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Background to the Study Q O Q

“Increasing cycling requires better behaved drivers”

“At war with the motorist”

“Cyclists v motorists: 1t’s war”
Y

“"Motorists and cyclists at loggerheads”
“Tensions mount between cyclists, motorists”

“Crash sparks call for better cycling infrastructure”
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Background to the Study

i | i Government

Transport for Canberra

aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ty

2012-2031

NRMA - ACT
ROAD
SAFETY
TRUST

. et A >
i
. " w 4
=
L i /

ROAD SAFETY o—

It's Everyone’s Responsibility

To identify a sfrategy to promote safer cycling & safer interaction
between cyclists & otherroad & path users throughout the ACT.
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Data Analysis (Stage 1) C% Céyg) C%

ACT Police Data
« 5years of data between 2005-2009
« /28 bicycle crashes

Hospital Data
« Canberra Hospital Emergency Department
« 5years of data (2001-03 / 2006-07)
« 2,102 crashes
« Crashes in transport-related environment difficult to isolate
« Data with insufficient information was removed
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Data Issues @& C% é?g)

Police Data

« Under-representation of off-road crashes

« Litfle iInformation on crashes resulting in
less serious injury

Hospital Data

 Limited information about crash details
(e.g. crash location)

 Eliminated records

Comparing Data

« No cross matching of datasets

« Different definitions

« Noft unigue to the ACT / this study
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What the Hospital data tells us
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Crash Characteristics (Police Data) Q Q

RUNM Code Number of Crashes Indicative diagram
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Consultation (Stage 2)




Structured Discussion Format

Salience of road / cycling safety in issues agenda

Benefits of & barriers 1o cycling parficipation

Awareness & understanding of cycling issues

‘cyclists’ versus ‘bike riders’

Attitudes toward cycling

Responsibility for cycling safety messages

Recall / discussion of previous cycling safety campaigns

Interaction of pedestrians & cyclists on shared paths
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Development of Initiatives (Stage 3)

Aim: To respond to the issues and ideas raised in sfage 1 & 2

Cost Estimate Potential Safety Benefits Cost Estimate
(Hard Infrastructure) High  Medium  Low (Hard Infrastructure)

< $200,000 Low Priority 1  Priority1  Priority 2 Low <$100,000
sz’%%g’%%é Medium  Priorityl Priority2 Priority3 Medium 55150(%?(?(;)0_
> $1,000,000 High Priority 2  Priority 3  Priority 3 High > $500,000
- Project Feasibility
Priority _ _
High Medium Low
Priority 1 Short Term Short Term Medium Term
Priority 2 Short Term Medium Term Long Term
Priority 3 Medium Term Long Term Unlikely to Proceed



Hard Infrastructure Initiatives

ila — Upgrade bicycle infrastructure at major

. i HIGH HIGH
intersections
!1b - Upg_rade bicycle infrastructure at minor HIGH HIGH
intersections

d ded d bicycle inf / \
i2 — Provide more dedicated bicycle infrastructure HIGH /" \<<,
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i3 — Complete key missing links in the bicycle $
network Hy @Q’ AGH
i4 — Increase separation between bike riders in O“ M MEDIUM
bicycle lanes and cars O 6/
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i6— Imple_ment traffic calmjp~ Aehlcle HIGH MEDIUM
speed limits /
i7 —Implement low speed zo’nes on shared paths MEDIUM LOW
i8 — Adopt a regular path maintenance program MEDIUM LOW
i9 — Report-a-hazard smart phone application MEDIUM LOW

O GO &GO

‘A
7 »

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

MEDIUM

HIGH

MEDIUM
TERM

MEDIUM
TERM

MEDIUM
TERM

MEDIUM
TERM

MEDIUM
TERM

MEDIUM
TERM

SHORT
TERM

SHORT
TERM

SHORT
TERM

SHORT
TERM

GTAconsultants



Potential -

Soft Infrastructure Initiatives P ?
el — Develop an effective advertising campaign MEDIUM ,,/ \./ 3, HIGH MEDIUM
to promote safer cycling }%Q\Q«/ TERM
X
e2 — Develop an information guide for bike /$« SHORT
riders in the ACT L%&@Q' ﬁw 2 Al TERM
<
e3 — Provide subsidised training courses for bi 60“ , HIGH 5 MEDIUM MEDIUM
riders , '\,\O /,.o TERM
C

. 7 Nk MEDIUM
e4 — Road rule review and ame 5\) 7 MEDIUM LOW 1 LOW Sy
e5 —Increase road ( /nce MEDIUM MEDIUM 2 HIGH S'I'Flli(I:IT/IT
e6 — Develop and promote a shared path code- SHORT
of-conduct Low Low 2 HIGH TERM

. .. LONG
e7 — Improve cycling data collection in the ACT LOW MEDIUM 3 LOW TERM
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19 — Report-a-hazard smart phone application

C' | © www.canberraconnect.act.gov.au/Services/f/fix-my-street

Skip navigation | Accessibility | Contactus | Help

C anb erra Connecting you withthe
connect AcTGovernment

YOUR ACT GOVERNMENT GATEWAY TO ONLINE SERVICES — WHAT THEY ARE, HOW MUCH THEY COST AND HOW TO PAY

© This site (services)

Payments
Bookings
Business
Individuals
Payments
Services

FAQ

Feedback and
Complaints

ACT Government
Directory

Damaged road/pavement
201172010
Graffiti

| 211010
Damaged road/pavement
21mone

Q Browse this site by topic or index

@ information gateway ~ ® AIl ACT Gov sites  Advanced Search

Home. Payments Bookings Services

Heme > Brovse > Individusls > City Servicss and Utilitias > Fix My Straat

Fix My Street

Fix My Street is an online reporting facility which provides direct contact to ACT Government Agencies for the reporting of municipal
service requests. Residents can submit their requests anonymously or they may create an account on the system which will allow
them track the progress of their request.

Issues that can be reported via this facility include abandoned vehicles, noise pollution, graffiti, streetlight issues, damaged
footpaths and cycle paths, potholes, illegal dumping and much more.

For more information visit Fix My Street.

Cost

No cost.

Service options Payment Details

Online Report an Issue

Canberra Connect Contact Centre - Territory and Municipal Services Directorate

Postal Hours:  Mon:
Canberra Connect - Territory and Municipal Services
Directorate

GPO Box 158

Canberra ACT 2601

07:00am - 08:00pm
Tues: 07:00am - 08:00pm

07:00am - 08:00pm

07:00am - 08:00pm
Fri  07:00am - 08:00pm
Sat: 08:00am - 05:00pm
Sun: 03:00am - 05:00pm

Phone: 13 22 81

Website: http://www.canberraconnect.act.gov.au

Report from Snap Send Soive

| have created an incident report in your

Send Solve iPhone app.

Notes:
When: 03/12/2010

" Incident Type: Gralfiti

Address: Quoer y ?

g g _ Location (see map below): Queens W
3182, Australia
Notes: Ugly graffiti

A photo is attached below the map.
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together we can build
a better bike network
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ed — Increase road rule compliance

“riding through red lights is frequently cited as the cyclist behaviour that most
annoys drivers and is perceived as typical behaviour” (Johnson et al, 2010)




Next Steps O O O Q

« Current conditions and planning in the ACT

« Best practice and experience, including specific
literature review for each initiative

« Selection of pilot study locations and / or
identification of the target audience

« Cost benefit analysis

« Develop an implementation strategy

 How to determine success factors

» |dentification of supportive initiatives required
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Peter Strang

Canberra Manager
Canberra—(02) 6263 9400

Sarah Court

Transport Consultant
Sydney — (02) 8448 1800
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