and pathway, including the proposed plantings;

· the incorporation of the Plaza Bridge spanning the top eastern corner of the canal to improve the sight lines, safety and design speed of the cycleway;

· the use of contrasting paving/surface at points where pedestrian traffic could be expected to cross the pathway at pause points;

· the use of pause points with recessed seating to encourage people who are stopping to do so away from the path of travel;

· use of tree root barriers to protect the path and the canal wall while allowing larger trees;

· use of low wooden barriers and low balustrades (for wider and narrower sections, respectively) between the path and the canal, providing safety whilst maintaining an aesthetically pleasing result and clear visual access and enjoyment of the waterway;

· the width of the pathway, as far as possible, being the full desirable width of recreational shared paths as specified in Austroads Part 14; and

· use of timber edging on the asphalt paths.

Questions/Issues:

	Reference
	Description of issue and recommendation

	LWD 501
	Bollard clearance is not the 1.4m minimum specified in Austroads14.  Clearance of 1.2m might be sufficient if there is room for a straight approach, otherwise putting the bollard off centre to allow one side to be used by wider cycles (handcycles, trikes & child trailers) is recommended.

	LWD 602
	Bollard design as pictured is attractive but not high visibility.  Bollards must have reflective tape and should be marked with unbroken centrelines to provide clearance (RTA Bicycle Guidelines).

	Part 1 p7
	Decomposed granite would seem an unsuitable surface treatment to indicate potential conflict points because a loose surface would make braking difficult and dangerous, and result in increased maintenance and cleaning.  We recommend using coloured asphalt or slightly cobbled granite blocks (non-slip).

	Part 1 p9
	Bike racks are listed as a “potential future” furnishing.  MASSBUG recommends including at least some bicycle parking rails at Woolshed Plaza and at one or more pause points from the start, to prevent bicycles being locked at inappropriate or unsafe locations such as balustrades, which may cause obstructions.  They should be placed in convenient, visible locations to encourage use.

	LWD 706
	No pathway delineation through palm tree grid in Woolshed Plaza is probably fine, as long as there is no concrete bale seating in either path of travel, there is sufficient lighting at night and the palm tree bases are flush with the paving.  The concrete bale seats should have reflective tape/reflectors.

	Tree lists
	Casuarinas are included in the Eastern Suburbs Banksia Scrub Revegetation suggested plant schedule and in the Vegetation Strategy.  MASSBUG cautions against using Casuarinas in the vicinity of asphalt paths since they are known to cause significant path damage due to invasive surface root systems.  They also drop slippery needles.

	LWD 501
	Lighting locations are not obvious.  We assume there is sufficient lighting?

	Overall
	Centrelines or “Keep Left” markings have been found to be helpful in reducing conflict between people walking and cycling.  We recommend consulting with the RTA to determine emerging best practice.

	LWD 503
	Line of sight may be insufficient at the transition point between the 3.5 and 2.5 metre path widths (between sheds 72 and 73).  Bringing the 3.5m path closer to the canal edge in line with the 2.5m path would improve sight lines and safety.

	LWD 505

LWD 506
	Line of sight at the bend into the wetland area (LWD 505) and later on the inside of the bend at the Bourke Rd end of timber bridge (LWD 506) may be compromised by the proposed trees.  It is noted that these trees will have a minimum 2m foliage height (p.11), potentially solving the problem when the trees are mature.  Consider setting proposed trees further back or deleting from plan if they are likely to cause a safety problem before maturity.

	LWD 506
	The intersection where the pathway crosses of the private access road does not indicate right of way.  It should be treated as an intersection to ensure path and road users are clear as to who has right of way.  See RTA Bicycle Guidelines (section 3.2) for guidance on path/road intersection design.

	LWD 506
	Bourke Road link finishes without any transition treatment.  We request: 
(a) central refuge and blisters be installed to make it possible to cross Bourke Rd;
(b) the western footpath as far as Gardeners Road is signed as shared path; and
(c) enable crossing on the western side of the traffic signals at Gardeners Rd.

	C01
	The Cyclist Refuge Crossing of Huntley Street should be 3m wide to accommodate hand cycles, trailers and tandems (there is easily sufficient road width here); sign no parking for the full 100m length of chevron line marking (s5.3); and ensure no RRPMs are used in bicycle operating space.


Issues arising for South Sydney Council as a result of the Alexandra Canal pathway:

1. Bicycle accessibility and safety in surrounding streets.

Linkages with the rest of the cycleway network and the safety and suitability of the surrounding road network are important factors for maximising the utilisation of the Alexandra Canal Pathway for both commuting and recreation.  In order to support the aims of the pathway and the sustainability aims of South Sydney Council, we ask that council’s traffic committee pay particular attention to traffic works in the vicinity of the Alexandra Canal to ensure they take every opportunity to improve safety for people on bikes.  There are a number of existing problem areas in Maddox and other streets that need attention.  For example the dangerously poor surface at lane joins in Maddox St near Euston Rd.

Signage to direct cyclists to Alexandra Canal from Sydney Park and neighbouring routes, and also to indicate the route from the end of stage 1 to Coward St to link to stage 2 is essential.

Ensuring that developments in the area have quality end of trip facilities for bicycles incorporated will provide further encouragement.

2. Maintenance and cleaning of pathway.

It will be important to keep the pathway regularly swept and maintained.  Is this to be council’s responsibility?  If so, council will need to include Alexandra Canal pathway in its regular cleaning and maintenance schedules.

3. Future extension of Campbell St / St Peters Industrial Route

MASSBUG opposes the extension of Campbell St and the plans for the SPIR.  Its construction would increase the traffic burden locally and Sydney-wide and worsen air quality and quality of life in South Sydney.  It is especially unnecessary since the M5 has been rerouted to Botany and we would hope that South Sydney Council would do all in its power to prevent the SPIR.

4. Improved public access to open space.

We note that the report shows a “potential future link” from the Woolshed Plaza across to the western side of Sheas Creek Channel, presumably by way of a small bridge across the head of the canal.   Under current Council policy, any proposed sale of the Public Works Stone Yard at 92 Burrows Rd would result in the creation of a 10m setback over that land alongside the bank of the canal adjacent to two other blocks  (90 and 84-88 Burrows Rd), which already have existing 10m setbacks.  Despite the fact that a full and free right of public access alongside the stormwater channel on the southern side of 84-88 Burrows Rd has also already been created, the occupiers of the aforementioned properties currently use a combination of locked gates and fences, shipping containers, demountable buildings, security patrols and dangerous dogs to deny the public their lawful right of access to these setbacks.    

It is important that Council protect and re-open access to the canal frontage at these points.  If the Stone Yards were sold, and the canal were bridged at the canal head, the right of way at 84-88 Burrows Rd and the adjoining setbacks would be the logical point of access to the Canal Path for people coming from the Inner West via Sydney Park. 

We hope for the speedy completion of the Alexandra Canal pathway so that the benefits of improved safety and access for cyclists, reduced car use, improved air quality and better recreational opportunities will be quickly realised for South Sydney residents and everyone.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Fiona Campbell and Owen Heldon
Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group

