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Comments on Wilson Street Footpath Widening Plans

Marrickville-South Sydney Bicycle Group extends thanks to South Sydney Council for revising the plans for the widening of the northern footpath on Wilson Street (between Burren and Golden Grove) to make them more suitable for the street’s high level of bicycle use.  We appreciate Council’s consulting with us to ensure the best possible outcome.  These are our comments based on the plans provided to us on 23rd August 2002.

1. Street and Lane Widths

1.1. There are no measurements on the plans provided but we are informed that the widths are as illustrated in the third diagram (“13.6m carriageway”) of the four on the additional page supplied.  We are prepared to accept a kerb-to-kerb width of 13.6m, giving parking lanes of 2m, “bicycle” lanes of 1.9m and traffic lanes of 2.9m if our other suggestions to improve safety, below, are incorporated.

1.2. The diagram does not indicate how lane widths will be compromised in any places where the carriage width falls below 13.6m.  We note that the existing virtual traffic lanes (central bitumen section) are only 2.8m and that narrower traffic lanes encourage speed reduction, so the first compromise should be to reduce the traffic lanes back to 2.8m.  Since the 85%ile door width is 0.8m, the 2.9m bike/parking lanes leave only just over the actual bicycle envelope width of 1.0m, so the “bicycle” lane width should not be compromised by more than 0.1m at any point alongside a parking lane.  Where the bicycle lane is alongside a blister rather than a parking lane, a width of 1.0m is acceptable.

1.3. No indication has been given as to the lane widths or any alternative treatment for the 12.8m section between Forbes Street and Golden Grove.  Unlike most of Wilson Street, this section has housing only on one side of the street and so, we believe, could tolerate having the parking removed on the southern side to provide sufficient width for proper bicycle provision.  Substandard bike/parking lanes for this 12.8m section are not an acceptable treatment where bicycle traffic levels are so high.  A possible solution might be for westbound cyclists to have the option of using the footpath and consequently increasing the width of the eastbound bike/parking lane.  Another might be to put frequent bicycle logos for the length of the section further out and without line marking, in both directions, to indicate bicycles’ right to be there and endorse the taking of the lane.  Further discussion between Council and MASSBUG is required to agree on a suitable solution for this section.

2. Pedestrian Crossing

2.1. We note that the pedestrian crossing is shown without any indication that it is a raised threshold crossing.  We strongly support the promised raised threshold crossing and the shown removal of the central refuge.

3. Line Marking 

3.1. To achieve the maximum traffic calming benefit it provides, we request that there be no centreline marked except as necessary on the approach to roundabouts.

3.2. We support the use of C1 MOD line marking for the parking lane and E1 MOD for the bicycle lane, subject to consistency with the line marking specifications in the new RTA Bicycle Guidelines when released.

4. Speed Limit

4.1. Residents and MASSBUG were unanimous in their wish for the speed limit on Wilson Street to be reduced to 40kph (ref letter of 29/1/02), consistent with the speed limit just around the corner in Burren Street.  This will also enhance the project aims of traffic calming and improve safety for residents and cyclists alike.

5. Blisters

5.1. The size and design of the existing blister at Queen Street makes it difficult and dangerous for cyclists turning left from Queen Street into Wilson Street, not leaving enough room for the turn and forcing them too far out into the traffic lane.  This needs to be taken back slightly and/or have the camber improved.

5.2. The blister at the southwestern part of the roundabout at Golden Grove Street should have a bicycle by-pass built in, similar to the illustrations on pages 44 and 45 of Austroads 14 (1999 edition).  Most westbound motor traffic at this roundabout comes from Golden Grove, turning right into Wilson Street, whereas most bicycle traffic is straight through.  This can cause conflicts as the faster moving cars, taking the roundabout wide, catch up with cyclists exiting the roundabout because the blister forces them into the path which the motor vehicles are taking.  A by-pass of this blister would be a significant safety improvement, and should be complemented by a small triangular blister on the western side, bringing cyclists back to out to the bicycle lane but preventing cars parking hard up against the first blister.  An illustration is attached.

6. Resurfacing

6.1. We understand that the plan is to resurface the entire section of Wilson Street.  We support the resurfacing, since the layout changes would place the line of travel for bicycles travelling eastbound directly over the concrete/asphalt join line.

7. Footpath Pram Ramps

7.1. We note that pram ramps have been marked in some places, but not all.  With the project’s aim of improving pedestrian amenity, undoubtedly installing pram ramps at all intersections should be included.  They might also be of increased importance if riders under 12 (and their families) choose to ride on the footpath after the changes.  The joint resident-massbug letter to SSCC of 29th January 2002 called for “kerb ramps to be provided where currently not existing (on northern and southern footpaths)”.  Locations that are missing pram ramps on the plans provided are:

· Jack Haynes Reserve, northern side (paired with southern side & refuge cut) 

· Burren Street roundabout, south eastern corner

· Pine Street intersection, on both sides

· Fitzroy Street intersection, both sides

· Queen Street intersection, both sides 

· Forbes Street intersection, both sides

· Forbes Lane intersection, both sides

8. North Eveleigh Railyard Development

8.1. We note that the driveway from the north Eveleigh railyards are not depicted on the plans, and will in future become a significant intersection, even with the good work that South Sydney Council is doing to minimise car use in the development.  This future intersection should be taken into account in the plans.  Immediate measures should be taken to improve sight lines of exiting traffic.

9. Regulatory Signs

9.1. We request at this stage that there be no use of regulatory sign R7-1-4 (bike logo + “lane”).

In summary, we support the plans, provided that:

· if carriageway width narrows below 13.6m, traffic lanes will be reduced first, and “bicycle” lanes alongside parking will never be less than 1.8m;

· the 12.8m section needs further discussion to reach an agreeable solution;

· the pedestrian crossing is a raised threshold and resurfacing is included;

· centrelines will only be used at approaches to intersections;

· the speed limit will be reduced to 40k/h;

· blisters are improved and missing pram ramps installed;

· the railyard intersection is adequately dealt with.

We also look forward to the development of links to and from Wilson Street in accordance with desire lines, as part of the implementation of the bike plan in the near future.

Representatives of MASSBUG look forward to meeting with officers of council to discuss the 12.8m section resolution, and any other issues that require discussion.

Thank you again for the opportunity to be involved in the development of the plans.
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