DOCUMENT 3

55 From: 68—
- QUL SEOPE === S
/Subject: Stephen Tce/ Ninth Ave St Peter's Road Restrictions
ate: Friday, 5 March 2021 1:24:51 PM

and I have just been notified by a deeply concerned resident of @' o of the proposed changes to
the intersection

'@m = to say that we are also deeply concerned is a gross
understatefient

The logic and hind the proposal is totally baffling and the resulting impact on the adjacent streets will be
very considerablebut just as importantly, the total lack of consultation and communication with local residents
likely to be affect t 30 disappointing,

There are so many as is that need to be discussed but I'll just highlight one at the moment. The
objective to improve the f cyclists is supported by everyone but this proposal actually encourages
cyclists to come onto roads, trying to.share with vehicles, when there is a dedicated cycling path within a couple
of hundred meters. This cmcn%cs almost all the arcas necessary

I beleve there may have been a noti¢€ of the proposal on a government website, and I understand the closing
date for any submissions is this Sun arch

But is this really good enough ? Would i been too much to ask for the relevant Government Dept involved
to call a public meeting to discuss the propo ding a justification of the need, their assessment of the

likely impact on the surrounding areas and ity for the local residents to consider the proposals in
depth and subsequently give their feedback

Governments and politicians at all level are expcn% serious lack of confidence, appreciation and most
importantly, trust, from the general public at the momet. These feelings are reinforced when we feel that we
are being taken for granted, if not treated with contempt

I sincerely request that a proper and detailed consultation prcé;:w take place and that the Government be
“big enough” to scrap the proposal if that is the outcome
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%arch 202,80 ——

ou regarding the intersection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

wr

DISC

On 12 Fe 2021, DIT in collaboration with the City of Norwood Payneham & St
Peters dispafched a notification (Attachment 1) seeking community feedback on the
proposal to i ve safety for pedestrians and cyclists through the installation of a
bicycle refuge intersection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

The community tion period was for three weeks and the notification was
dispatched to a cat t area surrounding the project location to approximately 500
properties. The letter chment area is indicated in the map overleaf.

The consultation period wq@n extended to enable a wider cycling community outside
the catchment zone to provide feedback for an additional three weeks, while still allowing
feedback submissions from ip=the catchment zone.

Over the six week period a tot 169 submissions were received via the project
website, email, telephone calls an 143 of those submissions were negative, or
not in support of the project, with 16 ive, or in support of the project.

A summary of the consultation o es is provided for your information
(Attachment 2).
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DOCUMENT 5

From: o — '
To: OUT OF SCOPE DIL:Minister Wingard
/ Subject: "t avenue and Stephen Tce proposal
@m: Friday, 5 March 2021 9:21:33 PM
inister Wingard
I \:;nl:@m with some significant concerns regarding a proposal to amend the Ninth Ave & Stephen Tce
inj a resident of @w—-— and am disappointed to only now being made aware of this
through etter drop from concerned nearby residents. No notice from DIT on a proposal which would

significantly incrgase vehicular traffic on our street?!?! That just shouldn’t happen.

Please consider ack (noting that I am also a regular bike rider so appreciate bikes being considered or
prioritised however is just the wrong outcome):

Firstly, do we have a rstanding of demand and current cyclist utilisation? I think not; it appears we are
blindly looking to connegt ent upgrade where sharrows (which cause more confusion than anything) were
added to Ninth Ave.

Money would be better spent o@g in sorting out the poorest connection of the shared use path on linear

park (Battams Rd to Winchester St), Jhis is the most confusing and disorganised section of the entire linear
path. Diverting bikes to Ninth Ave ss a road operating at arterial capacity in peaks (Stephen Tee) is a
poor outcome, particularly when suc! t alternative exists. It’s not every day that bridges or cycle
underpasses already exists!! Just get the giyiyctions right.

Safety for bikes is better “off” busy roads'entlthat is much better than simply prioritising bike movements on

existing roads. This is a rare opportunity to @ fith the existing amazing linear park/ path asset and finalise/
formalise this missing link. o
Also, more information is needed on what the i

running is increasing already on what have traditiondlly
are clogged; exacerbating this issue by restricting key Tight turn movements will be a poor outcome.

The time to act appropriately is now and ticking the box émcing cycling moments in a street (when a far
superior option exists) is not appropriate.

n quiet residential streets, This tells you the arterials

Zero “direct’ consultation with surrounding streets is the sign of ﬁm%s. Not keen for actual feedback??

ﬁ with no impact on vehicle
Please consider this feedback and make the right calls going forward. /‘@

Take a moment to be strategic and you will see a better and safer ¢
movements in already stressed intersections at peaks.

Regards

Sent from my iPhone /O



DOCUMENT 7

row 8

To: DIT:Minister Wingard
/suh]act: Ninth Ave- Stephen Tce "upgrade”
Gi\mz Friday, 5 March 2021 9:18:17 PM
&

@.r Minister Wingard

I %Xou with some significant concerns regarding a proposal to amend the Ninth Ave
S

& Tce intersection. 5 and am disappointed to only
now b e aware of this through a local letter drop from concerned nearby residents.
No notic€ from DIT on a proposal which would significantly increase vehicular traffic on

our strect‘?l@at just shouldn’t happen.

Please consider eedback (noting that T am also a regular bike rider so appreciate bikes
being considere oritised however this is just the wrong outcome):

Firstly, do we have %derstanding of demand and current cyclist utilisation? I think
not; it appears we are Blindly looking to connect a recent upgrade where sharrows (which
cause more confusion ing) were added to Ninth Ave.

Money would be better spsrﬁ‘ ipvesting in sorting out the poorest connection of the
shared use path on linear park s Rd to Winchester St). This is the most confusing
and disorganised section of the linear path. Diverting bikes to Ninth Ave and across
a road operating at arterial capaci s (Stephen Tce) is a poor outcome, particularly
when such a great alternative existsw; every day that bridges or cycle underpasses
already exists!! Just get the connectio
Safety for bikes is better “off” busy roa that is much better than simply prioritising
bike movements on existing roads. This is opportunity to work with the existing
amazing linear park/ path asset and finalise/formalise this missing link.

Also, more information is needed on what the g is telling you will happen to the
nearby streets. Rat-running is increasing already on what have traditionally been quiet
residential streets. This tells you the arterials are cl exacerbating this issue by
restricting key right tum movements will be a poor ou
The time to act appropriately is now and ticking the box:
a street (when a far superior option exists) is not appropri

ancing cycling moments in

e

Zero ‘direct’ consultation with surrounding streets is the sign r process. Not keen
for actual feedback??

Take a moment to be strategic and you will see a better and safer %m with no
impact on vehicle movements in already stressed intersections at peaKs?

Please consider this feedback and make the right calls going forward. O

Bl %
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e
9
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Get Qutlook for jOS
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%SUE:

March 2021,!@ B s R wrote to you regarding the
i ion of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

DIS ON:
On 12 ary 2021, DIT in collaboration with the City of Norwood Payneham & St
Peters dis d a notification (Attachment 1) seeking community feedback on the

proposal t prove safety for pedestrians and cyclists through the installation of a
bicycle refuge e intersection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

The community ultation period was for three weeks and the notification was
dispatched to a ca t area surrounding the project location to approximately 500
properties. The lette tchment area is indicated in the map overleaf.

The consultation period‘ﬂ;% then extended to enable a wider cycling community outside
the catchment zone to proyi edback for an additional three weeks, while still allowing
feedback submissions from withip the catchment zone.

Over the six week period a t@c)f 159 submissions were received via the project
website, email, telephone calls a ost. 143 of those submissions were negative, or
not in support of the project, with 1 @iye, or in support of the project.

A summary of the consultation @omas is provided for your information
(Attachment 2).
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DOCUMENT 9

From: T —
j@ To “DIT: ;OUT OF SCOPE|

/@.lo:hjectz @H:posedsafatylmmerb-mnﬂlmeandsmp?mmestm

ate: Sunday, 7 March 2021 4:35:58 PM

%ﬁ:ernoon,

I wri h great concern regarding the proposed blockage of entrance (right turn) to Ninth Ave

from St ce in St Peters.
B

Over the past 12 mor@' hth Ave has become more of a race track for hoon drivers and other
unthinking motorists tedfing through at high speed in a manner that is a serious risk to the public
— particularly young childre nd, such a measure will only exacerbate the problem and increase
the incidence of such reckless?b@viour‘ Eighth Ave was already used as a short cut

thoroughfare between Ascot Av Stephen Tce (Seventh Ave not being as popular a route), so
that tendency will also worsen i n were to go ahead.
The proposal presents itself as yet an ample of a senseless unwarranted measure to

benefit the few, at the expense of man o

| understand that the primary reason for th%sed infrastructure is to assist cyclists to cross
the intersection during peak traffic times. If so,%his measure will give rise to significant
inconvenience to local residents of adjacent stree h as ours, for the benefit of those who
likely do not even live in the area. If crossing Stephevﬁ‘,\ or indeed any other traffic concerns
were such an issue for the small number of cyclists that through, then they should instead
consider a small deviation to the nearby bike track along jver and enjoy no traffic at all? As
such, 1 find it hard to believe that cyclist concern is the tru t for this proposal.

| would also strongly argue that there are far more voters whcgﬁ! adversely affected by this
proposed change, than the number of cyclists who may benefit (if#fiafis the case). Not a good
political decision.

Furthermore, when | originally became aware of this proposal via writt? & from a nearby
@,,__,, neighbour, my first thought that this was yet another exa the
disproportionate favouritism provided to the residents of Ninth Ave in a man further
reward then for the small 3 week period of “community benefit” arising from t@nua!
Christmas lights. That benefit/service seems to favour far more people from outside
community, than those who are from within. As the Government would be aware, thi; when
el

less than half of the residents in their street actually make any effort to display decora
of note during that short three week period.

In recognition of this, Ninth Ave residents enjoy footpath paving for the full length of their stréet,
council plantings and manicured council strips next to road intersections, improved street
lighting, etc. In recent years during the Christmas period the lights themselves have attracted (9

e



$ excessive and unwanted vehicle and foot traffic late into the evening, along with loud and anti-
@ social behaviour. So the Christmas lights may not be such a great idea after all and notably, the
/number of houses taking part has been reducing annually.
® ite of my suspicion above that the intended benefit of the proposal may have been for Ninth
idents, it seems as though that may not have been the case either, since | have also
re &etailed correspondence from a resident of Ninth Ave who represents a concerned

grou is neighbours who are also against the proposed change as well. In his document,
amongs things he indicated that they had been told the State Govt had consulted the
etM

Council, or -as denied that is the case.

This therefore bé€gsihe question as to who is actually behind this proposal and what their true
motives really a upon my own thoughts and observations, which are supported by the
statements made eighbours that have written to ourselves and all other residents in
adjoining streets, it pear that the answers are completely unclear and therefore entirely
unjustifiable. There is n&"doubt {q my mind that if this proposal were to proceed, then it would

give rise to causing far mor nificant problems to multiple residents, than it is suggested to be

solving. /‘

What the Govt should be lookin ead is to address the chaotic build up of traffic and
congestion at the Stephen Tce/Wal le Tce intersection during peak times of day, including
school drop off and pick up times. I'm @clists will have no trouble crossing Stephen Tce at
these times, since Stephen Tce is more of; rking lot of stationary vehicles for long periods.

My strong recommendation is that this pro;@ axed immediately and that in future, the

necessary associated cost/benefit/risk analysis e undertaken in conjunction with adequate
consultation with all relevant stakeholders who h interest in the matter, to avoid such a

misguided decision. /')
Kind regards 06
)

8-
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T

E:

CQ arch 2021,|§' T wrote to you regarding the intersection of Ninth Avenue
an hen Terrace, St Peters.

DISC

On 12 Fe 2021, DIT in collaboration with the City of Norwood Payneham & St
Peters dispatched a notification (Attachment 1) seeking community feedback on the
proposal to impfove safety for pedestrians and cyclists through the installation of a
bicycle refuge intersection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

The community o@?&tion period was for three weeks and the notification was
dispatched to a cat t area surrounding the project location to approximately 500
properties. The Ieﬂerb&chment area is indicated in the map overleaf.

The consultation period wy@ extended to enable a wider cycling community outside
the catchment zone to provide feedback for an additional three weeks, while still allowing

feedback submissions from ip-the catchment zone.

Over the six week period a tot 159 submissions were received via the project
website, emalil, telephone calls an 143 of those submissions were negative, or
not in support of the project, with 16 ive, or in support of the project.

A summary of the consultation outoome@rovided for your information (Attachment
2).

For Official Use Only

This document and its contents may contain confidential information and may be subject {o legal professional privilege or’
public interest immunity. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, disclosure or reproduction is prohibited.

Page 2 of 3



A
P .,
) S Se s
»F
R o .
4 g
4 "
i, _- g £
h . )
N . 5
e N ™
Y 4 %
" .
. % 3
. S, P g .
- B &
s
P . . - 2 ¢
-, P b
., ., 4
. * Sl
-, A
°. < " “
4 R y
- - .'. 3 "
e . 4 .
s 2
N D s
oy Nt "
- - e 3 ®,
\ 0
g o g
, et s e
N 3 o
e SN
AL
¥ Ny
> 2 . J
W .

3 AN
A SR S o
A SN N
. AN

. S
o Pt 5 ¢
¥ P i /
R . e g
L g e
. LR A
&) o >y
. 4 <)
o LA
4 ~ o,
\ 4 o ey
¥ . Y 2 D N
WNONLTNG » N
A LR .
N e
BN Y
- N’
€ O
3
:
. ¥ J
> 4
v S ~
.-)l '..

RECOMMENDATION: That you conside@ﬁached draft letter of response.
SENSITIVE: N/A

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: N/A /("
MEDIA: N/A

%
/f‘
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS: N/A

%

(approved) 9
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR é :
TRANSPORT PROJECT DELIVERY O
12/4 /2021 é
Phone Number F __7
Mobile SR

(4D
ATTACHMENTS \-‘,X

KNet 16595079 | Community consultation notification (Attachment 1)
KNet 16884373 | Community consultation outcomes summary (Attachment 2) j a
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DOCUMENT 12

Aoril 2021

hen Terrace and Ninth Avenue

PeﬁD@strian/Cyclists Improvements
Commugity Consultation Summary

On 12 February, 2021, Ti?partment for Infrastructure and Transport (the Department), in collaboration with
the City of Norwood Pay St Peters sent out a community notification announcing a proposal to install
a bicycle refuge at the interseCtien of Stephen Terrace and Ninth Avenue, St. Peters.

The consultation period lasted for tm%s (from 12 February, 2021, until 7 March, 2021) and a notification
was sent to a catchment area surrdunding the project location to approximately 500 properties. Submissions
were received via the project webpagefeédback form, direct email, phone calls and through the post.

A total of 142 submissions were received n@ this period. Of those submissions, 136 were negative, or not
in support of the project, whilst 6 were p Gpand supported the project (see full summary report for
further details).

The Department extended the consultation periodtoghgble a wider cycling community outside the catchment
zone to provide feedback for an additional three weekS while still allowing feedback submissions from within
the catchment zone. For the additional three weeks f@? March, 2021 to 26 March, 2021, a further 17
submissions were received, Out of these submissions 7 negative and not in support of the project. 10
submissions were positive and in full support of the project.

The consultation over the 6 week period received a total of ISQ'UMssions with 143 being negative and not
supporting the project and 16 were positive and supported the pro

dit.sa.gov.au

Government BUILDING
Follow us on: ﬂ ﬂ m of South Australia WHAT MATTERS




DOCUMENT 13

February 2021

osed safety improvements for
ped@strians and cyclists

Intersec of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace,
St Peters ¢

Dear Resident/Business

The Department for Infrastru and Transport (the Department), in collaboration with the City of Norwood
Payneham & St Peters, is prop improve safety for pedestrians and cyclists through the installation of bicycle
and pedestrian crossing points on St?@ errace, St Peters.

The proposed project aligns with the Coungil's City-Wide Cycling Plan (December 2013) and links with the Council's
Ninth Avenue streetscape improvemen leted in 2018.

The project will provide safe crossing points estrians and cyclists on the Ninth Avenue to cross Stephen Terrace
by the removal of the:

e right turn for motor vehicles travellin Stephen Terrace into Ninth Avenue from the west and east
approaches;

e right turn for motor vehicles travelling fr
approaches; and

e ability for motor vehicles travelling on Ninth ue to cross the intersection. Only left turns in and left

turns out will be permitted when exiting Ninth Avw into Stephen Terrace.

Avenue into Stephen Terrace from the north and south

A draft concept plan is attached for your information. /‘

The Department is seeking feedback on this proposal until 5pm (u@y, 7 March 2021 via:

telephone: 1300 794 880

email: dit.communityrelations@sa.gov.au
the online feedback form at www.dit.sa.gov.au/stephenandni
retumning the enclosed form to DIT, Reply Paid 1533, ADELAID

Subject to the consultation, construction is scheduled to commence in the sec
to take two weeks, weather permitting.

5001 (no stamp required).
arter of 2021 and is anticipated

Safety for Vulnerable Road Users Program.

Kind regards O
Community and Stakeholder Engagement Team l

&
This $200 000 project forms part of the State Government's $1.4 million Cyclingéiedestn’an Safety - Improve

dit.sa.gov.au

Government BUILDING
Follow us on: ﬂ u m of South Australia WHAT MATTERS




Rer .of 04 <he right turn motor
vehicles travelli _rom Stephen
Terrace int~ , Sth» enue from
both west and e 5t approaches

Removal of the ability for motor vehicles
travelling on Ninth Avenue to cross the
intersecton, Only left turns in and left
ns out will be permitted when exiting

ith Avenue into Stephen Terrace

Remaval of the right turn for motor

vehicles travelling from Ninth
Avenue into Stephen Terrace from

both north and south approaches
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arch 2021,{6} P wrote to the Premier, the Hon Steven Marshall MP and
rding the intersection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

rs raised fall within your portfolio responsibilities you are responding on behalf

DISCUSSION:

On 12 Februa 1, DIT in collaboration with the City of Norwood Payneham & St
Peters dispatchéd & notification (Attachment 1) seeking community feedback on the
proposal to impro ty for pedestrians and cyclists through the installation of a
bicycle refuge at the ection of Ninth Avenue and Stephen Terrace, St Peters.

The community consulﬁl%n eriod was for three weeks and the notification was
dispatched to a catchmenuésurrounding the project location to approximately 500
properties. The letterbox catc[;npqnt area is indicated in the map overleaf.

The consultation period was t tended to enable a wider cycling community outside
the catchment zone to provide fe ck for an additional three weeks, while still allowing
feedback submissions from within Whment zone.

Over the six week period a total of @ ubmissions were received via the project
website, email, telephone calls and pos of those submissions were negative, or
not in support of the project, with 16 positi in support of the project.

A summary of the consultation outcom@‘ provided for your information
(Attachment 2). )‘
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RECOMMENDATION: That you considef%attached draft letter of response.
SENSITIVE: N/A
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: N/A

MEDIA: N/A

(approved)

%
PN
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS: N/A o/\g

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR %'

TRANSPORT PROJECT DELIVERY O

8/4 /2021

Phone Number
Mobile 6 O
ATTACHMENTS "

KNet 16595079 | Community consultation notification (Attachment 1) ?
KNet 16884373 | Community consultation outcomes summary (Attachment 2) (9
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DOCUMENT 15

Sunday 7" March 2021

The Hon l@ngard MP
Minister foFfhfrastructure and Transport

inisterwi .gov.au

Dear Minister, ‘




Cyclist safety Is lacking on Stephen Terrace.
| am are aware of DIT’s proposal for a single pedestrian aOcle refuge at the Ninth Avenue crossing.

While at least a single, narrow refuge will provide snmethlnfﬁv'a‘r cyclist and pedestrian safety, attempting

to cross Stephen Terrace at this point, it is lacking in a holistic h and solution for Stephen Terrace. Due
to the issues of “... lack of vehicle platooning...” and the higher ed, the traffic situation will
continue to be unsafe for pedestrians and cyclists attempting to cro hen Terrace. Please do not consider

that this single refuge Is all that Is required.

Stephen Terrace has narrow, appearing and disappearing ‘cycle lanes’. For le, at the entrance to
Stephen Terrace, travelling north-west from Nelson St, the cyclist lane disa when it is most necessary,
with cyclists put into the traffic mix with two lanes “zipper” merging, all within @ distance... allata

60km/hr speed limit. (‘f ¢







DOCUMENT 16

From: Resazs
'L IOUT OF SCOPF
RIT:Minister Wingard;
/ bject: The Stephen Terrace and Ninth Avenue [St Peters] Pedestrian/ Cyclist Improvement Road Project.
@:u: Saturday, 13 March 2021 3:22:05 PM

e

n: DIT Community Relations.

Re: en Terrace and Ninth Avenue [St Peters] Pedestrian/ Cyclist
Improvemient Road Project.

T support theiprovement of Stephen Terrace for pedestrians, cyclists and the local
community. n Terrace, with >25,000 vehicles per day, and only one lane/ both ways

sub-base maintai ¢ on Stephen Terrace is negatively impacting the local
community's well- ﬁd the neighbourhood amenity and safety of St Peters.

Issues with the proposal w

1) the proposed budget of Jrﬁoo,ooo, for the infrastructure pictured is either a)
grossly over exaggerated or, ere is project level fraud occurring, or ¢) if accurate
it means the $1.4m “Pedestri yelist improvement Program budget” is
insignificant and a token amou

road has beco %;ﬁrous road for users due to its poorly design, poor road surface and

At ~14% of the "State Government’s
Safety for Vulnerable Road Users Pro

illion Cycling and Pedestrian Safety - Improve
‘Program™)” - it either means, the budget is
accurate, therefore it Program will achieve little or DIT needs to better manage its
construction budgets if this is the case - somg”value engineering" needs to be

implemented. O

Please explain how this single section of raised ian strip and kerbing work can cost the
tax paying community $200,000, out of a very speciﬁ)gety budget? This issue needs to
be addressed. é

2) If the proposed “safe crossing point” is the same design @ talled at the intersection of

Williams Street and Fullaton Rd (see Picture) then the desigfl#€too narrow - for cyclists to
be safe.

OUT OF SCOPE|
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DOCUMENT 18

Loy
o wirks, Sivg oot Tom Nty uw URGENT vatesidon of Biree hir ot
Frictay, § March 2071 %2271 A

have expressed senous concems re thes proposal n\m——— and through nformal dacussons that led 10 a meeting of locals 1o discus.
R Local Councl officaals were irvied 1o that meeting
Below 15 a summary of issues raised n that forum
tly. the proposal 1o remove nght hand lutns and cross-overs clams. o have been done “in collabol ation with the Ciy of Norwood Payneham and St Peters®
eet meetng of residents the Mayor of KPSP, Robent Bria, Councilors Evonne Moore and Kester Moorhouse tevealed that they were not aware of the proposal and that DIT ofier

Deat Munvster,
@ The Dqsmm'm of Infrastructure and Transport (DIT) ksts o rpadworks proposal o Stephen Termace/Ninth Avenue St Peters on s proposed roadworks page on the DIT wetsie

websde also states that the proposed works align with the Councll's City-Wide Cyching Plan of 2013
d on the NPSP webrsite, makes no mention of thes proposal it recommends pedestnans and cycling refuges every 400m on Stephen Tce There s aleady a refuge

B no mention of an annual commundy event that has grown in recent years (The Ninth Avenue Chrztmas Lights Dizplay) €13 assumed that DIT has not consuled

with SAP(] nues n By way ol b the pedestnan and car movements m December are in the thouzands cach week and SAPOL attends on
weekends 1o manage traffic that banks up for a kiometre In each drechon Without a raffic management astessment involvng SAPOL. DIT and NPSP Council, the
propozal may public safety implications.

Finaly, 1 fnod ot the lack of consultation. Only one person has any recobiection of seeng DI adwee and we only became aware of £ when a resdent noticed 4 on B
webtie s the g al the meeting Ihat not only shoukd we be cofsulted, but that the resdents of Exght and Tenth Avences should o be contacied so that

drvened into thes streets

on Sunday March 7ih

extend the peried of consultation undertake 10 wite 10 o residents and larse with Coundcl and SAPOL 10 enture thal we have o avadable
whether there 1s suppor of oppostion 1o the proposal

Yours Sincerely,

x‘: safety inphcations will be appreciated

¢ Steven Marshall MP, Member for Dunstan
ce dit communityrelations @ gov.ou

they may consdel e
The public consultason
As a matter of urgency
nformation belore we are
Your urgent attention 10 the

" Reply Forward

A
®®



DOCUMENT 20

From: [ —
To: DPC:Premier
/Subject: Fwd: FEEDBACK: Proposal to modify Stephen Tce / Ninth Ave intersection
ate: Sunday, 7 March 2021 11:09,
ments: 211 -Response-Ninth-Stephe
emier,

I wri you as my local Member about a problematic proposal to modify an intersection
in St which I believe will lead to increased risk of accidents on top of increased
traffic ihygliiet suburban streets of St Peters.

tructure and Transport and NPSP Council are proposing to block all

t of Ninth Ave, ostensibly to improve cyclist safety which sounds

's already a parallel Linear Park Trail so there are near zero

e using Ninth Ave either cross without trouble or use the existing
/51-‘es from the intersection.

I encourage you to plcas@c full objections (attached) and assist residents in
s

positive except
cyclists and thos
safety refuge only

preventing this proposal proceeding in its current form, as I feel it will damage the amenity
of residents on a daily basi ell as increase the likelihood of serious accidents

involving cars and pedestria.us@.nks in advance!
All the best, ®

. @4

------- — Forwarded message ---------
Froml—————

Date: Sun, Mar 7, 2021 at 9:46 AM e

Subject: FEEDBACK: Proposal to modify Stephen Tce / Nin‘%intersecﬁon
To: <di i i >

Dear DIT Consultation Team, (/( 4

I strenuously ebject to the flawed proposal by the Department and Cm%remove
right-hand turns and east-west crossing of this intersection. This is an ill-considered

approach which lacks evidence for its reasoning, disrespects local residents, irpctly
creates significantly daily and nightly negative effect on local amenity for the cotmunity.
This proposal should NOT proceed.

Please find attached my detailed objections. If you have any questions or seek to cl

details in the attached document, please let me know either via email or phones

All the best,

2B
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DOCUMENT 21

: partment of Infrastructure and Transport
munity and Stakeholder Engagement Team
h 2021

RE: @ ED MODIFICATION OF STEPHEN TERRACE & NINTH AVENUE INTERSECTION, ST PETERS

| strenuou ject to the flawed proposal by the Department and Council to remove right-hand turns and
east-west i f this intersection. This is an ill-considered approach which lacks evidence for its
reasoning, di cts local residents, and directly creates significantly daily and nightly negative effect on
local amenity for ?mmuniw. This proposal should NOT proceed.

2

There is no available da@’ §ro\ride insights on the proposal. As a local resldeni{ B

1. Lackofevi

I'm certainly aware fr y own observations that there are a trivial number of cyclists in each Avenue
—there is no demand for thi Wnth. Additionally, | contacted the DIT on 23 Feb 2021 (in response to the
letterdrop) and was advised that thigilata was unable to be provided. The representative | spoke with noted
that others had also requested t ta*behind this decision, and that it may have been recorded but any

request could not be guaranteed withifsthe timeframe for response. | provided my contact details so | could
be provided with the data when avail ut as it is now the final day for community response and I've not
been contacted, | can only deduce thi oes not exist, I've spoken to residents living near that

intersection and they also conclude therdarg'so few cyclists that this is a solution in search of a problem.

My basic expectation is that the DIT and Cou uld share traffic insights with affected residents,
including crucial aspects such as {a) volume of nd turning vehicles on Ninth in all directions; (b)
volume of cyclists and pedestrians; (c) existing tr umes on Eighth, Tenth, Winchester and River; and
have modelled the anticipated traffic flows entering apd exiting Stephen Tce. None of this has been provided
either by default or through direct requests from res debﬁected by the proposal.

2. Disrespect for local residents /\

Residents have been given a very short timeframe to respon@ proposal — the text noting community
feedback is sought, but the tone indicating this project will proc mn the next 3-4 weeks. The premise
of this proposal is drawn from the City-Wide Cycling Plan (2013) ntains zero references to
modification of the Intersection. | was not a resident of South Austr%n this report was authored so
have no first-hand experience but my expectation is that consultation time did NOT include the intent
to close the intersection to right-turning and cross-traffic. Local residen@een angered by this recent
letterdrop and many were at the same address in 2013 so it is reasonable t e that appropriate
consultation opportunity was not provided at the time of the report’s creatir&n

*
Secondly, given that a further eight years have passed and there is no substantiv@g traffic, it Is also
reasonable to note there is no pent-up demand or daily risk which is causing the n this modification.
The impact of this change will be a 24/7 modification to traffic flows down quiet stre@eged!y to
improve the traffic crossing experience for a collective group of road users who would face mingr
inconvenience for very short periods of time in the morning and afternoon. As a pedestriﬂﬁ crosses
Stephen Tce to commute into the city daily in both directions, | acknowledge that | must so s wait for
30-60 seconds for a traffic gap that lets me walk across safely. This is a trifling impact on my lia e
proposed changes will make it harder for me — not easier — to cross Stephen Tce as | anticipate tlggtlv'lll be
new traffic flows created that increase my pedestrian wait time. )

(%
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n the direct impacts of closing Ninth Ave, it appears the 2021 letterdrop conducted by the DIT was
uate to notify all affected residents.

: gir(dly, I have spoken to residents in@”j SR who were unaware of this proposal.

ative effects on the community amenity
Unlike tra Iming measures which can assist in reducing new traffic entering suburban areas, this will
have zero n traffic reduction. It’s only outcome will be the abrupt channelling of the same traffic
down other ourhood streets. This will decrease the quiet amenity for residents in other streets —
particularly Eighth nue, Tenth Avenue, Winchester St, and River St. Residents in these other streets
should not be for$& accept substantially increased traffic flows at all hours of the day.

(a) Ninth Ave — v
traffic queue a

n Ninth Ave to the east of Stephen Tce may turn right at Tenth Avenue. The

taken to turn right at Tenth will be significantly longer (traffic from Ninth,
Tenth and Elevent! be using this one intersection). This intersection is more complicated due to
traffic exiting the se }&tation onto Stephen Tce (either going north or doing a U-turn to go south)
so the risk of accidents and ségious injury will be greater after this work.

(b) Eighth and Tenth Ave—ﬁrom the city and Walkerville (both directions) won’t be able to turn
right onto Ninth, so they wiu;léed to turn right onto Eighth or Tenth Aves. The closure of Ninth Ave

simply moves all that traffic t e Avenues instead, on top of the existing traffic. Turning right
onto Stephen Tce will take lon use there will be more cars, with all the residents of Ninth
Avenue needing to use Eighth an th Avenues to turn right.

(c) Winchester St, between Eighth Av@*nth Ave - Traffic will increase because the residents of
Ninth Avenue need to use Eighth an Avenues to turn right onto Stephen Tce, so they will
drive along Winchester to access those@r ctions. At the same time, traffic from the city will need
to use Winchester St to access Ninth Ave e they had to use Eighth or Tenth to turn right.

(d) Ninth Ave, between Winchester and Step e — Vehicles won’t be able to turn right onto
Stephen Tce, so will need to drive away toward chester St roundabout, and along Winchester St
to either Eighth or Tenth Ave and join the Ionge@ to turn right onto Stephen Tce.

(e) Ninth Ave, between Stephen Tce and River St — 9& won’t be able to turn right onto Stephen
Tce, so will need to drive away toward River St, and a!?ﬁiver St to either Eighth or Tenth Ave and
join the longer queues to turn right onto Stephen Tce:

(f) River St, between Eighth Ave and Tenth Ave — Traffic wi fase because the residents of Ninth
Avenue need to use Eighth and Tenth Avenues to turn rig Stephen Tce, so they will drive
along River St to access those intersections. At the same ti c going toward the city on

(g) Stephen Terrace - The turning lanes at Eighth and Tenth may be ith more cars due to no right
turn at Ninth, so all traffic along Stephen Tce in both directions ma ocked at times by cars
turning right during peak traffic times.

Stephen Tce will need to turn right at Eighth or Tenth Ave, so \@afﬁc will increase.
i

+

This level of disruption is absurd and signlﬁcantly__wodlfies the neighbourhood tr@w. There are scores
of households with multiple vehicles that willbe— sot remely negative
on a 24/7 basis for 6

4, Increased risk of accidents

(a) Christmas period — There are hundreds of cars visiting Ninth Ave every night during t@ls when
Christmas lights are displayed, sometimes over 1000 in a single night. All vehicles will begfinable to
use the Ninth-Stephen intersection as they currently do, and will instead result in hundreds ?ra
vehicles using Eighth Ave, Tenth Ave, Winchester St, and River St trying to get into and out of th
Christmas light displays on Ninth. (9

©

Page20f3




For example, a visitor from Walkerville would turn left off Stephen Tce at Ninth Ave and drive up
Ninth, then back along Ninth as they view the lights. When they reach Stephen Tce again, they can’t
Lurn right to go home, so must turn left onto Stephen Tce, then drive along some combination of

th Ave, Tenth Ave, River 5t, and/or Winchester St to replace the current simple right turn from
Ave. Given the immediate area is simultanecusly filled with hundred of other vehicles {many
ing they cannot turn right off Stephen Tce to enter Ninth Ave), this will resultin large

eople unfamiliar to the area being confused and weaving unexpectedly down quiet
eets at high speed which have lots of pedestrian traffic, particularly children,

{b) Dally traffl The required Increase in trafflc at Tenth Ave and Stephen Tce will increase the risk
of accident 1 it has a service station at this intersection. The vehicles entering and exiting the
service statio ult in an additional point source of vehicles unexpectediy entering and exiting
Stephen Tce, w iil create pockets of vehicles travelling at constant speed or accelerating or
decelerating, This s traffic speed hard to predict and will result in some vehicles turning right
from Tenth being in d in collisions with potentially severe or fatal injuries.

The longer traffic queues#t
result in drivers becoming
smaller gaps which leads to

erf/exit Stephen Tce at the Eighth and Tenth Ave intersections will
frustrated and impatient, and attempting to enter traffic within
 conditions for all road users.

5. Existing infrastructure

Possibly the most pecullar aspect of this prop
cycllsts and pedestrians, However, this same In
Ave intersection. This will impact several hundrad
use the existing safety refuge between Ninth and T
unnecessary.

that It Involves the construction of a safety refuge for
ure already exlsts less than S0 metres from the Ninth
ents even though any pedestrian or cyclist is able to
venues, which renders the entire project

In addition, the Linear Park Trail runs parallel Ninth Ave a
east-wast. There Is [Ittle Interest in cycling in traffic with a high
The City-Wide Cycling Plan {2013) references the opportunity®
use Ninth Ave instead. it is reasonable that cyclists who opi to le
could use the existing public safety refuge for those short perlods

imary pathway by which cyclists travel
ality bicycle shared path In close proximity.
lists to leave the Linear Park Trail and
sfar-free path and ride on public roads
day when heavy traffic exists.

6. Summary

This proposal Is an inappropriate development with significant and harmfu fve Impact on the local
residents as well as all users of Stephen Terrace, It is apparently intended to & improved safety” by
unnecessarily replicating an existing safety refuge, and will result in the increa f accidents at
neighbouring intersections. The premise |s based on a report which does not in eurrent proposal
and seemingly excluded it from the original community consultation.

I repeat my objection to this proposal — it Is not warranted, not appropriate, and not s
and other residents. | look forward to your response and this work NOT proceeding,

All the best,






