Comments on Proposal to install traffic lights on benabrow Avenue

Bribie Island has long had a policy of “No Traffic Signals” and this policy should be maintained.  The introduction of lights as proposed here, would be a backward step.  This proposal should be rejected because:

· This engineering solution is offered as the only solution.  No alternatives have been considered

· The engineering solution is contrary to accepted modern practice.  There is a great deal of evidence that shows that impediments to traffic flow (such as stop signs, pedestrian lights etc) will actually increase traffic incidents.  Other options that allow free flow of traffic would be far better solutions.

· No public consultation, as is required by Section 501/b of the Local Government Act (LGA) of 1993, has been conducted

· Only six people were consulted for this proposal and these were all merchants along Benabrow Avenue.  Such a small population does not meet the requirements of the LGA for public consultation – especially on a proposal that overturns such a long-standing policy

· The proposal has not established that these six merchants are even “affected publics” as is required in public consultation processes.  The proposal does not establish that they even use the current pedestrian crossing.  Seeing they all have their own car parks accessible off Benabrow, it is unlikely they would ever use the centre parking on Benabrow and hence the pedestrian crossing.  Because they are not “affected publics”, their input is irrelevant

· No effort has been made to consult with pedestrians who actually use this crosswalk.

· Proponents of this project within CSC have refused to meet with community groups to discuss this proposal.  They will only attend in order to present the project and are not prepared to answer questions or enter into discussions of substance.  This does not meet the requirement of “consultation” as defined by the LGA.

· None of the incidents over the last five years along Benabrow involves pedestrians.  This proposal is addressing a problem that does not exist.  

· The proposal involves the removal of yet more trees on Bribie with no commitment to even replace what is destroyed for the project.  It is time such practices cease.  There has been enough of such environmental destruction on Bribie.

