
 

Sydney Harbour Bridge Cycleway Access Program 

Submission of the Committee for North Sydney  

It has been obvious for a long time that the Bridge bike path needs one or more of the following: 

• a continuing elevated path alongside the bridge/rail structure; 
• the first stage of the HarbourLink elevated separate shared user path; 
• a ramp to the ground; 
• a travelator to the ground; 
• a lift to the ground. 

The solution, when it is found, will just be another instance of transport infrastructure. Admittedly 
it is for a single (but increasingly important) mode, and it is in a sensitive location. But most 
transport infrastructure is for one mode, and is usually in an area that people care about.  

Finding the best option should not generate controversy, grandstanding, pressure or politicking. 
It should not require grand gestures in the form of ramps that are trying to be giant sculptures 
and landmarks.  

So far, the search for an alternative connection (in addition to the stairs) has been 
fundamentally flawed.  

• It seems unnecessarily rushed. What is the urgency? 
• The problem has been around for a long time and several efforts to solve it have failed – 

but a good process could see a consensual solution over a relatively short time. 
• It is provocative to offer two grandiose ramps and declare that it will be one of the other. 
• It is provocative to say the decision will soon be made by TfNSW. 
• A process limited to the calling for submissions (like this one) with no real transparency, 

no conversation, no independent review and no participation is rightly viewed very 
cynically by the public. 

Instead, TfNSW is capable of running a sensible process involving the key stakeholders and 
others who wish to be included.  

This would be like an open design process, beginning with a broad agreement on defining the 
problem, on the criteria for a solution, and on outcomes to be avoided. On this basis, a range of 
options could be identified – ramps, travelators, lifts, continuations of an elevated path – and 
then compared and ranked according to their strengths and weaknesses.  

If this is given time, and is properly facilitated (by the people that TfNSW engages for these 
kinds of processes) there would be much greater confidence and support among the public for 
what TfNSW is trying to do. There should be time for the community to debate the pros and 
cons of the various possibilities, without a lot of passion and outrage. 

We are confident that a broad consensus would emerge based on the facts and realities, and 
that everyone would, at the very least, acknowledge that the process had been comprehensive 
and inclusive, even if their preferred solution isn’t chosen.  

The Committee for North Sydney urges TfNSW to  

• engage with the community to explain the context and to rationally explore all options; 
• facilitate a conversation about the nature of the problem, the criteria for a solution, and 

the strengths and weaknesses of all options; 
• build a broad consensus or acceptance around an emerging solution. 

The outcome would be good infrastructure for an increasingly important transport mode, and 
renewed confidence in the community that planning and urban design can be a positive and 
inclusive process. 

Committee for North Sydney 28 June 2021 

23 August 2019 

The Hon. Rob Stokes MP 
Minister for Planning and Public Spaces 
GPO Box 5341 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 (Submitted via web) 

Dear Minister 

Request for a meeting regarding the future of the North Sydney city centre 

We wrote on 9 July to request a meeting, and greatly appreciated your arranging for Mr Michael 
Bishop to be briefed on our discussions with Lendlease and Sydney Metro concerning the 
public benefit to be generated at the Victoria Cross Metro station in North Sydney. 

The matter is urgent – Lendlease is about to submit a DA for the 42-storey office tower above 
the station – and there is a lot at stake. Decisions made now may determine whether the legacy 
of the Metro in North Sydney is a commercial office tower with overcrowded space outside and 
no public purpose inside, or a significant, even transformative, contribution to the emerging 
heart of the North Sydney city centre. 

I appreciated meeting with Mr Bishop and he will be able to outline the issues we are discussing 
with Lendlease and Sydney Metro. Sydney Metro supported Lendlease's attendance at the 
meeting, and I was asked by Mr John Burton, Managing Director Urban Regeneration, 
Lendlease, to advise Mr Bishop that he would have attended had he not been flying to Perth, 
and that he would welcome a future opportunity to discuss these issues with you. 

The Committee is convinced that the project could potentially deliver one of the most impressive 
public spaces in Sydney, and significant facilities, if all parties work towards this end. 

Members of the Committee for North Sydney* believe there would be great value if four 
representatives of the Committee could meet with you personally in relation to the Victoria 
Cross Metro station. We would welcome the attendance of Lendlease and Sydney Metro at 
the meeting. 

We think that it is in the State Government's interest that the legacy of the Metro in North 
Sydney should be a better city centre. The North Sydney Council and the Committee for North 
Sydney would strongly support it, and the community would see the real benefits that would 
come from a rethink of this project -- and would love the result when it is finished in 2024. 

I attach some information about the Committee for North Sydney. 

Yours sincerely 

Jeremy Dawkins 
Convenor 

Committee for North Sydney 

* The members of the Committee for North Sydney are eminent practitioners in planning,
architecture, urban design and related fields and respected members of their local communities.
Their primary purpose: the evolution of North Sydney from a CBD to an appealing city centre
recognised and supported by the community – a place for people. The immediate issue:
whether public life in North Sydney gains or loses from the impacts of Sydney Metro – it may
depend on decisions made in the next weeks and months.


