Appendix 10. Relevant Design Principles

Regional Design Principles
The M2 cycle lane provides a regional route in terms of coherence, directness, safety attractiveness and

comfort. Any alternate route must match the existing M2 shoulder lane in these parameters.

Cycle usage in this corridor is increasing in line with Government policy on promoting cycling in Sydney and will
become more even more attractive as facilities expand, petrol prices rise and cycling becomes the social norm.
Cycling on the M2 is "regional cycling" with cyclists wanting fast continuous cycling for exactly the same reasons
that motorists want the same in roads. This is even more important for human powered vehicles than motor
vehicles, because cyclists personally suffer from steep hill gradients and loss of momentum at stoppages.

The M2 is the enabler for the cycling which otherwise could not occur in this area. Without matching the regional
design principles the any interim detour route would result in a massive reduction in cycling. Regional cyclists
won't use a route unless it matches the design principles from the NSW Bicycle Guidelines, version 1.2 July
2005, published by the RTA (copied below)
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3.1: Key design principles of the bicycle transport system.
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Appendix 10. Relevant Design Principles

Separation of Bicycles and Motor Vehicles

The designers of the proposed interim cycle detour for the M2 have not taken into account the need for
separation from motor vehicles depending on the road conditions. The NSW Bicycle Guidelines provides an
excellent guide (copied below) which shows what is needed.

The on-road sections of the proposed route required the installation of bike lanes and the reduction of speed
limits to match the guidelines. Without this, the facility will NOT be used by most cyclists who will find the route
too intimidating and they will effectively be terrorised off the road by car, buses and trucks.

INSW Bicyele Guidelines
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Figure 3.2: Separation of bicycles and motor vehicles according to traffic speed and volume.
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