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CYCLE INSTEAD IN SPRING 

Statement 
HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [5.24 pm]: This week marks also the start of Cycle Instead in 
Spring, a six-week program to encourage cycling as a commuting choice. Cycle Instead is a great initiative, 
which is designed to encourage people to get out of their cars and on to their bikes. Two of my staff are very 
keen bicycle riders; they ride for fun on the weekends. They also frequently ride to work, and they tell me that 
during this winter, there have been lot more people out on bicycle paths than has ever been the case.  

Bikewest’s bicycle traffic count figures are consistently showing an uptake in cyclist numbers when promotional 
events such as these occur. Also, Perth’s population of commuting cyclists has been steadily on the increase, 
certainly since 1998, when monitoring commenced. In fact, apparently the number of cyclists on the bicycle 
paths has tripled in that time. Australians are now purchasing more bikes than they are cars and have been doing 
so for almost a decade. We are not expecting these figures to reverse anytime soon given the well-recognised 
health and fitness benefits from cycling as well as the financial benefits. We are increasingly seeing benefits for 
people who choose to ride because they manage to avoid traffic congestion in the morning. I think we are likely 
to see the use of even more bikes in the future. It is therefore very important that we start looking at how our 
cycling infrastructure is keeping up with this continually increasing load.  

For a long time, Perth was considered to be a bit of a leading light in cycling infrastructure in Australia. The 
planning and provision of facilities for cyclists started as far back as 1975. In 1996 the Perth Bicycle Network 
Plan was released, which was a comprehensive three-stage plan—I have looked at it quite extensively—to install 
major cycling infrastructure across the city. That particular PBN consists of five parts. It has local bicycle routes, 
principal transport routes, regional recreational paths and highways and main roads, which are obviously the 
responsibility of Main Roads WA; and district roads, which are the responsibility of local government. The state 
government was to look after the principal transport routes, the regional recreation paths and the highways and 
the main roads, and local government was to look after the local bicycle routes and the district roads. This plan is 
yet to be fully implemented, even though we are talking 14 years since it began, and parts of the network having 
reached different stages of completion. There are some difficulties in retrofitting cycling infrastructure into 
suburbs and roads that were not originally designed with cycling in mind. We note that cycling infrastructure has 
been included in the designs of newer suburbs and roads such as Forrest Highway and the Tonkin Highway 
south extension.  

Importantly, this PBN—again, 14 years ago—was intended to have a 10-year life span. The first review of the 
PBN was due to take place in 2000, but it did not start until 2006. That was approximately when we would have 
expected a new plan to be in place. Consultation from 2006 ceased in December 2007 and the first draft was 
delivered to the department on 9 November 2009. I understand that numerous changes were requested by the 
Department of Transport. On 4 June last year, when I had not been in this place for very long, I asked a question 
about the PBN review. The Minister for Transport told me that the report would be finalised in December 2009 
and would be published in early 2010. But we still have not seen that report. It still has not been released. I really 
would like to know where it is at. What we do know is that we are spending billions of dollars on road upgrades. 
But we seem to be dragging our heels on the PBN. Given that large chunks of the bicycle network outlined in the 
1996 PBN plan have already been built, we are not talking about an insane amount of money being required to 
finish it.  

The City of Sydney has recently done some really good work in planning its bicycle network. It commissioned 
an economic benefits analysis to support funding submissions to the state and federal governments. That study 
found that the largest benefits that were identified were decongestion benefits, travel time savings, and 
absenteeism and productivity benefits. It found also that there were benefits in terms of what is called journey 
ambience. Journey ambience includes travellers’ views about stress and frustration, and fear of potential 
accidents, as well as enjoyment of the surrounding landscape and townscape. The benefits over 25 years for 
inner Sydney are conservatively expected to reach hundreds of millions of dollars in 2010 dollar value, and 
potentially nearly $2 billion. I am not suggesting that Perth and Sydney are exactly equivalent, or that the results 
would be the same for the wider Perth area. But some of those cost benefits are already being realised in Perth, 
as we have had over a decade of concentration on the Perth Bicycle Network. These advantages are being lost 
while the central metropolitan areas are being neglected and linkages are not being maintained to standard. 
Therefore, it is economically desirable for Western Australia to finish this investment and to complete the links.  

The City of Perth recently started a consultation process to develop a draft cycling plan for the city to support the 
thousands of cyclists in the city at present, and also to encourage other people to take up cycling. However, the 
City of Perth should not have to be doing this work. The PBN review and the new PBN plan should be doing 
exactly that. So I ask again: where is it?  
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Perth and Sydney monitoring both show that the provision of cycling infrastructure results in a huge increase in 
the number of cyclists using that infrastructure. For example, between the 2002 and 2003 count of cyclists, the 
dual-use pathway between East Parade and Caledonian Avenue was opened. Six times as many cyclists were 
deemed to be using that path in 2003 compared with 2002. There are now 11 times as many cyclists using that 
path. In Sydney, two cycleways that do not connect to a larger network were opened, and that saw an immediate 
30 per cent increase in use. 

As is always my argument when it comes to public transport, if we build it, people will use it; and that will result 
in improvements in health, reductions in congestion, and economic benefits for the community.  

We do need to see the revised Perth Bicycle Network plan. Most importantly, we need to look at urgently 
progressing and making further investment in the PBN.  

House adjourned at 5.33 pm 
__________ 

 
 
 


