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erikte
Sticky Note
Could we relocate this crossing point slightly to the north and provide a kerb cut down on the adjacent side of the road.  Cyclists could then be returned to the Birch Street on street cycle lanes (which show in GoogleEarth and I presume still exist).  This would likely serve less confident cyclists better, while still allowing more confident cyclists to connect directly to Birch Street.

The drop down kerb at Birch Street could also facilitate southbound cyclists to come off Wharf Street to avoid the narrowed section of road and perhaps better connect to the active mode bridge.
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Sticky Note
Appears to located okay, but may be worth a quick double check on path alignment to ensure it doesn't conflict with active mode bridge pier.  If you can, allow at least 500mm between pier and path edge.

erikte
Sticky Note
Same as the comment I made on the other sheet regarding path width.  

At this location the path width is too narrow for safe two way cycling also.  The advantage here however is that a shoulder exists which cyclists could use.  As for the options outlined on the other sheet it would be good to get a level of provision for northbound cyclists.  If on-road, that may require a posted speed limit reduction to 50km/hr.  Less would obviously be better, but given the road type, that's probably is desirable either.

Consistency in the solution with that north of the bridge ramps would be good as it will ensure a more consistent LOS for users.

erikte
Sticky Note
Inter-visibility between shared path users traveling east and users of the active mode bridge leaving the facility may be poor.  It may be worth double checking what is required to make this safe.  You may need to nibble some road space from Birch Street to veer the new facility away from the ramps connection to the footpath.

erikte
Sticky Note
It may be worth having a drop kerb here for southbound cyclists who wish to ride on road.   Such cyclists could either come from the active mode bridge, or be left turners from Birch Street (who wish to avoid being pinched by the narrower lane on the Wharf Street, or by left turning vehicles existing Birch Street).

erikte
Sticky Note
Appreciate it effectively results in the vegetation strip being too narrow, but it would be good to look at reallocating available space if possible, as a shared path of 2.8 is very narrow.

General note: where paths are less than 3.0m in width, lane discipline will be important, to encourage this, centre line markings would be recommended

erikte
Sticky Note
There are multiple lamp columns here.  From what I can tell, it appears that they may be on your path at this location.  

At 2m, you will not be able to provide any tolerance for the safe passing of oncoming cyclists (noting their 1m envelopes).  Any hazard (e.g. lamp column, or kerb line) will further reduce the available space due to cyclists shying away from such things.

erikte
Sticky Note
Any plans for how this will connect beyond?  If the existing footpath is width enough, would it be possible to mark as a shared path on the expectation that when the opportunity arises, this too will be upgraded? 
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Sticky Note
Appreciate this will likely be the extent of the rehab works, but ending at a 2.4m wide shared path could pose a safety risk.

Austroads ascribes cyclists with a 1.0m design envelope.  To enable opposing cyclists to safely (and comfortably) pass one another, and to ensure that northbound cyclists can avoid entanglement in the railway land fence, additional room over and above that proposed will be required.  Insufficient width could lead to southbound cyclists overhanging the kerb line and into the adjacent live lane, and/or head-on crashes between cyclists.

At first glance there appears to be three options to resolve:
Drop northbound cyclists on road (care will be required that they don't get squeezed at the first left hand bend, and that they can can access to the road without posing a risk to southbound cyclists)
Widen the path to a logical terminus (most likely the railway overbridge)
Set the existing railway land fence back (and if possible, widen the path to meet it)

A fourth option could possibly exist whereby southbound cyclists are catered for on the eastern side of the road given the shoulder width available.  However the layout of the Fryatt Street intersection makes a solution there less obvious.

It would also be good to consider how southbound cyclists access the facility if the shared path terminates mid-block.
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