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Samira Ghadimi (AT)

From: Manoj Nathoo (AT)
Sent: Wednesday, 30 April 2025 9:39 am
To: Siobhan O'Donovan (AT)
Subject: FW: Karangahape Designs combined April 2025 SP mark up.pptx

 
 

From: Mitra Prasad (AT) <Mitra.Prasad@at.govt.nz>  
Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2025 12:00 pm 
To: Putri Kusumawardhani (AT) <Putri.Kusumawardhani@at.govt.nz>; Suresh Patel (AT) <Suresh.Patel@at.govt.nz>; Sophia Wang (AT) <Sophia.Wang@at.govt.nz>; Andy 
Irwin (AT) <Andy.Irwin@at.govt.nz>; Irene Tse (AT) <Irene.Tse@at.govt.nz> 
Cc: Manoj Nathoo (AT) <Manoj.Nathoo@at.govt.nz> 
Subject: RE: Karangahape Designs combined April 2025 SP mark up.pptx 
 
Hi Putri 
 
The preference would definitely be to drop a traffic lane and retain the bidirectional cycle lane as the existing arrangement works quite well. However if that is not 
feasible my thoughts are below. 
 

 Up hill cycle lane only would be the most beneficial. Sharrows for downhill section would need to include some thought around how downhill / south bound 
cyclists can access Light path entry point – visibility around corner is not good to weave across NBD traffic. How is this cyclist movement being 
accommodated? 

 If we are happy with 2.9m traffic lanes (which includes eastern channel for southbound lane) an option could be to squeeze in a 0.3m buffer and 1.6m cycle 
lane (including channel so potentially only 1.3m usable space) see below snip. This might help with rubbish truck tracking. 

 Overall any solution with 2 way for vehicles and an uphill cycle lane is going to result in compromises for cycles and general traffic, given the tracking. 
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Nga mihi 
Mitra 

 

From: Putri Kusumawardhani (AT) <Putri.Kusumawardhani@at.govt.nz>  
Sent: Wednesday, 23 April 2025 9:52 am 
To: Suresh Patel (AT) <Suresh.Patel@at.govt.nz>; Sophia Wang (AT) <Sophia.Wang@at.govt.nz>; Andy Irwin (AT) <Andy.Irwin@at.govt.nz>; Mitra Prasad (AT) 
<Mitra.Prasad@at.govt.nz>; Irene Tse (AT) <Irene.Tse@at.govt.nz> 
Cc: Manoj Nathoo (AT) <Manoj.Nathoo@at.govt.nz> 
Subject: RE: Karangahape Designs combined April 2025 SP mark up.pptx 
 
Hi Suresh,  
 
Wellington has been exploring the implementation of an uphill one-way cycleway and downhill sharrow due to their narrow traffic lanes and road gradients. Below 
is an image rendering from WCC’s public consultation.  
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East St is designed as a low-speed environment, and with this type of road intervention (temporary) - a white line marking can be considered. There is a merit in 
providing an uphill dedicated cycleway, but the operational interface between uphill people on bike, northbound rubbish trucks, and southbound general vehicle - 
is something that need to be carefully considered. @Andy Irwin (AT) from Geometric should provide his insight for the (narrow) traffic lane width and tracking – 
since the narrow traffic lanes might trigger a Departure.  
 
@Mitra Prasad (AT) @Irene Tse (AT) may I have your insight about the uphill cycleway and downhill sharrow on East St? 
The traffic lanes are 2.9m each with no buffer space (500mm truck envelope overlapping with cycle lane) meaning all elements here are sub-standard in terms of 
operational width.  
There is a proposed bridge threshold on the northern of East St (Suresh, Sophia - correct me if I am wrong) which might help to manage the traffic flow, perhaps 
reducing the likelihood of this three movements happening at the same time. 
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Ngā mihi, 
Putri Kusumawardhani | Senior Specialist – Active Modes Design 
Design & Engineering |Infrastructure & Place 
20 Viaduct Harbour Avenue, Auckland 1010 
M 021 572 762 
www.at.govt.nz | Putri.Kusumawardhani@at.govt.nz 

 
 
 

From: Suresh Patel (AT) <Suresh.Patel@at.govt.nz>  
Sent: Wednesday, 23 April 2025 7:22 am 
To: Putri Kusumawardhani (AT) <Putri.Kusumawardhani@at.govt.nz>; Sophia Wang (AT) <Sophia.Wang@at.govt.nz> 
Cc: Manoj Nathoo (AT) <Manoj.Nathoo@at.govt.nz> 
Subject: Fw: Karangahape Designs combined April 2025 SP mark up.pptx 
 
Kia ora Putri and Sophia  
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Tracking checks were completed using a 10.3m Rubbish truck and 95th vehicle going in opposite directions. Vehicle body wise, there are no clashes but the 0.5m 
clearances are overlapping in areas where the lanes narrow up. The 0.5m clearance for the rubbish truck tracking northbound also encroaches into the cycleway 
as seen in the snips below. 
Tracking at bottom of East St 
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Tracking at north of proposed raised crossing on East St 

 
  
Do you still want us to progress sketches for this option? Umer and I are happy to discuss further in our catchup meeting tomorrow. 
  
Cheers, 
  

 
Transport Engineer 
Beca 
Phone:  
www.beca.com  
igniteyourthinking.beca.com 
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Work locations: Mon-Tues AT office,  Wed-Thur LKA office, Fri - home 
  
  

Important notice: The contents of this email and any attachments may be confidential and subject to legal privilege. If you have received this email message in error please notify us immediately and erase all copies of 
the message and attachments; any use, disclosure or copying of this message or attachments is prohibited. Any views expressed in this email may be those of the individual sender and may not necessarily reflect the 
views of Auckland Transport.  

NOTICE: This email, if it relates to a specific contract, is sent on behalf of the Beca company which entered into the contract. Please contact the 
sender if you are unsure of the contracting Beca company or visit our web page http://www.beca.com for further information on the Beca Group. If 
this email relates to a specific contract, by responding you agree that, regardless of its terms, this email and the response by you will be a valid 
communication for the purposes of that contract, and may bind the parties accordingly. This e-mail together with any attachments is confidential, 
may be subject to legal privilege and applicable privacy laws, and may contain proprietary information, including information protected by copyright. 
If you are not the intended recipient, please do not copy, use or disclose this e-mail; please notify us immediately by return e-mail and then delete 
this e-mail.  




