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7 Topics in 7 Minutes 

1. Separated Paths 

2. Shared Paths 

3. Mobility Scooters 

4. New Research 

5. Old Research 

6. Claims vs Standards 

7. QLD Supreme Court 

 

 



1min – Separated Paths 



1min – Separated Paths 



2min – Shared Paths 

• Recent Press 

• Licensing 

• Speed limit 

• Enforcement 

• Education 

• Regulatory signs & markings 

• General education 

• Blue lines 

• New User Groups 

• Mobility scooters 

• Pedelecs, e-Bikes 

 

 

 



2min – Shared Paths 
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3min – Mobility Scooters 
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4min – New Research 

• ACT Police Data 

• 5 years of data (2005-2009) 

• 719 bicycle crashes (728 bike riders)  

• Hospital Data 

• Canberra Hosp Emergency Dpt 

• 5 years of data (2001-03 / 2006-07) 

• 2,102 bicycle crashes 

• Some Details 

• Increase over time 

• 75/25% split male/females  

• Police data – motor vehicles  

• Hospital data – single bicycle crashes = motor vehicles 

 
the dead don’t speak 



4min – New Research 
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5min – Old Research 



6min – Claims vs Standards 

 



6min – Claims vs Standards 

 
 



In Holland Cycleland every year: 

2500 treated injuries, 325 hospital admissions 

 

17 Councils in NSW: 
(http://www.unitedindependentpools.org/documents.asp?catID=528) 

10 of the 18 examples concerned bollards and 

path-side obstacles 

Claims range from $00’s to $000,000’s 

 

6min – Claims vs Standards 

 

Source: Vogelvrije Fietser, Jul/Aug 2012 
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7min - QLD Supreme Court 2012 

• The Site 
• Residential street  

• Low speeds and volumes 
 

 

• Kerb and gutter 

• No footpaths 



7min - QLD Supreme Court 2012 

• The Findings 
• “There was nothing negligent in the plaintiff initially walking along the 

far right hand side of the road” 

• It is unreasonable for pedestrians and cyclists  “to remove themselves 

from the bitumen surface of the roadway until the vehicle has 

passed” 

• Kids under 15 do  “not have the same degree of experience, 

understanding, judgment and thoughtfulness to be expected of an 

adult” 

• “in pedestrian cases, typically a heavier share of responsibility falls on 

the motorist even if the degrees of departure from the standard of 

reasonable care be more or less equal” 

• Questions Arising 
• Different judgment if there had been a constructed footpath 

• Implications for Road Authorities to construct footpaths  

• Implications for other jurisdictions 

 

 



7min - QLD Supreme Court 2012 



Come and Join Us 

 

NSW Training Course 

Designing for Bicycle Riders and Pedestrians 

15-16 May 2013 

 

dvd@gta.com.au 

wsalomon@sustainabletransport.com.au 

 

mailto:dvd@gta.com.au
mailto:wsalomon@sustainabletransport.com.au


Thank You 

 

Dick van den Dool 

GTA Consultants 

0418 234 026 

dvd@gta.com.au  
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