Miramar Avenue (phase 2)

; ; responses

Relationship to the street

= | live on this street

‘!‘H = | live near this street

u | live in Wellington

= | work on this street

u Other

= | regularly travel along this street

Importance of this route

= Very Important

= [mportant

= Moderately Important
= Low Importance

Not Important

Design Considerations

Y

m crossing

= separation
parking

m overtaking

= narrow

= pedestrians

u shelter

= surface

= continuity

= trees

m access to drive/park

= car doors

= general

Design - Option B

Overall

Existing layout

Option A

Option B

B For people in cars
B For people walking
For people on bicycles
B For people using the bus
H For people living on this street

M For people working on this street

High Importance (47% of respondents)

Existing layout

Option B

Low Importance (41% of respondents)

Existing layout

s

Justification (Very Important & Important)

= narrow

= traffic flow
‘ ’ key route
u safety

= low priority vs cost
= no/low issues

® against change

m pro-cycling

m parking

= affects business

= other

Justification (Low & Not Important)

= narrow
= traffic flow
" key route
p = safety
= low priority vs cost
h = no/low issues

‘:— = against change

= pro-cycling
= parking
= affects business

= other

I live on this street (2 respondents)

oo |

I regularly travel along this street (48 respondents)

I live near this street (20 respondents)

I work on this street (2 respondents)

over I
overs [N

I live in Wellington (4 respondents)

Existing layout

Option A

Option B

Other (1 respondent)

Existing layout

Option A

Option B



