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ÅDepartment for Transport, Energy and Infrastructure  

ÅLand Management Corporation  

ÅDepartment for Planning and Local Government  

ÅHeart Foundation  

ÅDepartment of Health  

ÅPlanning Institute of Australia, SA Division  

ÅOffice of Recreation and Sport  

Å Local Government Recreation Forum  

ÅCancer Council of South Australia   

AND 



THE NEED FOR CHANGE 



COST OF PHYSICAL INACTIVITY 
Not doing enough 

physical activity:  

ÅDoubles the risk of 

heart disease  

ÅIncreases the risk of 

type 2 diabetes, 

obesity, breast and 

bowel cancer, 

depression and 

anxiety  
Source: Begg S. et. al (2007). 

The burden of disease and 

injury in Australia 2003, 

Australian Institute of Health 

and Welfare  



Physical inactivity 

is estimated to 

cost the Australian 

community 

around $10 billion 

each year in 

direct health care 

costs associated 

with preventable 

diseases.  

State Budget vs Health spending
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COST OF PHYSICAL INACTIVITY 



www.dplg.sa.gov.au/plan4adelaide/index.cfm  

 

Vision:   

Concentrate new housing, 
and jobs in existing urban 
areas  

Move the ratio to a 70% infill, 
30% fringe by 2030  

Develop higher density 
walkable mixed use 
communities adjacent to high 
quality public transport (bus 
and rail)  

Commitment to 14 TODs  

NEW OPPORTUNITIES 



Example of a low density road in inner Adelaide  
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Increased density and 
mixed land use  

Multiple health positive 
impacts:  
Physical activity, equity, 
reduces heat island effect, 
supports mental health and 

social connection  

High quality cycle ways 
and footpaths  
Street trees, direct, safe, 
universal design   

High street connectivity  

New opportunities  
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ÅIdentify the key elements for designing and developing the different types 

of pedestrian and cycling friendly streetscapes in the South Australian 

context  

 

ÅIdentify the existing obstacles to designing and securing their approval 

through the relevant approval processes  

 

ÅProvide guidance to developers and built environment professionals to 

assist them to design best practice streetscapes for retrofitting existing and 

designing new infill and greenfield  sites 

 

ÅDevelop material that will inform Department for Planning and Local 

Governmentõs upcoming Streetscape Guidelines and precinct 

requirements  

PROJECT OBJECTIVES 



ÅPolicy makers  

ÅStreet designers: transport planners, traffic engineers, urban 

designers, landscape architects, town/urban planners and 

developers  

ÅGeneral members of the public interested in street design 

approaches and best practice  

ÅLocal champions, politicians and advocates  

TARGET AUDIENCE: 



INCLUSIVE PROCESS 



Workshop sessions with key 

stakeholders (65+)  

STAGE 1  

What are the issues and barriers?  

What are the gaps in legislations 

and guidance?  

How can a Compendium assist?  



Street design information session:  

Best international practice  

STAGE 2  

Content development  

Information gathering: case 

studies, photos, discussions, etc  

Practical trial:  

Bowden Urban Village  



Compendium completion  

Peer review  

Draft Compendium completion  

Workshop sessions with key 

stakeholders (65+): trials on 

examples in various locations  

STAGE 3  

Development of key principles  



Compendium structure:  

 

A:  BACKGROUND 

B:   STREET DESIGN APPROACH 

C:  GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

D:  FURTHER RESOURCES 

STREETS FOR PEOPLE 

COMPENDIUM  
FOR SOUTH AUSTRALIAN PRACTICE 



A: BACKGROUND 

South Australian 

context  
Why ôstreets for 

people?  

Street design ð  

key issues and 

constraints  

Legacy of the past 

approaches  



B: STREET DESIGN APPROACH 

Car environment  

Importance of recognition of the street network hierarchy:  

each street cannot do it all (ôLink and Placeõ approach) 

How to achieve the 

right street 

environment for all 

users: best practice 

advice in relation to...  

Approvals, risk and liability  

Case studies:  

11 selected studies with ôbefore/afterõ overview 

Cycling environment  

Pedestrian environment  

Shared streets  



TRADITIONAL ROAD NETWORK 

HIERARCHIES 

Source: ôRoads and Traffic in Urban Areasõ, 

 Department of Transport (UK), 1987  

ÅA  typical road 

hierarchy was based 

on movement function 

alone  

ÅRoad infrastructure 

was dictated by the 

needs of the car  

ÅLittle consideration was 

given to non -vehicle 

activities on the street  



LINK  
street as a 
movement 

conduit  

PLACE 
street as a 

destination in its 

own right  



LINK  
street as a 
movement 

conduit  

PLACE 
street as a 

destination in its 

own right  

Design 
objective:  SAVE TIME 

Design 
objective:  SPEND TIME 



Streets are both 

movement 

conduits and 

places;  

both of these main 

functions should 

be considered  

Strategic Local
S

tr
a
te

g
ic

L
o
ca

l

Local 

access 

street

City 

bypass 

road

City 

boulevard

Sector arterials

L
IN

K
PLACE

The position on a 

scale (from local 

to strategic) is 

determined by the 

average length 

travelled for street 

users and by 

comparative 

volume of users.  



ôLink & Place: A Guide to Street 
Planning and Designõ,  

Peter Jones, Natalya Boujenko 

and Stephen Marshall, 2007  

Å The idea of the ôLink and Placeõ was initially 

developed by the European project ôArterial 

Streets for Peopleõ 

Å Further 3 years of development and trials took 

place in the UK, forming basis of the book ôLink 

and Place: A Guide to Street Planning and 

Designõ 

Å Interest, application and book copies in the 

following countries:  

ÅEurope: UK (with extensive application in London and West 

Midlands), Denmark, Iceland, The Netherlands, Italy, Switzerland, 

Spain, Germany and Hungary  

ÅAustralia (with application in Adelaide and Canberra)  

ÅNew Zealand  

ÅUSA and Canada  

ÅSouth Africa  

ÅAsia:  Japan, Korea and China  

 

ORIGINS 



C: STREET DESIGN PRINCIPLES (1) 

ÅAdvocate importance of the street design process: integration with 
neighbourhood planning and the need for good urban design  

ÅHuman -centred experience ð main focus  

ÅEarly meaningful engagement  

ÅSolid evidence base  

ÅVision and guiding principles  

ÅExperimentation and innovation  

ÅMeasures of success  

ÅRecognise a need to balance movement and placemaking  

ÅEstablish roles of streets in a street network hierarchy  

DESIGN PROCESS 
(high level summary)  



C: STREET DESIGN PRINCIPLES (2) 

ÅEstablish appropriate speed environment, in 
accordance with streetõs strategic role 

ÅGood connections from ôslowõ local networks of 
30km/hr and below to faster arterial networks  

ÅPreference for passive speed control measures 

(avoid chicanes, humps, etc)  

ÅUse urban design techniques for speed control: 
minimising carriageway width, limiting visual 
length of street sections, varying surface 
materials at intersections and crossings, etc.  

L
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Strategic

Local

Local 

access 

street

City 

bypass 

road

City 

boulevard

Sector 

arterial

Between 10km/h and 

30km/hr

30km/h or less

Above  50km/h

40km/h or less

50 km/h or less

CAR ENVIRONMENT 

(high level summary ) 



C: STREET DESIGN PRINCIPLES (3) 

ÅCyclists considered and incorporated into all 
streets, as priority street users  

ÅPreference for sharing street space in low speed 
environments  

ÅOn busier streets: segregated continuous lanes 
and safe crossing points  

ÅCycle paths should be direct, continuous, 
smooth and barrier -free  

ÅGood connections to important destinations 
and end -of -trip facilities  

ÅThe optimum position for locating a cycle lane is 
between the pedestrian footway and any car 

parking spaces  
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bypass 

road

City 
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arterial

Preference for 

sharing street space 

between cyclists and 
vehicle users

Preference for physical 

segregation of space 

between cyclists and 
vehicles

CYCLING ENVIRONMENT 

(high level summary ) 



C: STREET DESIGN PRINCIPLES (4) 
L
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City 
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High 

pedestrian 

priority 
environments

WALKING ENVIRONMENT 

(high level summary ) 

ÅPedestrians should be prioritised in most street 
environments, with facilities such as footways of 
1.5m and wider, crossing facilities at appropriate 
locations and waiting times at signals not 

exceeding much beyond 60 seconds, climate 
protection, seating at frequent intervals, good 
levels of lighting, etc  

ÅPedestrian needs should be considered for all 
street types  

ÅStreets should be designed on a 

ôhuman/pedestrian scaleõ, responding to the 
needs of pedestrians  

ÅUnderpass -type crossings should be avoided  

ÅStreets should offer good connections of small 
grain  

ÅStreets should encourage staying activities and 

interaction for a diverse range of users  

ÅStreet environments should be adaptable and 
flexible  

 

 



C: STREET DESIGN PRINCIPLES (5) 
L

IN
K

PLACEStrategic Local

Strategic

Local

Local 

access 

street

City 

bypass 

road

City 

boulevard

Sector 

arterial

Potential for 

shared streets

SHARED STREETS 

(high level summary ) 

ÅAn alternative approach to street design 
suitable to streets with ôdesignõ speeds below 25 
km/hr  

ÅôShared streetsõ integrate street functions by 
removing barriers separating users  

ÅIt calls for a different design approach, avoiding 
conventional signage, traffic islands and 
markings, etc  

ÅLocal expression within the street space should 
be enhanced and encouraged  



D: FURTHER RESOURCES 

Standards and 

guidelines that 

shape design 

of streets in SA  

Best practice 

national and 

international 

resource 

documents  

Online 

community of 

practice  

Useful terms and 

definitions  

shared street 

shared space 

single surface 

naked street 

simplified street 

encounter zone 

home zone 

civilised street... 



BOWDEN URBAN VILLAGE: 

TRIAL OF THE CONCEPTS 


