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Collective Risk
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High Benefit Speed Management
Top 10% DSi Saving Network Sections

Challenging Conversation
Engineer Up - Urban
Engineer Up - Safe System Transformation

Engineer Up - Supporting Treatment

First 10% Interventions

Challenging Conversations

Engineer Up - Urban

Engineer Up - Safe System Transformation
Engineer Up - Supporting Treatment

Self Explaining - Reduce Spead Limit

Second 10% Interventions

Challenging Conversations

Engineer Up - Urban

Engineer Up - Safe System Transformation
Engineer Up - Supporting Treatment

Self Explaining - Reduce Speed Limit

Potential Speed Increase
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Residential traffic calmed areas
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Unsealed/winding/narrow rural roads
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ycling Network
uidance (CNG)

https://nzta.qovt.nz/cnqg
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Cycling network guidance

CNG home Site map Planning ¢ g network Designing a cycling facility More s

Evaluating and monitoring
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Cycling network guidance - planning and design
Trials underway and rules changes
What provision should be made for people cycling within our transport network, and where?

Cycling Network Guidance - planning and design (CNG) aims to promote a consistent, best-
practice approach to cycling network and route planning throughout New Zealand. It sets outa
principles-based process for deciding what cycling provision is desirable, and provides best-

practice guidance for the design of cycleways. What's new

The figure below provides an overview of the CNG’s content.
Guidance notes and tools
Planning a cycling network or route

HUB
Context Principles Process
Designing a cycling facility
Design Peer review and Supporting
guidance road safety audit infrastructure

CNG wins Highly Commended at
Bike to the Future Awards"”

Information to support planning and design

Case studies
lessons learnt

Evaluating
and monitoring

Trials underway and
rules programme

Overall the guidance provides the essential ingredients of good planning and design but also
encourages innovation!

The guidance is not solely for ‘cycle-specific’ projects; it also adds value to planning and design
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Choice of cycleway type ..
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Neighbourhood Greenways

Comprehensive signage & markings
Make people aware of route and its destinations s =

Intersection controls that slow/divert traffic
e.g. mini-roundabouts, one-way entrances

Facilities to assist crossing busy roads
e.g. central islands, traffic signals

Lower speed limits along route (30-40km/h)
Mid-block devices to slow down or restrict traffic (humps, islands)

Where necessary, short lengths of pathway or cycle track
to help “join the dots




1-way vs 2-way Cycleways

Safety vs practicality:

2-way same-side facilities have a greater crash risk if there

are side roads and driveways

Two 1-way facilities each side can take up more width

Don't want wrong-way downhill

Good sightlines + platforms help [ﬁl' — o
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CNG has a tool to help S
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calculate the relative risk e
. Wrongway cycling: With flow cycling:
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Separated cycleway design issues

CNG: Designing a cycling facility > Between

Side roads and driveways intersections > Separated cycleways >

Bend in or out?

Choice of separator or protection

Contra-flow cycleway treatments?

Choice of separator:
Width/height of separator
Permeability
Conspicuity and aesthetics |= = s
Temporary/permanent ...etc |— =~ —— == =~ = —
Refer to selection matrix > |=—— .
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Thank you, are there any questions?




We share more knowledge on

STRADA




