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To provide an impediment 
to jumping off the bridge
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� To present background on the RTA 
report and their subsequent 
meeting of invited stakeholders

� My name is Grant Sheldon. 
I am a member of the NPA and am 
a professional civil engineer who 
has lived in Northbridge for 23 
years.
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� Background

� Barriers as an impediment to 
suicides

� RTA’s report
� Requirements
� Types of barriers considered

� RTA’s 3 options
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� The NSW State Coroner in his findings 

dated 22 May 2008 has recommended 
to the RTA:
� That a safety barrier designed to prevent 

or significantly impede jumping … be 
erected by RTA as soon as practicably 
possible…

� That any such barrier erected be 
designed to take into account the 
Bridge’s significant heritage and 
architectural values and to harmonise 
with them.
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� The person
� Their family, friends and 

colleagues
� Possible severe injury to others
� Innocent persons, who see the act 

or find the body and their family
� Police and emergency services

As a community this should be 
minimised
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� Dr Michael Dudley from “Suicide 

Prevention Australia” stated that barriers 
are a significant deterrent

� On the Central Coast at Mooney Mooney 
bridge, Police report that the barriers 
have caused a large reduction in deaths

� An impulsive action can be thwarted and 
gives the troubled person time to 
reconsider their actions

� Usually they don’t just go somewhere 
else 
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� RTA commissioned the NSW 
Government Architect’s Office to 
identify and assess options for a 
barrier on the Suspension Bridge

� Comprised a “desk top” review of 
barrier systems used on bridges 
from around the world.

� The draft report looked at these 
systems and came up with options
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1. Effective impediment to 
jumping

2. Compatible with heritage 
aspects

3. Architectural design qualities
4. Cost of construction (buildability)

5. Enable ongoing bridge and 
barrier maintenance
1, 2, 3 are required by Coroner & 
in the report 2 & 3 were combined
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1. Barrier supported above the 
existing concrete balustrade (1)

2. Barrier supported outside the 
existing concrete balustrade (2)

3. Use former suspension system 
(3)

4. Barrier supported inside the 
existing concrete balustrade

5. New foot/cycleways added
6. Horizontal barrier supported 

below  deck level (i.e. net)
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� Barrier supported above the 
existing concrete balustrade

� Painted grey steel spiked “pickets”

� 2.5 m high fence to overcome 
foothold (3.8 total height)

� Appears the cheapest option



3.8 m
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� Barrier supported outside the 
existing concrete balustrade

� Stainless steel netting suspended 
between cables and supports

� Inclined at an angle away from 
the concrete balustrade

� Higher than 3.8 m



3.8 m
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� Uses former suspension system

� More complex as the cables are 
outside the balustrades

� Stainless steel netting suspended 
between cables and supports

� Inclined at an angle away from the 
concrete balustrade
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� RTA advised that they will: 
� place the final options report on 

public display in July
� Consider feedback
� Finalise REF in consultation with 

North Sydney and Willoughby 
Councils

� Design and construct in late 2009
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� Have the Bridge included on the State 
Heritage Register:

� North Sydney and Willoughby Councils 
are best placed to expedite this

� Encourage North Sydney and 
Willoughby Councils work together to 
help find a better option

� NPA suggest a design competition to 
look for something better

� Work with other community groups (e.g. 
Cammeray, Naremburn)

� Provide feedback when displayed 




