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1. INTRODUCTION

This document sets out the implementation Strategy for the October 1995 Bicycle Brisbane
Plan. The Implementation strategy was approved by the Brisbane City Council
Establishment and Co-ordination Committee on 30 October, 1995. It contains ongoing
principles and policies as well as actions for the next ten years.

The Bicycle Brisbane Plan Implementation Strategy' is based on the consultant's report,
experience of officers from Transport Planning & Policy, the National Bicycle strategy and
consultation with the following groups:

The general public.
The Bicycle Institute of Queensland,
The Royal Automobile Club of Queensland,
Bicycle shop owners,
The Bicycle Brisbane Plan Steering Committee,
Councillors,
Other Council departments, and
Queensland Transport.

As always, the Strategy does not necessarily represent the specific views of each of thess
groups, due to their diverse interests.

This Strategy forms part of the Bicycle Brisbane Plan, other sections of which were prepared
for Council by Amp Transportation Planning, and their sub-contractors, and when used in
conjunction with the following documents will be deemed to be 'The October 1995 Bicycle
QrichAnS

Consultant's Report & Executive Summary,
Bikeway Evaluation Spreadsheet Users Notes,
Network Maps, and
Detailed Descriptions

REFER TO APPENDIX 1 FOR COMPLETE LIST OF THE CONSULTANT'S
RECOMMENDATIONS AND ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN BY COUNCIL

TO IMPLEMENT THOSE ACTIONS

Definitions:

"Bikeways" is a generic term, comprising
bikelanes (painted lanes on the road for cyclists); and
bikepath (constmcted off-road pathways for bikes only or shan
bikeroute (specially signposted street with low traffic volumes)

■i ,

V ■  . M h' 'V ■

wmmmim' -■yyy

■ V •

^- 1

'  -' i

^ v.:
.. ..i:.- yy ■■''yyyy.

y-yy:Vvy.y: v'■■'y^■yy-y^:■■ ' ' yy- y . . ' ■ ~y y'y -y -.-y " . ■ .. . y"" -
.^y -yyy-y.yy- -'.y.,yy,.'yr' c - -v* .y

.'u ■yyyyyy^'';.'yy.y>)' ' 'y; --:;'yy-. v'' ' " ■

fc:V, -^7yyyyvy;,,;.yv.yW;:y.^^ ■■
g/, ' . V-y. ^ y' ''"i'■ , • ' * '

■ 'v;-v.rv:';>r'

'  /y.y'r ■ ■ , ' ■
■v: " p:yppyyyy^i'y: 'r ■■r'-y-y. 'Pyp- ' v ■.■ ■ ■yy--". -

^^pSyp'yy- .\ . ' '' ' .
] :■ ■ ■ . yy^ 'v^ 'y^y." yi

'y-yyi;'-;: -. . . ' , p::-:-. ■■ v ■ - ; ■'■■v/. y>fyy

:y'-yyy'ypy^ ■ ■ , "y-ypr^' ■;;ypipy, ^ 'yyp'
"  ■■■ p- rip^.yy-':y :r.:. :yy y :,\y■  V yp:..yy ̂  ■: • -^y yv::: :;;>v;yyy-.^y.: ;; . y; :'r/ :"y. - y' .y-Vy

.;y';:yyV;yyx^ 'y'y y..V,yy;yy s.-'hy j' pyji"':py-
■  ' '.r"^ .yy,,; ^yy,y^y?:'; :y;'y

■  .-('yyv-y:■ ■■ ■yv'^T•^;y■yT,v>:^ v./;',. ' 7: /.y-' V"'y- vryy-yy-y"'-' '; ■-vyy-'f'y :. y.y yy.,- ;yy ;y, H'yyy. . y'y yynL-
iiU-'.' /•. y y>■>' ■ ■ ■."-y ■ '• 'vv.y-y..-, y \ . .-v y .

■ :y'v®M^ "' "■

pyy-p yyyv- ■ • " . ■■ JyPl^
y:'v,y.,y. y, y^y..y,S.«y<yyykyyyy,:,yy ■ , ■ yAy^

yy-fy ;• yy - '.-■ ■'yyy*y ^' ^^;yyyi yy-yy^-y
-p y :-y y:yy'yyy-.V'"i>yy.yv

iKM;yy tlty^S ljp«y4yia|i;ilp|ii|yyypyi»|f||ig|
• • . ' . • ,j I , . •■y* ■'• .>L:f

'  ' '■•.? I y-' - '

yppipypvm

■y.
A  ■

pp
'• ■P'' P *' "'W l" . ■ ,-'V y '•'• •"

■ymmy:
yy'yy.

y .'iy ' ;;yy
'■»! y' '- • 'y '•

'-y
'  ,

y :

•■y. •
,  !

'[■py
' 'yy'l

■  ' ■». '■•■
'■. ' ' ■  '■ r ■

-.V y '
•  . "l' 1

■

Pp. ■■

■i:,

'y-yy- ': ■
■  '• y'y^ 'y- -y y.

••' ■-, ly y.
•  . ..yy yyy

"  . 'yyy ■' y

■■^yyyy'-yyy:yMW-
/y. . ■ ')V y <:' ''iy'y',:y '
y-", y .

...„ - . . ... :y yy.vi y ' yy.-;:'- ■ ■ yyy>
'y«':4'yVr-y-yy:y :y

■> h
y  .

■■■v .,4

', . . ;

■ :

yyy'yyy'fey
y., . yyyyyyr

yj-y

ypy



>, : ■ '•■; ■■

li

■P'V -.f- :■!■■ ■
,h: "

/
'■jC:
 'V ;«

'-4
-  * . y^il

.1
'>*■ ■ • •

I: "
* ' I.

■ ■i-v

•a

m

El

.V>t

"  V-s; ; - . . ..
i- r! ; 1 \, . ■ '. '. h>' ;t' : y\ ■': ;■■
^^■ , •"-• I

"  . M' .. ..■ '. • ■

■ •■ '-'•• ;;4-
■i','

'<^ ' ' ■ 4^" " I . '
1

.' r.K

■  ii- ' '':'I'-•  #' V .< t I
- ■ ,r . '-M •

lV'V:4?;4

I

'■fM

I I  1 I

2. VISION

VISION

Brisbane's vision is to lead Australia in bicycle
transport provision as an integral feature of
Australia's most livable city.

Increased participation in cycling to work, shops,
schools and recreation, will reduce dependence on
the private motor vehicle. Implementation of the
plan will improve the general health and fitness of
the community and assist in enhancing the quality of
the City's environment through reduction in air
pollution.

Cycling will be recognised as an essential component
of the transport system. This will result in the
establishment of a functional commuter network
with a wide range of recreational opportunities.
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NATIONAL BICYCLE STRATEGY

Strategy Objectives

Federal and State Governments have agreed that provision for cycling should be an integral
part of transport and urban planning. It should be counted among the measures necessar>' to
restrain traffic growth and address urban congestion.

The objectives of the National Bicycle Strategy (Federal Department of Transport &
Communications, 1993), therefore, are to:

Integrate cycling into the transport system as a legitimate mode of personal
mobility.
Encourage more safe cycling in the community, and
Significantly reduce the rate of bicycle-related crashes, and the severit>' of
head injury to cyclists.

Integrating Cycling into the Transport System

Integration of cycling into the transport system will require local or precinct-based
assessments (refer section 9 Local bicycle mobility investigationsjof the need for
continuous principal bicycle path and associated facilities. These assessments should occur
within the context of developing wider city bicycle networks. Primary responsibility for
assessments rests with the States and with Local Government.

Assessments will be facilitated by:

Ensuring that road and transport authorities plan for cyclists as well as motor
vehicles when establishing new urban transport corridors and modifying
existing roads,
(refer sect 7 & action 38)
Provide locally-based training and advice for municipal planners and road
engineers on the need to integrate cycling into transport planning,
(refer to action 35)
Ensuring that government agencies constructing bicycle facilities adhere to
national guidelines established by AUSTROADS,
(refer to Section 7 & 10)
Providing for cyclists in traffic management strategies, including so-called
'traffic calming' measures,
(refer to section 7)
Extending and improving safe routes to schools, and
(refer action 42 & 47)
Encourage Dual-mode transport
(refer to action 13,15,16)
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4. STATE BICYCLE STRATEGY

Currently the Queensland Government has no formal Bicycle Strategy and no one point of
contact for matters relating to cycling. Until recently representation on the National Bicycle
Strategy Committee has been limited and feedback to local authorities on the National
Strategy had not been occurring. This has resulted in national initiatives not getting to a local
level.

The State Government through Queensland Transport will be lobbied to take a more active
role in cycling matters and in education, encouragement and enforcement issues affecting
cyclists.

The Integrated Regional Transport Plan for South East Queensland should produce a regional
bicycle strategy later in 1995.

BICYCLE BRISBANE PLAN BACKGROUND

In April 1993, the Brisbane City Council Establishment and Co-ordination Committee
approved the engagement of consultants to prepare a strategic cycling plan for the City of
Brisbane, with particular emphasis on commuting.

A short list of five fi rms considered capable of preparing such an important document for the
future of cycling in Brisbane, was prepared. Assessment of their proposals was carried out bv
the Council's interdepartmental Bikeway Committee.

During preparation of 'The Bicycle Plan', the consultants were given direction by a steering
committee meeting fortnightly and consisting of two members from the Brisbane Transport
two from Recreation and Health, one from Development and Planning, one from Works, one
from Queensland Transport and two from the Bicycle Institute of Queensland.

Arup Transportation Planning was engaged in May, 1993 to prepare 'The Bicycle Brisbane
Plan' by December, 1993 based on the project brief and their proven experience in similar
projects elsewhere in Australia. However, due to the steering committee's desire to ensure the
plan met future cycling needs, the time frame was extended.

In October 1993, a submission was approved by Establishment and Co-ordination Committee
agreeing in principle to providing on-road cycling facilities, and to other kev
recommendations in the consultant's interim report, dated August 1993.

The consultants then finalised the draft plan and in October, 1994, the Establishment and Co
ordination Committee approved release of the draft report, plan summary, information
bulletin and questionnaire for public comment from 1 December, 1994 to 13 February 1995
and the use of public feedback to assist in assigning priorities to this implementation stratee\'based on the following:

Feasibility, Safety, Ability to integrate with existing networks. Cost, Expected use and
Consistency with Council's overall transport planning policy.
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6.0 CONSULTATION

6.1 CONSULTATION PRIOR TO RELEASE OF THE DRAFT PLAN (mid-1993)

Consultation in the early stages of plan preparation was carried out by Arup Transportation
Planning and consisted of advertisements in the Courier Mail calling for submissions and 150
written invitations to organisations, community groups and key decision makers to have
input. This call for public input resulted in 163 written submissions. The following table sets
out what they identified about the problems facing cyclists.

PROBLEMS FACING CYCLISTS

SAFETY

I % of Respondents

motorists-danger
barriers/bollards on bikeways hazardous
vehicle emissions - effect on cyclist health
wet weather

buses

cars opening doors
wheelie bins on paths
parked cars

NETWORK

pedestrians on shared paths
existing network leads nowhere
existing bikeways are unsuitable for commuters
continual mounting,'dis-mounting
lack of room on roads for cyclists
poor access to bikeways
too many recreational bikeways

DESIGN AND MAINTENANCE

poor road condition-potholes etc.
lack of bikepath lighting
bicycle unfriendly stormwater grates

'  bikepaths are poorly maintained
poor signage on bikepaths
intersections/roundabouts
design standards inappropriate
1_ATM unfriendly
edge treatments of paths

i  line marking not replaced

attitudes

personal security
motorist attitude
bus drivers caught behind cyclists
don't use existing bikeways

For details of consultation carried out before release of the draft plan, refer to Tart B, Public
Consultation' in the consultant's report.
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6.2 CONSULTATION - DRAFT PLAN STAGE

6.2.1 BACKGROUND

The Draft Bicycle Brisbane Plan' was released for public comment on 1 December, 1994
following an editorial in the Courier Mail which generated a great deal of community interest.
Over the period of consultation, another fifteen editorials appeared in Brisbane papers and the
issues were discussed on a number of radio programs.

Copies of the draft Plan, executive summary and feedback forms were available for public
perusal and comment at thirty two Council libraries, five Customer Service Centres, twenty
six Ward offices and four Regional Development Offices. Copies were provided to other
Council Departments, the State Government, the Bicycle Institute of Queensland, the Royal
Automobile Club of Queensland, the Retail Bicycle Traders Association of Australia and to
interested members of the press, public and other local authorities.

Approximately half-way through the consultation period, copies of a bulletin, the Draft
Bicycle Brisbane Plan Highlights', were distributed to all Brisbane bicycle shops and
Council's five Customer Service Centres to stimulate interest and encourage more people to
comment. This fi fteen page bulletin set out in broad terms the directions and major
recommendations of the plan.

During Januaiy 1995, the issue of bicycle registration was raised on radio and this resulted in
a renewal of interest in commenting on the draft Plan towards the end of the consultation
period. A half-day workshop was also held during Januaiy at the Cit\' Hall to inform Bicycle
User Groups of details of the draft Plan and to gather feedback used in preparation of this
strategy.

The ten week consultation period to 13 February 1995, resulted in over 370 feedback forms
being returned and 15 written submissions.

6.2.2 PROFILE OF RESPONDENTS

Age(years) 2% under 13; 1% 13-16; 16% 17-25; 50% 26-40; 31% over 40.

Gender 32% Female; 68% Male

Current primary method
of transport 16% Public Transport; 30% Bicycle; 5% Walk; 48% Car; 1% Other.

preferred method
of transport 12% Public Transport; 61% Bicycle; 5% Walk; 21% Car; 1% Other.

Primary purpose
cycling 2% School; 45% Recreation; 8% Neighbourhood; 45% Commuter/Work
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45% of respondents whose primaiy method of travel is a car would prefer to be riding •
a bike.

62% of respondents whose primary method of travel is by bicycle, currently use
Council bikeways 3 or more days a week.

6.3.3 SUPPORT FOR BICYCLE BRISBANE PLAN

Feedback from the community was encouraging with 70% of respondents supporting all the
major recommendations in the draft Plan. 84% rated the draft Plan's potential to increase
cycling in Brisbane as high to veiy high. 86% would cycle more if all the recommendations in
the draft Plan were implemented.

93% support on-road cycling facilities,
92% support new developments providing showers, lockers & parking for cyclists,
93% support improved access to public transport for cyclists,
91% supported the Education and Encouragement action plan, and
86% would cycle more if the major networks proposed were constructed.

While 42% of respondents whose primary' method of travel is a car, assessed the
potential of the draft Plan to increase cycling in Brisbane as very high, only 30% of
commuter cyclists felt the same way.

The assessment of feedback, written comments, phone calls and discussions indicate a ver\'
high level of support in the community' for increased cycling facilities and associated support
measures detailed in the draft Plan.

BICYCLE CONATRSION MODEL STUDY

As it could be argued that the results of feedback on the draft Plan could be biased with only
people who are supportive of cycling bothering to read and comment, a further independent
study was commissioned in July, 1995 to assess the level of convertibility' of users of other
transport modes to the bicycle and of the measures needed to be taken to best ensure this is
maximised.

Yann Campbell Hoare Wheeler were selected from competitors, and carried out an extensive
conversion model study based on a telephone survey of over 400 people yvith ages ranging
from 16 to 44, who have access to a bicycle. The results of this study indicated that the target
of 14% of all trips to be undertaken by bicycle by 2005 recommended in the Arup
report was not achievable without significant cultural change and that, at present, a
maximum of only 5% of all trips by bicycle is possible yvith the remainder of the community-
firmly committed to their current transport mode or may convert to a mode other than bicycle.
A target of 8% of all trips by bicycle by 2005 is considered achievable given the results of
the conversion study and the cultural change that is likely over the next ten years.
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This research should be repeated within five years to check the 8% target. More people than
presently expected may converted to bicycle transport once the "Bicycle Brisbane Plan" is
implemented and the present car-dominated culture is altered by that and other initiatives such
as the Brisbane Busway Strategy, etc.

This Implementation Strategy was prepared, since completion of the Conversion Model Study
in July 1995, taking into account the results of that study, feedback on the Draft Plan and in
consultation with the recently formed Bicycle Brisbane Committee made up of
representatives from Bicycle Institute of Queensland, Brisbane Transport, the Departments of
Recreation & Health, Works and Development & Planning, and Queensland Transport.

POLICY PROMSIONS

When the Establishment and Co-ordination Committee approved the Bicycle Brisbane Plan
on 30 October, 1995 it endorsed or approved a number of specific points which have now
become policy for the Brisbane Cit>' Council. These points are;

reaffirmed commitment to bicycling as a legitimate, practical and environmentally
preferable alternative mode of transport to the private motor vehicle.

endorsed the target of 8% of all trips by bicycle after the ten year implementation.

approved this document, the "Bicycle Brisbane Plan Implementation Strategy ",

approved provision be made for cyclists on-carriageway during construction
reconstruction, relinemarking or with new development on all Arterial Routes
Suburban Routes and District Access, as described in the Council's road hierarchy
plan. On all other classes of roads and streets where specifically nominated in the
Bicycle Brisbane Plan and with all Local Area Transport Management (traffic
calming ) schemes where the cost of such provision does not exceed 15% of the total
cost of the project or 30% where conditions for cyclists would otherwise be made
worse as a result of such a project. Where provision for cyclists cannot be made as
part of the road project and conditions for cyclists will deteriorate as a result a
suitable alternative route must be identified for cyclists during planning of the project
(facilities may be provided within the footway or via an alternative route under
certain conditions. These include but are not limited to, necessity to match existing
facilities, traffic volumes, heavy vehicle volumes or vehicle speeds are excessive or
access is controlled or limited). Refer to appendix 2 for decision tree

approved that all new kerbside High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes and Bus Lanes should
be designed, where sufficient room exists or widening is being undertaken, for shared
use with bicycles and signed to reflect this.

approved the erection of signs at the beginning, end and at one kilometre intervals
g]] new bikeways wholly funded by Council. These signs are to be approximately o
square metre in size and inform users that the bikeway is a "Council Initiative"
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approved that all persons, including contractors, carrying out operations (such as
slashing grass, topsoiling, etc.) near bikeways are required, at the completion of their
operations, to ensure the bikeway surface is free from material deposited by such
operations.

approved that design of facilities for cyclists should be carried out in accordance with
the desirable option in ' Guide to Engineering Practice, Part 14, Bicycles prepared by
AUSTROADS and that the desirable option is not to be reduced on the basis of cost
alone.

approved that surface smoothness and sweeping of bikeways shall be achieved in
maintenance in accordance with AUSTROADS,

approved that in intersection treatments, all major road traffic should be given
preference over minor road traffic. This policy has particular reference to cyclists,
pedestrians and the disabled. (At present, this precedence is provided at signalised
intersections, but not at unsignalised ones. It means that minor road stop bars, surface
treatment terminations and holding lines will be in the vicinity of the extension of the
property boundaries, where the minor road actually ends, not at the kerb line. (Refer
to appendix 3 for diagram), and

approved that all new commuter bicycle paths, as shown in the Plan's Network Maps
shall, and all other new bikepath should, be exclusive bicycle paths, as per
AUSTROADS 6.3.1, ■with separate pedestrian facilities provided nearby or segregated
paths (AUSTROADS 6.3.3)

8. AREAS WITH FEW PROPOSED BIKEW AYS

Referring to the Network Maps, it is obvious that some areas of Brisbane have not been well
catered for with proposed bikeways. This has resulted from a directive in the brief to the
consultants that routes with grades in excess of 10% should not be considered at this strategic
level. However, in the course of local bicycle investigations detailed in section 9 of this
strategy, every effort will be made to incorporate routes into and throughout these areas as
detailed investigations are carried out. Refer to appendix 4 for descriptions and limitations
of these areas.

LOCAL BICYCLE MOBILITY INVESTIGATIONS

The proposed network identified in the Network Maps' is largely strategic in nature and is in
no way a complete list of all opportunities to provide facilities for cyclists throughout the cit>'.

~~ MM « <irkr*rr^?a/-'Vt fr\ nlannino fnr thp ntv IapqI _
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To ensure an integrated approach to planning for the city, local bicycle mobility investigations
will be carried out in the 'Local Area Plan' areas, and in the corporately determined order.
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Councillors will be contacted when an investigation commences in their area and asked for
input on community needs, issues and expectations. After this the local Bicycle User Group
or the Bicycle Institute of Queensland will be contacted for input. Officers from the Bicycle
Transport Planning Unit of the Transport Planning and Policy Branch will then prepare a
draft bicycle mobility plan for the area. This plan will include all existing bikeways, links
proposed in The Bicycle Brisbane Plan' and any extra links considered necessary or desirable
to encourage the use of bicycles for transport and recreation in the area.

10. POLICY FRAMEWORK AFFECTING DESIGN,
CONSTRUCTION & MAINTENANCE

The Council's policy is that the design, construction and maintenance of facilities for cyclists
should be carried out in accordance with desirable options in AUSTROADS, Guide to
Engineering Practice, Part 14, Bicycles. This document is accepted Australia-wide as the most
up-to-date guide for provision of facilities for cyclists.

However, some aspects of the Council's policy further refine AUSTROADS provisions, and
are to take precedence over it.

These are some typical examples of desirable options from AUSTROADS, Part 14 are;

PATirWAYS COMMUTER RECREATIONAL

Design speed
Stopping distance
Clearance between operating spaces
Width of bikes only
Width of bikes only and shared footway
Radii

50 km.Tir
74.0 m

1.0m
3.0 m

30 km/hr
36.0 m
0.4 m

90.0 m

2.5 m
30.0m

ON-ROAD FACILITIES USED BY ALL CYCLISTS (50-60 km/hr speed limits)

Width of wide kerbside lanes, transit lanes, shared bicycle/
parking lanes and bus lanes (unless cyclists are excluded)
Width of exclusive bike lanes & sealed shoulders

4.2 m
2.0 m

Surface smoothness The finished surface of a bikeway should not deviate from a 3
m straight edge by more than 5 mm at any point

^oUards should not be used in the centre of pathways as they constitute a hazard for cyclists.
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11. CONSTRUCTION ACTION PLAN

A common sense approach has been taken in development of a three year rolling capital
budget taking into account, where possible the Administration's policy commitments, the
need to spread provision of facilities across the city, Arup Transportation's ranked list of
proposals, completion of existing projects and advise given to other levels of Government in
the past.(refer to Appendix 5 for 3 year rolling capital budget)

Other options for determining implementation priorities for the network are;

MAXIMUM BENEFIT OPTION which ranks facilities on benefit and maximum expected
use regardless of cost. In the short to medium term this option is likely to lead to less
kilometres of bikeway per dollar and facilities not spread across the entire cit>'. However
funds would be directed to where they are most needed and can have greatest benefit to the
community.

MAXIMUM VALUE OPTION which provides more kilometres per dollar with generally
lower expected use and community value than the Maximum Benefit option. This option will
leave the expensive and more difficult links until later in the implementation program.
Priorities are assigned on a dollar per Maximum Benefit point basis.

MAXIMUM LENGTH OPTION which simply implements on-carriagew^ay facilities where
ever possible regardless of benefit, connectivit)' or the Plan. This option will lead to
maximum kilometres of cycling facilities quickly. However, this is likely to increase
community pressure to connect this random pro\ision of facilities, which is likely to be
difficult and expensive.

A high priorily is given to provision of cross Brisbane River links, as feedback indicates the
lack of such provision causes current cyclists, motorists and pedestrians much concern and
limits potential increases in commuter cyclist numbers. Work is underway on the Victoria
Bridge to provide a link from the South BankWest End bikeway to the Bi-centennial
Bikeway. Design is underway for bicycle facilities on the Stoiy Bridge.

A consultant's report was prepared in March 1995, making recommendations for cyclist
facilities to cross the river from Indooroopilly to Chelmer. Provision of this link will be given
priorit}' for future funding. Investigations will also be carried out to provide safe crossing of
the river on the William Jolly Bridge, as a matter of priority.

Queensland Transport is currently investigating the feasibility of a bikeway under the Captain
Cook Bridge directly linking the South East Freeway Bikeway and the Bi-centermial
Bikeway. Provision of facilities on the Gateway Bridge may be more difficult as the existing
grade is too steep for too long. However, Queensland Transport will be approached to
investigate such provision.
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13. FUNDING

The Amp Report recommended a total investment of $ 130m over 10 years the following table
breaks this down to a forecast of possible funding levels from each sphere of government.

POSSIBLE 10 YEAR FORECAST FOR ONGOING CAPITAL EXPFNniTVRE fRICYCI F.Vl

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION ALLOCATION ALLOCATION EDUCATION &

1995/1996

I996/I997

1997/1998

1998/1999

1999/2000

2000/01

2001/02

2002/03

2003/04

2004/05

TOTAL

(BCC)

$1.3M

$2M

$2.5M

$3M

S3.5M

$4M

$4.5M

$4.5M

S4.5M

$5M

$34.8M

(State)

S5.0M

$5M

$5M

$5M

$5M

$5M

$5M

S5M

$5M

$5M

S50M

(Federal)

Nil

$2M

$2.5M

$3M

$3.5M

%4M

$4.5M

S4.5M

$4.5M

$5M

$33.5M

ENCOURAGEMENT
(BCC)

TOTAL

$0.0 2M

S0.2M

$0.4M

$0.6M

$0.8M

$L2M

$1.5M

%2M

$2.5M

$2.5M

S11.5M

$6.32M

$9.2M

%10.4M

$11.6M

$12.8M

$14.2M

$15.5M

$16M

$16.5M

$17.5M

S130.M

The Brisbane City Council will use this table as a reference for funding of cyclist facilities and
education and encouragement actions, however, funding is approved on a year to year basis for all
spheres of government therefore this table is only a guide. The State Government is already
providing fimds at the projected level, and is directing these funds to high priority projects identified
in the Draft Bicycle Brisbane Plan.

Federal Government funding of the level projected is not currently available, or likely. However the
federal proportion of funding identified is considered appropriate because it has and promotes a
National Bicycle Strategy, which it leaves unfunded. It is intended to Lobby the Federal Government
to fund its strategy and a increased bicycle trip target will provide a basis for lobbying.

There is a major community financial benefit from decreased air pollution. Present ill health costs of
bout $9-3 million per year will be saved once 8% of all trips are made by bicycle. It is cheaper for^ community to construct the cycle facilities needed to achieve 8%, than not to do so.
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Complete list of the consultant's recommendations and actions to be taken by
council to implement those actions
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