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(A part of) the Quarryman'’s Trail Cycleway story




Quarryman'’s Trail Major Cycle Route




The problem
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Alternative designse

« Milton Street: two-way not suitable

e Reduced cross-section widths/removal of
horizontal separation?
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Alternative route® \Add‘”g“’” and CBD
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Alternative route?

Imagery: Google
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Alternative route facllity type

Side road (priority-controlled)
Non-residential access




Options Assessment

Cycling

o Safety

e Comfort
 Coherence
* Directness
» Connectivity

Community

» Local business impacts

* Local resident impacts

» Operational and network impacts

Project
 Ease of construction and costs

* Land requirements/
easements/other agreements
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ONE-WAY CYCLEWAYS - NO PARKING
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ONE-WAY CYCLEWAYS, COMPROMISED DESIGN - PARKING ONE SIDE
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Crash Risk Assessment — Separated Cycleway

Options Tool (SCOT)

Crash types assessed:
* Residential driveways
« Commercial driveways
» Side roads

Crash types not assessed:
» Signalised intersections (protected phase)

YL TRANSpORT TECHNICAL NOTE

1. Introduction

The ‘separated Cycleway oprsons ool (SO0T) was developad 10 parmially address some of the gaps identified in Stage 1 of
the Oyclimg Meraark Cuidance project relating o separated oycleways

Regardless of 05 current or evambual aciuracy, It 1s not inended that SCOT be used as the sale deciding factor reganding
the farm of weparated cpcleway, It should form part of a multi-ormena analysis.  There will be ather factars to consider
bevomd those covered n the ol including how 4 particular secon Conmects o the greater route ar each end and the
physical canstraims of sccommodating the oyclevways within the existing conmdor

SCOT 15 imendad as an incenim quidance oal, it is expacred that it be improved after more separaned cpdlaways have bean
constracted amd evaluzted m New Fealand

SCOT has been developed based an professsanal jucdgement by experienced practmaness and i 15 10 be used as inmerem
guidanze by the industry

https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/Walking-Cycling-and-Public-Transport/docs/cycling-
network-guidance/tech-notes/TN0OO1-separated-cycleway-options-tool-april-2016.pdf




Crash Risk Assessment
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= Side Roads
= Commercial Driveways
® Residential Driveways

rash severity
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