
Where Bikes are Many
but Helmets are Few
By Colin Grigg

During a recent visit to Europe, I was based at Teikyo
University in Maastricht, the Netherlands. Here, the
bicycle is a major means of transport. In various parts of
the City of Maastricht, e.g., outside the railway station,
there are huge clusters of “parked” bicycles. Many are
chained to bridges and lamp posts. 

People can be seen entering and leaving some office
buildings accompanied by their bicycle. Public
buildings, parking facilities and public transport are all
designed and organised with two-wheelers in mind.

Australian Road
Regulatory Agencies

A Tale of Eight Jurisdictions 

by Anthony Carey

Early last century summary decisions were made by individual
engineers in the employ of state instrumentalities on the
selection of railway gauges. Influenced by a variety of reasons
including existing systems in their birth countries and the cost
of construction, separate gauges were developed randomly. In
those times it is understandable such decisions were enacted
outside the vision of a National Context.

It was not until much later that interstate rail connections had
to be aligned and we are still struggling with the national
railway construction to bring this up to a first world standard.

There are in Australia now eight jurisdictions, six states and
two territories whose Road Regulatory Agencies control and
determine road governance standards within their borders.
Many of these standards are patently different, in many areas
local policies are conflicting and more significantly there is a
no man’s land separating these policies.

Suppliers and contractors to the industry experience frustration
and inconvenience but accept it as the cost of doing business
under the interstate partition system. The agencies write and
initiate their design guide rules separately drawing from their
own staff expertise, other source documents written abroad as
well as documents written by Standards Australia.

State Agencies are represented in the Austroads Group, a body
comprising personnel from Australian and New Zealand
instrumentalities. Many talented people work diligently within
the group but the entity itself produces advisory documents
and personnel are not empowered to bring about any form of
direct compliance. 

The reality then is that Conformity or close Harmonization of
standards in Road Governance is not mandatory in the
National Arena. Nowhere is this more apparent than in
deployment of Road Safety Appurtenances. Each new device
has to be [the photo below may be omitted if space is short or
difficult] ?submitted to each state agency separately for
acceptance. Some states may pass it, some may not. The
criteria vary despite the Standard compliance. This road
furniture, as it is described in our industry, is a vital life saving
and injury reducing component of road safety design systems.

So many other National Industry areas of compliance have
been effected successfully between the states and territories for
the public benefit. It ought be done in the Road Construction
and Maintenance industry too. Given that the road system is
our greatest national asset, it is time for the Federal
Government to enshrine a National Structure to bring about
safer roads, couple this with existing programs, fund the
structure adequately to harness expertise, reduce duplication,
give the national standards some teeth and bring to the fore
policies and vision more in line with 21st century practice. 
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