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Dear Soma, 
 

Re: Three Cumberland cycleway corridor proposals 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the plans to develop key strategic cycleway corridors in 

the Cumberland Local Government Area. 

 

Bicycle NSW has been the peak bicycle advocacy group in NSW for fifty years, and has more than 35 

affiliated local Bicycle User Groups. Our mission is to ‘create a better environment for all bicycle riders’, and 

we support improvements to facilities for pedestrians and cyclists. Bike riding provides a healthy, congestion-

reducing, low-carbon form of travel that is quiet, efficient and attractive for all ages with the correct 

infrastructure design. 

 

The three projects that Cumberland Council put on exhibition in April 2026 were all outlined in the 

Cumberland Walking and Cycling Strategy, adopted in 2024: 

 

• Corridor 2 - Clyde to Prospect Pipeline  

• Corridor 3 - Merrylands Station to Auburn  

• Corridor 12 – Parramatta to Toongabbie 

 

The diagram locating these high-level routes is shown in Figure 6. 

 

Bicycle NSW strongly supports Cumberland’s efforts to progress these projects in a cost-effective manner. 

  

However, we are very concerned that the proposed upgrades will not deliver safe facilities that can be 

used by community members of all ages, from 12-80, and all abilities to reach daily destinations such as 

public transport schools and shops. 

 

The three routes largely comprise long sections of on-road cycling. Many of the roads are moderately 

busy, particularly on Corridor 12.  

 

On-road painted treatments are NOT compliant with the NSW Cycleway Design Toolbox without additional 

interventions to make the streets cycle-friendly – in particular modal filters to reduce traffic volume to under 

2000 vehicles a day and a 30km/h speed limit. 

 

In addition, the bicycle logos are shown positioned to the left of the vehicle lanes, which encourages riders, 

particularly less experienced riders, to ride in the dangerous door zones. 

 

Another concern is that the consultation materials are extremely difficult to interpret. The engineering 

plans don’t have all the street names marked or an overall route map. Even experienced bicycle advocates 

have struggled to understand the proposals and prepare feedback. 

 

https://bicyclensw.org.au/
mailto:council@cumberland.nsw.gov.au
https://www.transport.nsw.gov.au/system/files/media/documents/2023/Cycleway-Design-Toolbox-Web.pdf
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We are very grateful to Rob Kemp of Bicycle User Group CAMWEST who has ridden all three routes. He 

was joined by elected councillors and other advocates for some of these saddle surveys. Rob has drawn 

much clearer maps of each route, which we have included at the end of this submission (Figures 3-5). Maps 

like these really help clarify what is planned and should be central to community engagement for transport 

projects. 

 

Bicycle NSW has not commented on the exhibited alignment. We defer to CAMWEST’s submissions for   

Corridor 2, 3 and 12 and confirm that we fully support CAMWEST’s recommendations.  

 

CAMWEST members have worked hard over many years to advocate for better facilities for active travel in 

and around Cumberland. They have detailed knowledge of local conditions and we thank them for their 

enormous contribution to bicycle advocacy.  

 
Recommendations 
 

• Consult closely with local Bicycle User Groups to improve the design and the alignment of the 

cycleways 

 

CAMWEST has drawn up very detailed suggestions for alternative routes that follow less busy roads and 

avoid the worst of the hills. Many of these ideas will not add to the cost of the project. They make better use 

of existing crossings and quieter streets.   

 

We urge Cumberland Council to review each and every recommendation to fine-tune the routes. Please also 

meet Rob Kemp on site for a ride through. He is very happy to devote time and expertise in helping Council 

staff achieve a much better outcome from its investment in active transport. 

 

• Consider any on-road sections as a stepping stone to a Toolbox-compliant facility 

 

On-road painted treatments should only be implemented as an interim solution while Council progresses 

plans for Toolbox-compliant cycleways on these key regional corridors. 

 

Possible facility types include: 

 

Quietway: A high-quality mixed traffic treatment where bicycle riders travel on the road in the centre of the 

traffic lane. It is essential to apply filtered permeability to reduce traffic volumes to under 2,000 cars a day, 

reduce speed limits to <30km/, and add visual cues for all road users about appropriate speeds and 

behaviour. Quietways are not suitable in road environments with trucks or buses. 

 

One- or two-way bicycle path: An off-road facility that is physically separated from motor vehicle traffic 

and pedestrians, and is exclusively for use by bicycles and other micromobility devices. Many councils 

have been able to creates separated bicycle paths between the existing kerbs with no loss of parking. We 

can provide examples and advice on this. Cumberland has experience from the planning of the on-road 

section of the Pippita Rail Trail. 

 

Shared path: A wide path that accommodates two-way bicycle and pedestrian movements, often created 

by widening the existing footpath. Shared paths provide lower levels of service to both people walking 

and people cycling than a separated facility due to the potential for conflicts with pedestrians, but they are 

appropriate when walking and cycling volumes are sufficiently low. 

 

If Council does not consider a future Toolbox-compliant cycling facility viable for a particular road, then this 

route shouldn't be in the Cumberland Walking and Cycling Strategy! 

https://camwest.org.au/docs/CAMWEST-Clyde-To-Propect-Pipeline-Via-Duck-River-Feedback.pdf
https://camwest.org.au/docs/CAMWEST-Cumberland-Strategic-Corridor-3-Merrylands-To-Auburn-Feedback.pdf
https://camwest.org.au/docs/CAMWEST-Cumberland-Strategic-Corridor12-Parramatta-To-Toongabbie-Feedback.pdf
https://www.transport.nsw.gov.au/system/files/media/documents/2023/Cycleway-Design-Toolbox-Web.pdf
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• Improve line marking markings for interim on-road routes 

 

When riding on-road, riders need to be empowered to move out of the potentially dangerous parked vehicle 

‘door zone’. Signals need to be sent to both riders and motorists that sharing the main road carriageway is 

acceptable – and encouraged. 

 

PS-2 bicycle symbols must be positioned in the centre of the vehicle lanes. This will encourage bike riders to 

ride in a more defensive position. Drivers will know to expect bike riders and that they have to share the 

road.  

 

In addition, the parking and centre lane line marking should be adjusted to narrow the vehicle lanes.  

This helps prevent cars passing bike riders too closely and forces them to wait until they can pull out into the 

adjacent lane. Narrow lanes also encourage slower driving. 

 

Figure 1 shows a successful example on Brightmore Street in Cremorne. The standard 12.8m width is 

divided into 4. The parking and vehicle lanes are all approx. 3.2m wide - or slightly less if you measure 

between the inner edges of the white lines. The bike symbols are centred. 
 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 1: Brightmore Street in Cremorne, North 

Sydney Council (Image: Bicycle NSW) 

 

 

 

 

These dimensions are backed up by a very useful new document from the UK - Critical safety issues for 

walking, wheeling and cycling 

 

This report provides evidence-based numerical benchmarks to define where vehicle volumes, lane widths, 

distances between crossings, trip hazards etc. become a ‘critical issue’ 

 

Section 3 discusses lane widths and sets out that that lanes for mixed traffic cycling should be either under 

3.25 or over 3.9. 

 

Another configuration for hilly 12.8m wide roads has been used by Northern Beaches and Mosman councils. 

The downhill lane is narrowed to under 3.2m for mixed traffic cycling, which leaves road space available for a 

wide buffered uphill lane. The Dee Why cycleway shown in Figure 2 is far from Toolbox-compliant but it feels 

much safer than the previous door-zone line markings. 

 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/critical-safety-issues-for-walking-wheeling-and-cycling/critical-safety-issues-for-walking-wheeling-and-cycling
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/critical-safety-issues-for-walking-wheeling-and-cycling/critical-safety-issues-for-walking-wheeling-and-cycling


P  4/6 
 

(02) 9704 0800  |  info@bicyclensw.org.au  |  www.bicyclensw.org.au 

Gadigal Country, Level 1, Tower 1, 201 Sussex St, Sydney NSW 2000 

ABN 26 511 801 801 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2: Griffin Road, Dee Why, Northern 

Beaches Council (Image: Google Maps) 

 

 
 

Safe, direct, accessible and attractive active transport links are not a nice-to-have in high density precincts. 

They are an absolutely essential foundation for development. They ‘roll out the green carpet’ for people 

walking and cycling, and ensure that residents of all ages can get around and connect to public transport 

with using a car. 

 

We understand that Cumberland Council is attempting to improve Corridors 2,3 and 12 with very limited 

funding. However, it is important to make the best possible interventions to achieve safer cycling conditions 

in the short term as part of the longer-term roll-out of the local and regional active transport network. 

 

Please do not hesitate to contact Bicycle NSW if we can assist any further with advocacy for these projects. 

 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

  

 

Sarah Bickford      Peter McLean 

 

Bike Planner      Chief Executive Officer 

Bicycle NSW      Bicycle NSW 
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Figure 3 (left): Corridor 2 - Clyde to Prospect Pipeline 

Figure 4 (above): Corridor 12 – Parramatta to Toongabbie 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5 (below): Corridor 3 - Merrylands Station to Auburn 
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Figure 6:  

A diagram locating the 18 Active Transport Corridors proposed in the Cumberland Walking and Cycling Strategy, adopted in 2024 

(Image: Cumberland Council) 


