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Community Wellbeing Scorecard  
The City of Belmont commissions independent research company CATALYSE® Pty Ltd to 
undertake annual MARKYT® Scorecards. MARKYT® data is used as a decision -support tool to 
inform planning, investment, service delivery, and community engagement relating to 
community wellbeing.  

The use of an independent provider ensures confidentiality, reliability, and the ability to 
benchmark results against those of other Australian local governments.  

The most recent MARKYT® Scorecards were undertaken in August 2025, with more than 
1,400 residents completing the Community Scorecard and more than 800 residents 
participating in the Wellbeing Scorecard.  Respondent profile below:  
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Engagement Outcomes  
During the first engagement exercise in 2024 , the City had:  

 

Interactive Mapping Tool (Belmont Connect)  
A total of 128 pins were submitted by 59 contributors through the mapping tool  on Belmont 
Connect , identifying issues and opportunities across the City .  

 
Figure 1 Locations where pins were submitted on interactive map  
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Of the comments received through the interactive mapping tool, 105 related to infrastructure 
or maintenance managed by the City of Belmont, while 23 related to infrastructure or 
maintenance under the responsibility of the State Government, predominantly Ma in Roads 
Western Australia.  These are summarised by suburb in Table 1. 
Table 1 Summary of responses by suburb  

Suburb  Number  of 
Responses  

Local 
Issues  

State 
Related  

Kewdale  19  15  4 

Rivervale  53  41  12  

Cloverdale  21  20  1 

Ascot  15  11  4 

Belmont  8 8 0 

Redcliffe  12  10  2 

Total  128  105 1 23  
 
Location pins that identified issues related to both local and State Government responsibilities  
were classified as local issues , for the purposes of suburb analysis  in Table 1.  

The types of issues identified through the community responses were a primary consider ation  
during the development of the Sustainable Transport Strategy and helped inform the 
Strategy's focus areas and key actions. The specific locations identified by respondents will, in 
turn, inform the prioritisation of projects and programs within the Implem entation Plan, which 
is currently being developed  as an internal document . Locations with  multiple comments  were 
likely to  indicat e a higher level of community concern and stronger support for improvements 
at these sites. Table 2 and Table 3 summarise the locations and issues relating to State 
Government and City of Belmont responsibilities, respectively.  
Table 2 I ssues identified  on State  roads through interactive mapping  

Location  Suburb(s)  No.   
Responses   

Key Issues Identified  

Great Eastern 
Highway  (GEH)  
multiple locations  

Rivervale, 
Ascot, Belmont, 
Redcliffe  

10  Difficult and unsafe pedestrian/cyclist 
crossings, requests for additional 
underpasses/bridges, long signal wait 
times, improved access to the Swan 
River.  

Orrong Road 
multiple locations  

Rivervale, 
Kewdale  

8 Heavy traffic volumes, delays 
crossing, unsafe cycling conditions, 
poor connectivity across the corridor.  

GEH  Underpass 
(Surrey Road)  

Rivervale  4 Safety concerns, antisocial behaviour, 
rubbish, lighting and requests for 
CCTV. 

Tonkin Highway  
PSP / Footbridge  

Redcliffe  3 Access issues, long ramps, requests 
for stairs, shade and better pedestrian 
connections.  

 
1 These include comments that rais ed issues that were a combination of local and State responsibility.  
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Survey Findings (Belmont Connect)  
The survey comprised  seven  questions relating to sustainable transport, together with 
demographic questions covering  age , gender  and whether respondents lived , worked, studied 
or visited the City  of Belmont . A total of 199 responses were  received  from 158 
contributors.  The  surv ey results  were analysed to identify key themes, which informed the 
Sustainable Transport Strategy with some of the most relevant  findings summarised below . 

Modes of Transport Used on a Typical Day  
Survey participants were asked to identify the modes of transport they typically use on a usual 
day, with respondents able to select multiple options.

 
Figure 2 Respondents typical transport mode choice  

The results indicate that private vehicle use remains the dominant mode of travel within the 
City, although a significant proportion of respondents also reported walking, cycling and using 
public transport as part of their daily travel patterns.  

Level of Bike or Micromobility Device Ownership  
Survey participants were asked wh ether they owned a bicycle , e-bicycle , e-scooter  or other 
type of micromobility device , with respondents able to select multiple options.  

 
Figure 3 Respondents owning a bicycle or other micromobility device  
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Table 4 Key actions to encourage people to ride/cycle or use a micromobility device more arising from the survey  

Focus Area  Key Action  Responsible  

 

Infrastructure  

1.1 I mprove accessibility and connectivity to 
educational institutions, community and City 
facilities, commercial and industrial precincts . 

Manager Design, 
Assets & Development  

1.4 Install improved sustainable transport support 
infrastructure such as bike stations and end of 
trip facilities at key locations.  

Manager Design, 
Assets & Development  

1.5 Expand local wayfinding signs to ease 
navigation for pedestrians, cyclists and public 
transport users within the City.  

Manager Design, 
Assets & Development  

1.7 Adopt universal access design principles for 
infrastructure upgrades for all mobility users.  

Coordinator Design  

1.8 Integrated streetscape enhancements such as 
green verges and street trees with existing and 
planned footpaths and cycle routes.  

Manager Parks, 
Leisure and 

Environment  

 

Partnerships  

2.1 Investigate routes and areas for reduced 
speed limit implementation as an improved 
environment for safe active travel modes.  

Manager Design, 
Assets & Development  

Traffic Engineering 
Officer  

2.2 Advocate to Main Roads WA to upgrade traffic 
signals for enhanced and safer pedestrian phases.  

Manager Design, 
Assets & Development  

2.3 Advocate to State Government for inclusion of 
sustainable transport infrastructure with major 
network upgrades such as Orrong Road and Great 
Eastern Highway . 

Director Infrastructure 
Services  

2.4 Advocate to PTA for improved accessibility 
and connectivity with the Perth metropolitan 
network, along with coordinated bus/train 
scheduling . 

Director Infrastructure 
Services  

 

Education  

3.1 Deliver structured engagement programmes 
to raise awareness and educate the community 
on sustainable transport options and benefits.  

Sustainable Transport 
Officer  

3.3 Active transport promotion to be held 
concurrently with scheduled City events, 
leveraging existing community, business and City 
activations . 

Sustainable Transport 
Officer  

3.4 Work with DTMI and Road Safety Commission 
to promote road safety campaigns and programs 
for road users, including drivers, cyclists and -
scooter riders . 

Sustainable Transport 
Officer  

 

  







mailto:belmont.belmont@belmont.wa.gov.au
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the b arrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (link ed  to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

3.   Cycling  Heavy traffic  President St & Orrong Road, 
Kewdale  
This area is not suitable for bicycle riding due to 
heavy traffic and unavailability of cycling path.  

As per response to comment #1.  
Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
In addition, advocat e for improvements  to Orrong 
Road with Main Roads WA . 

4.   Walking  Parking on verge  President Street, Kewdale (near 
McGill Street)  
Vehicles are frequently parked here, including on 
the verge and footpath, which forces drivers to 
cross the pedestrian path, creating unsafe 
conditions for pedestrians, especially children. 
Parking signs are often ignored, so installing a 
camera and adding  clear 'No Parking' or fine 
markings on the pavement would help enforce 
safety.  

Complete  
Barriers installed between the path and Tomato 
Lake  in 2026 .  
Operational Response  
Matters relating to enforcement referred  to 
Rangers . 

5.   Public Transport  Road marking  Scott St & Acton Avenue, Kewdale  
A clear stop line is needed here to signal drivers to 
halt before entering Acton Ave. This intersection 
experiences high traffic, especially during AIC start 
and end times. Drivers are confused about 
giveaway.  

Partnerships Key action 2.1  
Review crash history and warrants for stop line at 
this intersection as part of  Implementation Plan.  
 
Education  Key action 3.4  
Campaigns to promote safe and courteous driving  
to be considered in the Implementation Plan.  

6.   Cycling  PSP ends  Jeffrey Street & Leach Highway, 
Kewdale  
Leach Hwy PSP does not connect to Orrong Road. 
Need to ride on the footpath or the road which has 
a lot of cars. Trying to cross Orrong Road is very 
hard, even if you go down to the lights they take 
very long to change for cyclists and pedestrians.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
While c ompleting this section is a priority , this is 
a State Government consideration. City to 
advocat e for extension of the Principal Shared 
Path (PSP) and  grade separated crossing  of 
Orrong Road  with Main Roads WA and 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the b arrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (link ed  to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

Department of Transport and Major Infrastructure 
(DTMI ).  

7.   Cycling  Bike only ends Jeffrey Street & Leach Highway, 
Kewdale  
Leach highway bike path ends, which after a bit 
more dedicated bike path at tomato lake you then 
need to share a road with cars, trucks and busses, 
especially difficult when bike lanes end at every 
roundabout.  

As per response to comment # 6.  
 

8.   Cycling  Crossing Traffic Corser Street & Orrong Road, 
Kewdale  
Traffic volume can create substantial delay in 
trying to cross at this crossing . 

Complete  
Safety improvements at school warden crossing  
on  Orrong Road at this location were made in 
2024/25 to bring up to the new standard 
including 40km/h school zone speed limit . 
 
Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
Advocat e for improvements  to Orrong Road with 
Main Roads WA . 

9.   Cycling  Dangerous intersection Oats Street & Orrong 
Road, Kewdale  
The only people who cross this intersection on foot 
or bike are the brave and the stupid. High speed, 
impatient drivers, and slow light cycles make for a 
terrifying experience.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
Advocat e for improvements  to Orrong Road with 
Main Roads WA, noting i ntersection was upgraded 
to provide set back to vehicles and a separate 
pedestrian phase for each carriageway  in 
2019/2020 .  

10.   Micromobility  Road sign  Jeffrey Street & Kew Street, Kewdale  
Stop and give -way signs at this junction lack 
visibility, and the road surface markings need to be 

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
I ntersection treated in 2018 to mitigate crash 
history and safety concerns.  Line marking  to be 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the b arrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (link ed  to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

Cyclists are required to cycle on the footpath which 
may cause injury to pedestrians as they exit the 
shops and restaurants.  

To investigate shared environment in accordance 
with ACPS in Implementation Plan .  
  
Education  Key action 3.4  
Campaigns to promote safe and courteous 
behaviour to be considered in Implementation 
Plan in accordance with ACPS .  

14.   Cycling  Trees or powerlines  Surrey Road, Kewdale 
(Mercury to Fulham)  
Undergrounding the power along the bike 
boulevard would allow for tall deciduous trees. Nice 
and shady in summer, some warm sun in winter.  

Infrastructure Key action 1.8 
Locations for underground power are  prioritised 
by Western Power . Kewdale has been identified 
as a potential area along with parts of Cloverdale 
(refer to Network Renewal Map ) . Any subsequent 
tree planting will be considered in accordance 
with Streetscape Enhancement Strategy.  

15.   Cycling  Connect to shops  Fulham Street, Kewdale (near 
St Kilda)  
Would love to see Fulham st upgraded to be a bike 
boulevard so that there is safe connectivity 
between Surrey Road and Belmont forum.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.3  
To be considered in Implementation Plan for 
potential as Green Route or Cycle Street as a  
secondary route  on LTCN .  

16.   Cycling  No cycle - lane entrance  Kooyong Road, Kewdale 
(Sydenham to Wright)  
With cycle - lanes, there needs to be an on and off 
path when approaching intersections. Also, many 
cycle lane entrance and exits are poorly designed 
increasing the chances of injury as they are narrow 
or at a bad angle.  

Infrastructure Key action 1. 3 
Improvements to transition s between  on- road 
cycle lanes  and paths to be considered in 
Implementation Plan, prioritising routes on the 
LTCN. 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

access the river at multiple locations along Great 
Eastern Hwy.  

24.   Walking  Safety for crossing Great Eastern Highway, 
Rivervale (near Kooyong Rd)  
People often jaywalking here because of the long 
cycle time and difficulty crossing at the signals. 
Making these signals a two -stage crossing along 
GEH plus installing fencing or median barrier will 
improve pedestrian safety  

As per response to comment #20.  
 

25.   Walking  Crossing  Great Eastern Highway / Kooyong Road, 
Rivervale  
I think having this signal dwell on green for the 
pedestrian crossing on Kooyong would be great 
and not interfere with great eastern highway traffic  

Complete  
Intersection upgraded by MRWA to provide 
staggered crossing . Crossing times in accordance 
with Australian Standards.  
 
Partnerships  Key action 2.2   
City to continue m onitor ing  performance of 
intersection and report  outcomes to Main Roads 
WA.  
 
 

26.   Walking  Unsafe underpass  Great Eastern Highway, 
Rivervale (Surrey Road underpass)  
There is usually rubbish strewn about in the 
underpass -  the lighting and mural are good, but 
perhaps this needs CCTV to discourage people 
from dumping rubbish or worse there. It's better 
than dodging cars across the highway, but not by 
much.  

Operational Response  
Underpass is Main  Roads  asset which the City 
maintains . Matters referred  to  Facilities and  
Community Safety and Crime Prevention  teams . 
Regular cleaning and  community patrols are in 
place , and i mmediate action is not a priority at 
this stage.  
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

27.   Walking  Underpass needs change  Riversdale Road, 
Rivervale (Surrey Road underpass)  
So many residents will not use the underpass, as 
it's dangerous, with no visibility, the ease of 
blocking the two ends, and antisocial behaviour.  
The City of Belmont will not add CCTV because 
there are not crime statistics, and do not 
understand there is no crime because none of us 
are using it.  Dreadful situation, causing many 
people to cross six lanes of traffic on Great Eastern 
Highway, judging that's safer than using the 
underpass.  

Operational Response  
As per response to comment #26 . 

28.   Cycling  Rubbish and danger  Springs Kitchen, 27 Rowe 
Avenue, Rivervale (Surrey Road underpass)   
The under -highway tunnel is brilliant, however it's 
often dangerous and littered with rubbish. It's too 
dangerous to use alone at night. And moderately 
frightening throughout the daylight hours even 
with a friend.  

Operational Response  
See response to comment #26 . 

29.   Cycling  Underpass is dangerous  8 Surrey Road, 
Rivervale (underpass)  
Despite constant user comments about feeling 
unsafe in the underpass, the Council has previously 
ruled out CCTV in the underpass.  As the 
comments here show, many of us will not use it 
when it's dark, as it's dangerous, and we know 
there's no coverage. Und erpasses are very 
dangerous, for obvious reasons, and every possible 

Operational Response  
See response to comment #26 . 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

36.   Walking  No crossing at Kooyong  Kooyong Road, 
Rivervale (GEH to Newey St)  
Kooyong Road, at the Eastgate Centre, is nearly 
impossible to cross unless you go all the way to 
the lights, and with a multi - interchange, it can take 
ages.  

As per response to comment #35.  

37.   Walking  Crossing the road  Kooyong Road, Rivervale (near 
Newey)    
With such high traffic along Kooyong Road, it can 
be quite difficult to cross the road, especially in 
this particular spot.  
Since there has been the school crossing added it 
has been a little helpful but it would have been 
better if a pedestrian crossing had of been added.  

Partnerships  
Key action 2.1  
Warrants for a pedestrian zebra crossing unlikely 
to be met. Treatments to this location to be 
considered under the LCURS program, as per 
response to comment #35 .  

38.   Walking  Crossing  Kooyong Road, Rivervale (near Newey)  
Difficult to cross here due to vehicle speeds. The 
school crossing is very helpful even when 
unmanned, however it would be improved with a 
raised "wombat" crossing to reduce vehicle speeds. 
Ultimately I think a roundabout is required at 
Newey St  

As per response to comment #35.  

39.   Walking  Connectivity opportunity  Kooyong Road, 
Rivervale  (in general)  
Kooyong Road should be upgraded to make it a 
point of connection for all residents in Rivervale. 
We need better accessibility into the Springs all the 
way to the Kooyong Shops. Why not a better 
footpath, cycle path, public art, landscaped verges 

As per response to comments #20 and #35.   
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

and medians, more large trees? Currently the 
Springs area and Rivervale suburb is disconnected. 
We need better connectivity both ways.  

40.   Cycling  Speed limit high  Kooyong Road & Newey Street, 
Rivervale  
This frequently used major street for cyclists has a 
high -speed limit for vehicles and no traffic calming 
measures at all. Cars pass at 60+kmh with no 
centre lines, no marked cycle lane, no islands. This 
is a very heavy traffic street.  

As per response to comment #35.  

41.   Cycling  Topology  Kooyong Road & Newey Street, 
Rivervale  
Due to the hill, drivers may not have enough time 
to stop when crossing the road. An underpass here 
would assist walkers and cyclists to cross the road 
at this intersection.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
As per response to comment #35. Note that an 
underpass will not be feasible, but improvements 
such as a raised intersection may be considered 
as part of the LCURS.  

42.   Walking  Crossing Kooyong  Kooyong Road, Rivervale 
(Copley Park)  
A wombat crossing / pedestrian refuge or maybe a 
slow point at Copley would be great for kids 
walking down to this park.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
See response to comment #3 6 in relation to 
speed reduction . Safe access to Copley Park to  be 
considered in the Implementation Plan  as a 
potential  Green Route . 

43.   Walking  Lack of crossing  Kooyong Road, Rivervale 
(Copley Park)  
Can a green network be created to assist locals to 
access Copley Park more easily?  

See response to comment #42 . 

44.   Walking  Hard to cross  Kooyong Road & Francisco St, 
Rivervale  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

Difficult to cross with a pram due to high traffic, 
difficult visibility with traffic exiting roundabout, 
pedestrian refuge could be bigger.  I would love to 
see the section of Kooyong Road at the shops a 40 
zone.  

See response to comment #3 6 in relation to 
speed reduction treatments on Kooyong Road . 
Improvements at this location will be 
implemented , aligned with ACPS for Kooyong 
Road Neighbourhood Centre . 

45.   Walking  Barrier needed for safety  Kooyong Road & 
Francisco St, Rivervale  
There is a childcare center at the corner. The 
roundabout is very busy during peak hour. It is 
matter of time accident happens here.  

See response s to comment s #3 6 and #44.  

46.   Walking  No Zebra crossings  Kooyong Road & Francisco 
St, Rivervale  
Please install Zebra crossings to allow locals to 
access the Kooyong shops safely.  

See response s to comment s #3 6 and #44.  

47.   Walking  Crossing Kooyong  Kooyong Road, Rivervale 
(Francisco to Gerring)  
Keep the pedestrian refuges and consider 40kmph 
in shopping zone for Kooyong.  

See response s to comment s #3 6 and #44.  

48.   Cycling  Site redevelopment  Kooyong Road, Rivervale 
(related to GEH near Surrey  Road)  
I am very concerned that the Council is open to 
considering a massive redevelopment on GEH, with 
access from Surrey Road, when this is a dedicated 
cycleway.  

Partnerships Key action 2.5   
Active transport to be considered as part of 
redevelopment projects on GEH. This area is 
Development Area 11, The Springs, at the 
western gateway to the City of Belmont  

49.   Cycling  Better connectivity  Orrong Road & Barry Street, 
Rivervale  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
City to continue advocating to Main Roads WA for 
improvements  to Orrong Road.  
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

Better connectivity is needed to cross Orrong Road 
so that people can travel into Vic Park or the City 
for work.  

50.   Cycling  Red light runners  Orrong Road & Francisco St, 
Rivervale  
I frequently cross this intersection from West to 
East. Cars turning right from Francisco to Orrong 
road North bound run the red light pretty much 
every cycle in the mornings. This results in them 
speeding through the pedestrian green light cycle.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
City to continue advocating to Main Roads WA for 
improvements  to this intersection of Orrong Road. 
Area monitored by cameras  and matter to be 
referred to WA P olice . 

51.   Cycling  Orrong is busy  Orrong Road, Lathlain  
(Francisco to Campbell)   
So complex to navigate crossing Orrong at a 
suitable point, and the alternative is riding on 
footpaths, which is inherently dangerous.  

As per  response to comment # 49.  
 

52.   Cycling  Orrong traffic  Orrong Road & Campbell St, 
Rivervale  
A cyclist cannot safely ride on Orrong, which 
pushes them to a footpath, or a side street, and 
many do not connect through.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3  
Surrey Road has been developed as an 
alternative route to Orrong Road. City to continue 
advocating to Main Roads WA for improvements  
to Orrong Road.  

53.   Walking  Amount of traffic  Orrong Road & Roberts Road, 
Rivervale  
I appreciate Orrong Road is a major thoroughfare 
but whether walking or cycling I can experience 
significant delays getting across.  

As per  response to comment # 49.  

54.   Cycling  Surrey to Roberts  Surrey Road & Roberts Road, 
Rivervale  (related to Orrong Road crossing)   

As per  response to comment # 49. Note that Town 
of Vic toria  Park implemented a no right turn 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

take the car when if we had a park or parks nearby 
would choose to walk instead.  

Green Routes connecting residents to parks will 
be considered in the Implementation Plan.  

66.   Cycling  Steep grade  Brighton Road, Rivervale (river 
foreshore path)  
The cycle ramp it's very steep with no flat bits. It 
makes it hard to access the river path on a bicycle 
or wheelchair. It could be reconstructed with a 
shallower grade or with flat bits for resting .  

Infrastructure  Key action 1. 1  
Potential upgrades to the river foreshore path will 
be considered in the Implementation Plan , subject 
to external funding availability and project 
feasibility .  

67.   Walking  Unsafe  Rivervale Riverfront area  
The whole Rivervale riverfront needs to be cleaned 
up. The weeds are out of control and rubbish 
everywhere, including needle sticks. Landscaping 
and path lighting at night would go a long way to 
push away the riff raff that go here at night and 
activate th e area for locals who use this path both 
night and day. A clean -up would probably 
encourage greater usage and push out the riff raff 
without the need for Poli ce 
le. Promote this area as a great location for 
walking after the clean -up to raise awareness of 
this spot.  

Operational r esponse  
Matters relating to community safety referred to 
Community Safety and Crime Prevention team.  

68.   Cycling  Theft risk  Gerring Court, Rivervale  
There's no way I'd leave my bike or scooter at 
either Eastg ate or Kooyong shops, theft is a huge 
issue.  

Operational r esponse  
Matters relating to community safety referred to 
Community Safety and Crime Prevention team.  
City actively promotes bike registration and 
provides free D - locks to help improve security.  
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

72.   Cycling  It's not just Belmont  Orrong Road  & Alexander 
Road , Rivervale  (referencing neighbouring Council 
areas)  
This map considers only travel within Belmont, 
99% of us on bikes are leaving the area, so doing 
this in isolation from other LGAs is fundamentally 
flawed.  

I ntent of the mapping tool exercise was for 
infrastructure gaps or barriers to be highlighted 
for  the City to seek to address within its 
boundaries. Collaborat ion with neighbouring local 
governments on broader connectivity  issues will 
continue, specifically to ensure route connectivity 
on the LTCN across borders.  

 

Rivervale had the highest number of response s, with 53  out of 128 responses (41.4%) received  for this suburb . 36  of the  response s for 
Rivervale  (68%) were matters within the City's responsibility, while 11 related to State Government infrastructure or operations. A further 
six  involved shared local and State Government responsibilities . 
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No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

Advocate to Main Roads to increase phasing time 
to provide priority to pedestrians.  

77.   Walking  No footpath  Abernethy Rd & Keane St, Cloverdale  
It's dangerous to cross Abernethy Rd (crossing 
from Keane St) as there are too many fastmoving 
vehicles on both sides. There are no traffic lights, 
foot path or pedestrian lane. I would have wanted 
to walk going to Forster Park in the afternoons but 
crossing the road prohibits me from doing that.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
The Abernethy Road and Keane Street 
intersection will be upgraded to a roundabout as 
outlined in the Abernethy Road Traffic Study. 
Footpaths and pedestrian crossing points will be 
incorporated  into  the planned road modifications.  
To note that a signalised pedestrian crossing will 
be installed at Abernethy Road and Scott Street 
as part of the Abernethy Road upgrade.  

78.   Walking  Hard to cross  Belgravia Street, Cloverdale 
(Belgravia Local Centre)  
Zebra crossings would be helpful for crossing the 
road more safely at the shops. We also need more 
street trees in the three blocks around the shops to 
encourage walking.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
This will be considered for an area -wide 
treatment under the Low -Cost Urban Road Safety 
(LCURS) program in the Implementation Plan . 
Warrants for zebra crossing at this location will be 
considered.  

79.   Public Transport  Not often enough  Mcglinn Way & Peacock Street, 
Cloverdale  
The bus towards Redcliffe station in the morning 
doesn't run as often as the bus to the city.  So it 
leads me to drive more rather than take the public 
transport as I'm not sitting on the bus for an hour 
to get into the city  

Partnerships  Key action 2.4  
The City will continue to advocate for 
improvements to public transport , specifically  in 
th e area  mentioned . 

80.   Walking  Safety risk  Trink Street, Cloverdale (Scott to Kew)  
There are no footpaths in some streets. Increases 
safety risk by needing to walk on road  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
New footpath s to be considered for inclusion in 
the Footpath Program in I mplementation Plan . 
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limit on both of these roads. I have seen high 
spped police chases along this route several times.  
Kids are unsafe walking to school along this part of 
the road. To walk in the shade means walking 
along the side of the street opposite Belmay school 
and then crossing Epsom Ave, there is no safe 
place to cross Epsom and school kids have to 
navigate traffi c.  

Improvements to crossing safety for Belmay 
Primary School to be considered as part of the 
Implementation Plan.  

85.   Walking  Too hot  Keane Street, Cloverdale (Fisher to Trink)  
We need more street trees along Keane Street to 
support walkability to Forster Park. The footpath 
gets so hot in summer which makes it unpleasant 
for walkers and a danger to dogs.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.8   
The City planted multiple new trees along Keane  
Street in 2025 in winter.  

86.   Cycling  Security  Belmont Forum, Cloverdale  
Have already had an eBike stolen from the Forum.  
 

Operational r esponse  
Matters relating to community safety referred to 
Community Safety and Crime Prevention team.  
To note Belmont Forum has installed five Bikeep 
secure bike parking and charging stations, and 
their data indicates that these are effective in 
maintaining security.  City actively promotes bike 
registration and provides free D - locks to help 
improve security.  

87.   Cycling  Crime  Sports Power, 222 Belmont Avenue, 
Cloverdale  (Belmont Forum)  
My bike will be stolen while I shop  

As per response to comment #8 6. 

88.   Cycling  Theft and damage  EB Games, Shop 9, 227 
Belmont Ave, Cloverdale  (Belmont Forum)  

As per response to comment #8 6. 
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96.   Walking  Long Detour  Great Eastern Highway, Ascot  
(length of GEH)  
Crossing south to north, there is a very long 
barrier to accessing this underpass.  There are only 
2 underpasses along the whole of GEH, and this 
one requires lots of deviating by 700 metres to get 
across!  

As per response to comment #20.  

97.   Walking  Longer walk/cycle  Great Eastern Highway & 
Tonkin Highway, Ascot  
You have a very long walk to get to the other side 
of great eastern hwy.  You need to walk south 
along Tonkin to the footbridge, walk the circular 
access onto the footbridge, then walk/cycle 
through or around the park to get up to the other 
side of Tonkin or to access the tunnel to go under 
great eastern hwy.  

Infrastructure Key action 1.5  
Interchange was upgraded in 2024. Alternative 
routes should be considered. To review 
wayfinding requirements for movements at this 
interchange as part of the Implementation Plan.  

98.   Cycling  Cycle path here  Samphire to Grandstand, Ascot  
Cycle path would be great here as this is the one 
obstruction around the whole swan river where 
there is no path or bike track  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.3  
This area is under control of State Government 
(WAPC and DPLH ) and not on the LTCN . To 
review priority for path at this location and 
potential constraints as part of Implementation 
Plan. All c hanges to LTCN will need to be in 
consultation with and then approved by DTMI.   

99.   Cycling  Lack of infrastructure  Marina Drive  & The 
Boardwalk , Ascot  
There is a lack of safe, separated bike paths (paint 
on GEH is not adequate). This is a major reason as 
to why many do not cycle. The infrastructure is 

Completed  
A section of the shared path on the eastern side 
of the Boardwalk  was upgraded in 2024/25 . 
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also not dense enough and places too much 
emphasis on cars. Residential streets should be 
designed in such a way that they are accessible. 
Also, adequate routes to allow people to conduct 
their business without needing a car  

Upgrades to the Ascot Waters car park and 
adjacent footpaths will be timed with Belmont 
Trust Land masterplan.
https://connect.belmont.wa.gov.au/belmont-trust
 

100.   Micromobility  No bike path  Matheson Road, Ascot  
There appears to be no footpath or bike path in 
this area/street. As it is a connector to the Tonkin  
Highway PSP and had a temporary footpath but 
that has now been removed and there is now 
nothing there.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1   
New footpath s to be considered for inclusion in 
the Footpath Program in I mplementation Plan , 
with consider ation to the requirements and 
potential impacts on the Stables precinct.  

101.   Micromobility  Non - local traffic  Lilian Grove, Ascot  
Non - local  traffic  using Lilian Grove and Hay Rd to 
bypass / avoid Fauntleroy Ave traffic lights at 
excessive speed endangering local residents / 
children and cars on our narrow streets.  

Partnerships Key action 2.1   
This will be considered for an area -wide 
treatment under the Low -Cost Urban Road Safety 
(LCURS) program in the Implementation Plan.  

102.   Cycling  Extremely narrow path  Path behind Ascot 
Racecourse, Ascot  
Anyone passing each other here has to negotiate a 
careful pause and shuffle. Despite the lovely 
riverside location, this is an unpleasant route.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
Existing path behind Ascot Racecourse is 
constrained. Upgrades for paths on river 
foreshore will be considered in Implementation 
Plan, subject to feasibility and external funding 
availability .   
 
Education  Key action 3.4  
Educational signage considered as part of 
Implementation Plan.  

https://connect.belmont.wa.gov.au/belmont-trust
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103.   Cycling  Paths are too narrow  Resolution Drive, Ascot  
(referencing river foreshore path)  
Shared paths need to be wider along the river for 
walking, cycling and scooters to ensure the safety 
of all users. Some sections are too narrow and 
pose a hazard.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
Upgrades for section of river foreshore path from 
Ascot Waters to The Springs will be considered in 
Implementation Plan , subject to feasibility and 
external funding availability .  
 
Education  Key action 3.4  
Educational signage considered as part of 
Implementation Plan.  

104.   Cycling  Inadequate pathways  Grandstand Road, Ascot  
Pathways inadequate either too narrow or require 
to cycle on shared path  

As per response to comment #10 3. 

105.   Walking  Bridge / path too narrow  Boulder Avenue, Ascot  
(River foreshore path & bridge in Ayres Bushland)  
Cyclists do not give way to pedestrians on this 
path. My wife and I stand on the edge of the 
bridge (off the path) to allow for more room for 
these knuckleheads to pass. I don't think they are 
aware this is a principal shared path and the more 
vulnerable u sers, pedestrians have the right of 
way. Perhaps a couple of simple signs stating 
"Cyclists Give Way To Pedestrians" and, at the 
bridge "Cyclists Dismount" may solve the issue.  

Education  Key action 3.4  
Cyclist dismount signage is not supported, as it 
can contribute to conflict between path users and 
will be difficult to enforce . Therefore , s ignage to 
encourage  appropriate  user behaviour will be 
considered as part of the Implementation Plan . 

106.   Cycling  No decent pathway Bulong Avenue, Ascot  north 
of GEH
Not a pleasant or safe region to ride or walk

  
Infrastructure  Key action 1.1  
New footpath s to be considered for inclusion in 
the Footpath Program in I mplementation Plan . 
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107.   Public Transport  Bus to city  Waterway Crescent, Ascot  (near 
Freshwater Park)  
Direct bus stop to city without having to get on and 
off connecting buses & face delays & bad weather  

Partnerships  Key action 2.4  
The City will continue to advocate for 
improvements to public transport , specifically  in 
th e area  mentioned . 

108.   Cycling  Safety and security  Coolgardie Avenue, Ascot  
Safety and security are the barriers stopping us 
enjoy the greener ways to travel.  
Cycling, I used to ride to the gym (Belmont Oasis) 
I had my bike stolen which was locked while I was 
working out.  
Public Transport, We got our son to ride on public 
transport to school ( Notre Dame) from Redcliffe 
station, he was bullied on the bus had his bag 
taken and gone through so we stopped using that I 
now drive him to and from. Riding his bike is out of 
the qu estion with the criminal element that hangs 
around Belvidere area, it is not safe for him.  
We have been abused and threatened when using 
public transport to go into the city to events at 
Optus Stadium and to see the fireworks and 
Christmas lights in the city.  
My wife has had a bag of goods stolen from her 
trolley while she was walking from Big W to Coles 
at Belmont Forum.  
We now shop either at Coventry Village or North 
Bridge. Belmont is a last resort for us now. Every 
time we go there there is some sort of yelling or 
criminal behaviour happening at the centre.  
You want us to start to use the facilities provided 

Operational r esponse  
Matters relating to community safety referred to 
Community Safety and Crime Prevention team.  
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in Belmont get a handle on the crime and the 
criminals that seem to have taken over the area.  
There has been a marked decline in feeling safe in 
the area as a whole since we moved here in 2016. 
My wife was even exposed to by some degenerate 
while she was walking our dog along the river at 
Garvey Park. Which had turned in a camping 
ground it seems w ith human waste left lying 
around the place, from people camping in the area.  
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years, it will only be a matter of time before 
someone is injured or worse, it is also the only 
place to cross to enable catching bus into the city 
or Belmont.  Additionally, the length of time given 
to cross there is not sufficient.  

Redcliffe  

No  What mode of 
sustainable 
transport is 
your comment 
related to?  

What and where is the barrier, and w hy is 
this a barrier?  

Officer comments  (linked to Focus Area and 
Key Actions of the STS)  

117.   Cycling  Intersection inhospitable to cyclists  Epsom 
Avenue , Durban Road & Stanton Road , Redcliffe  
The intersection is a nightmare for cyclists.  if 
crossing across Stanton from Epsom, the speed of 
vehicles going around the corner is a hazard to 
cycling and walking.  No one wants to give way to 
cyclists or pedestrians.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.1   
I ntersection of  Epsom Avenue, Durban Street, 
and Stanton Road is under investigation for 
potential  funding opportunities to make 
improvements as part of  the Redcliffe Area Traffic 
Study .  

118.   Cycling  I nhospitable to cyclists  Stanton Road , Redcliffe  
Stanton/Second is too narrow for a dedicated cycle 
lane and riding this road would be a death wish.  I 
ride on the footpath, but the footpath is only on 
one side of the road and ends abruptly then 
continues on the other side of the road.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
Infrastructure upgrades are currently in progress 
as part of  the Low -Cost Urban Road Safety 
(LCURS) program for Redcliffe . 
 
Infrastructure  Key action 1.1   
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Forms part of a secondary route on the LTCN, and 
improvements are subject to external funding  and 
will be considered in I mplementation Plan . 

119.   Walking  Path doesn't continue  Stanton Road, Redcliffe  
(Tonkin Highway overpass)  
The path ends here into dirt and should connect so 
the only option isn't to cross busy Stanton Road to 
continue by cycling or Walking  

As per response to comment #118.  

120.   Public Transport  Dangerous driving  Stanton Road, Redcliffe  (Lyall 
to Morrison)  
This road is in much demand during peak times.  
As the road is single lane and does not have cut 
outs for buses cars frequently overtake a parked 
bus during its set down or drop off by proceeding 
to the wrong side of the road.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
See response to #118.  

121.   Cycling  Safety  First Street, Redcliffe  (near Coolgardie 
Street)  
This is an unsafe section of the road. It leads to a 
busy shopping area and public transport so should 
provide safe passage.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.1  
I ntersection with Coolgardie Street was upgraded 
in 2022. Further consideration to be given to 
footpath connectivity  in the area as part of the 
Implementation Plan and aligned to the Redcliffe 
Area Traffic Study.  

122.   Walking  Lighting  Central Avenue, Redcliffe  (Brearley Ave 
Reserve)   
This area is the way to walk from Redcliffe Stn to 
the overpass and is great in the day. At night it is 
dark, unsafe, and regularly has fallen branches.  

Partnerships  Key action 2.3   
Public lighting in the area will  be enhanced as 
part of the extension of Central Avenue by 
Development WA.  
 
Operational Response  
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Matters relating to path sweeping referred  to 
Parks, Leisure and Environment . 

123.   Walking  Signage to station  Victoria Street, Redcliffe  (near 
footbridge)  
First time visitors don't know the way to the 
station, and we don't show the way between the 
PSP and the station for some reason.  

Infrastructure  Key action 1.5   
Wayfinding to the station from PSP to be 
considered in the Implementation Plan.  

124.   Walking  Longer walk  The Court, Redcliffe  (near 
footbridge)  
Stairs on the side of the pedestrian bridge would 
reduce the long circular/roundabout way to access 
the bridge crossing Tonkin.  

Partnerships Key action 2.3  
This matter falls under the control of the Main 
Roads WA. Advocacy for improvements to be 
considered in the Implementation Plan.  

125.   Cycling  Bridge missing from map  
1. your map fails to show the new footbridge.  
2. the new footbridge is not user friendly.  the 
circular ramp onto the bridge is half the length of 
the bridge and is an unpleasant ride.  
3. why havent stairs been built on the northern 
side to make it easier for pedestrians to use the 
bridge rather than walking on the circular ramp.   
the new design of this bridge is a deterrent to 
cycling and walking.  

Footbridge shown on Belmont Your Move map in 
simplified graphic form .  
As per response to comment #124 in relation to 
footbridge circular ramps and request for stairs.  
 

126.   Walking  No pedestrian access to playground  Boulder 
Avenue  & First Street , Redcliffe  
There is a children's playground in Boulder Ave at 
the First Street end.  To get to it you have to push 
a pram into oncoming traffic.  This is no crossover 

Complete  
Pram ramps installed in 2025 improv ing  
accessibility to the playground . Amenity 
improvements such as additional seat provided to 
support families.  







Submission and Feedback
City of Belmont Draft Sustainable Transport Strategy 2026 to 2031

Date: 22 July 2026

Introduction
I welcome the opportunity to comment on the City of Belmont's draft Sustainable Transport Strategy 
2026 to 2031. The strategy is a considered document, and its central aim, to move the City away from 
dependence on private vehicle travel, is both timely and appropriate given the projected growth to 
more than 62,000 residents by 2046. My comments are offered constructively to help the City 
strengthen the strategy so that it delivers measurable outcomes rather than aspirations alone.

The feedback below addresses two matters of particular concern to me: the severance of active 
transport routes by major roads, and the structure of the public transport network. It then sets out a 
number of broader weaknesses that, in my assessment, would benefit from attention before the 
strategy is finalised.

Severance by major roads and the provision of safe crossings
The strategy correctly identifies that the City is bounded and divided by State managed roads, 
specifically Tonkin Highway, Leach Highway, Great Eastern Highway and Orrong Road. It is candid in 
acknowledging that Orrong Road is a known barrier to active transport, and that grade separated 
crossings for pedestrians are limited on all four of these corridors. The community engagement 
findings reinforce the point, with high speed roads, busy crossings and insufficient crossings all 
recorded among the leading concerns, and the cumulative crash heatmap concentrates precisely on 
these arterial corridors. To this extent, the problem I have raised is recognised within the document.

My concern is that recognition is not matched by a credible response. The actions that bear on 
severance are almost entirely advocacy based. Action 2.2 commits the City to advocate to Main Roads 
Western Australia for improved pedestrian signal phasing, and action 2.3 commits it to advocate to 
the State Government for the inclusion of sustainable transport within major upgrades such as those 
to Orrong Road and Great Eastern Highway. Advocacy is a legitimate instrument, but it places the most 
consequential improvements outside the City's direct control and offers no assurance of delivery.

This weakness is underscored by the strategy's own observation that the Orrong Connect project,
the principal State initiative for that corridor, remains uncertain in status.   Orrong Connect project is
years off being progressed, and interim actions are essential. Curtin has >50,000 students and ~6000
staff, many living in the boundaries of the CoB and the Town of Victoria Park.  The trip via bus takes
~40 minutes, and is a 15 minute drive, all examples of where sustainable transport measures fail un-
less they can replace car journeys.

STS Feedback 1

 Engagement Report Page | 53



The document does not identify a prioritised list of crossing locations, propose interim treatments 
that the City could deliver on its own land or within its own road reserve, or describe any fallback 
should State investment not eventuate. For residents who cannot presently cross these corridors 
safely on foot or by bicycle, a strategy that defers the remedy to another agency, and to an as yet 
unpublished Implementation Plan, provides limited comfort. I would encourage the City to set out a 
set of committed, locally deliverable measures to address severance, to prioritise crossing points by 
demand and crash history, and to state clearly what it will pursue independently of State funding.

Public transport structure and cross network connectivity
The strategy describes a bus network of twenty routes and rightly notes that these services are well 
patronised for commuter journeys. I share the view that the service to and from the central city is a 
genuine strength. My concern, which the engagement findings also captured under the heading of 
lack of connectivity and frequency, is that the network is predominantly radial. The high frequency 
routes illustrate the point: routes 935 and 940 both run from Redcliffe Station towards Kings Park and 
Elizabeth Quay, that is, towards the central business district, while the two circle routes operate only 
within a limited orbit. There is little provision for the lateral, feeder style connections that would allow 
residents to reach the rail network at points other than Redcliffe Station.

This matters because Redcliffe Station sits on the Airport line, which runs towards the central business 
district and High Wycombe rather than laterally across the wider network. Residents in the western 
and southern parts of the City who wish to reach the Armadale and Thornlie to Cockburn lines must 
travel to stations that lie outside the City's boundary. The strategy acknowledges this in its cycling 
section, noting that Oats Street, Queens Park and Carlisle stations are within cycling distance of 
Rivervale and Kewdale, yet it makes no equivalent provision for those who cannot or would prefer not 
to cycle. I would add that Burswood Station, which is among the closest stations to Rivervale and Ascot 
and which serves a significant destination precinct, is not mentioned at all. A resident of central 
Belmont without a car, and the demographic data record a meaningful proportion of such households, 
therefore has poor practical access to the rail network beyond the Airport line.

The single action directed at this problem, action 2.4, commits the City only to advocate to the Public 
Transport Authority for improved connectivity and coordinated scheduling. As with severance, the 
ambition is sound but the instrument is weak. A stronger strategy would set out the City's preferred 
local network structure, identify the specific missing connections it wishes to see, for example a 
service linking Rivervale to Burswood Station, and use that articulated position as the basis for its 
advocacy. Bus route planning is properly a matter for the Public Transport Authority, yet the City is 
well placed to specify what its residents need rather than to request improvement in general terms. I 
would also note the multi modal opportunity around Burswood, given that Burswood Park is under 
investigation as a future ferry stop and that the strategy separately identifies potential ferry stops at 
Belmont and Rivervale. A coordinated position on this precinct would serve the community well.

 Engagement Report Page | 54  



Broader weaknesses in the strategy

Reliance on advocacy in place of committed delivery

A recurring feature of the action plan is its dependence on other agencies. Among the actions listed 
under Partnerships, the majority ask the City to advocate to Main Roads Western Australia, the State 
Government or the Public Transport Authority. The two concerns above are the clearest examples, 
but the pattern extends across the plan. The risk is that a strategy composed largely of requests to 
others cannot be held accountable for its outcomes, because a failure to deliver can always be 
attributed to a partner's inaction. I would encourage a clearer separation between what the City will 
deliver itself and what it will advocate for, with the former forming the core of the commitment.

Absence of measurable targets and baselines

For a strategy of this kind, the absence of measurable targets is a significant shortcoming. The Delivery 
and performance reporting section lists performance measures and their data sources, which is 
welcome, but it sets no quantified goals against them. There is no mode share target, no target for 
the reduction of people killed or seriously injured, and no annual figure for the delivery of new 
separated paths or crossings. By contrast, the State's Driving Change strategy, which the document 
itself cites, commits to reducing serious road trauma by between 50 and 70 per cent by 2030. Without 
comparable targets, the commitment to evaluate effectiveness cannot be substantiated, since there 
is no threshold against which success or failure can be judged. From a project management 
perspective, objectives that are not specific, measurable and time bound are difficult to manage and 
easy to allow to drift.

No budget, resourcing or prioritisation framework

The strategy does not present a financial plan. The Funding section usefully surveys external grant 
opportunities, but it also records that the Western Australian Bicycle Network program is largely 
committed in advance and weighted towards principal shared paths, that grants are generally 
matched on a fifty to fifty basis, and that the funds available to local government are limited at 
present. These are precisely the conditions under which a clear statement of the City's own committed 
capital would matter most, yet none is provided. Nor are the thirty actions costed, sequenced or 
prioritised; each carries a responsible officer but no timeframe, no order of delivery and no indication 
of dependency. A five year action plan without a schedule or a resourcing basis is, in my experience, 
unlikely to be delivered as intended.

Deferral of analysis to an unpublished Implementation Plan

Several of the analytical tasks that would ordinarily underpin a strategy have been deferred to an 
Implementation Plan that does not accompany this document. The assessment of footpath gaps, the 
analysis of crash data by suburb, and the prioritisation of locations for improvement are each 
described as matters for that later plan. This makes it difficult for a reader to judge whether the 
strategy will target the right places, and it concentrates the substance of the work in a document that 
is not yet available for comment. I would encourage the City to publish at least an outline of the 
Implementation Plan alongside the strategy, so that the two can be assessed together.

A road safety trend that warrants a more urgent response
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The road safety data merit a more urgent response than the strategy currently offers. The high severity 
crash chart shows a marked increase in recent years, rising to forty-seven incidents in each of 2024 
and 2025, well above the levels recorded earlier in the decade. The five-year comparison of active 
transport casualties also records a fatality in the most recent period where there was none in the 
preceding one. The strategy notes the increase, but its response, principally to investigate speed limits 
and to advocate for improved signals, does not appear proportionate to a near doubling of high 
severity crashes. Given the strong and well-established relationship between vehicle speed and 
survivability that the document itself presents, I would expect a more decisive commitment to speed 
management on the roads the City controls.

Equity and social sustainability

The demographic profile points to a substantial population that depends on active and public 
transport, including households without a registered vehicle, residents reporting a profound or severe 
disability, and a large proportion of households in which a language other than English is spoken. This 
is a strong argument for the strategy, but its implications are not carried through to targeted action. 
Beyond a general commitment to universal access design, little in the plan speaks directly to the needs 
of transport disadvantaged residents. A strategy grounded in sustainability, properly understood, 
should treat social equity as a measurable objective rather than a background consideration.

Environmental outcomes and emissions

For a document titled a Sustainable Transport Strategy, the treatment of environmental outcomes is 
comparatively thin. The strategy aligns itself with the City's climate resilience objective and its 
commitment to reduce emissions, yet it sets no transport emissions target and no mode shift target 
against which environmental progress could be measured. The material on electric and autonomous 
vehicles is largely descriptive of State initiatives rather than expressive of the City's own intentions. 
Quantifying the environmental benefit that the City seeks would lend the sustainability framing 
considerably more weight.

Editorial and production matters

On a minor note, the draft contains a number of production defects that should be corrected before 
adoption. The publication date remains a placeholder, a section heading on the key stakeholders page 
appears truncated, and the spelling of program and programme is used inconsistently. These do not 
affect the substance, but attention to them would improve the confidence a reader places in the 
document.

Summary of recommendations
In summary, and in support of a strategy whose direction I endorse, I recommend that the City:

1. Identify a prioritised set of crossing improvements on the bounding arterial roads, 
distinguishing measures the City will deliver itself from those for which it will advocate.

2. Articulate its preferred local public transport network, including specific feeder connections to 
rail stations beyond Redcliffe, such as a Rivervale to Burswood link, and use this as the explicit 
basis for advocacy to the Public Transport Authority.
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3. Adopt quantified, time bound targets for mode share, casualty reduction and the delivery of
new active transport infrastructure.

4. Publish a costed, sequenced and prioritised action plan, together with the City's committed
capital contribution over the life of the strategy.

5. Release at least an outline of the Implementation Plan for comment alongside the strategy.

6. Strengthen its response to the recent increase in high severity crashes, with particular emphasis
on speed management on City controlled roads.

7. Translate the demographic evidence into targeted actions for transport disadvantaged
residents.

8. Set measurable environmental objectives, including a transport emissions or mode shift target.

Closing
I would be pleased to discuss any of these points further. They are offered in support of a strategy 
whose direction I endorse, and in the hope that its final form will match its ambition with the 
specificity and accountability needed to deliver genuine change for the community.
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I'm writing to provide feedback on your strategy.

It's notable that in the survey responses, 70% of people say they usually drive to get around...but 
only 38% of people *want* to drive - 60% of people would prefer to cycle, and 50% would 
prefer to catch public transport.

People want safer cycle infrastructure in Belmont, particularly separation from traffic and safe 
crossing-points at intersections.

Your Draft argues that, "The Long-Term Cycle Network (LTCN) is an aspirational development 
and would take many years of effort and funding to achieve, particularly if reliant on Local 
Government funds only with other competing budget priorities." At the same time, I haven't
seen any spending on separated cycle paths in recent years. Your 2026/27 budget includes 
$6million on road projects. Footpaths, a critical connection not only for walking and rolling but 
also for accessing public transport, got $0.9million.

I could not find reference to a single project that would facilitate the kind of safer cycling 
environment that people are asking City of Belmont to provide.

Yes, building an entire LTCN will take time. But the only way to achieve it is to start, and it 
would be useful to start by working on important connection routes - including intersections. 
Every asphalt overlay project should also consider ways to make walking, cycling, and catching 
public transport safer.  Your current Draft is incredibly vague about how any of this will be 
achieved - Actions 1.1 and 1.2 gesture at meaningful improvements without clearly committing 
to real change.

Right now, the City is letting down the community by limiting transport choices. It would be 
good to see a strengthened Sustainable Transport Strategy that provides a real commitment to 
giving your community the freedom to get around safely, sustainably, and affordably.

STS Feedback 4  
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the City of Belmont's Draft Sustainable Transport 
Strategy 2026–2031 and accompanying Engagement Report. 
 
I strongly support the overall direction of the Strategy, particularly its recognition that 
Belmont needs a safer, more connected transport network and that walking, cycling, 
micromobility and public transport need to become realistic alternatives to private vehicle 
travel. 
 
The community engagement results provide a particularly strong basis for action. Among 
respondents, when traffic, accessibility and safety barriers were hypothetically removed, 
cycling was nominated by approximately 60% of respondents, public transport by 50% and 
walking by 45%, compared with approximately 38% for car travel. While this was a self-selected 
consultation rather than a representative population survey, the result nevertheless 
demonstrates considerable latent demand for alternatives to driving. 
 
Even more importantly, the community was very clear about what would enable this change. 
The leading requests were safe and protected cycling infrastructure separated from motor 
traffic, better connected and continuous routes, and safer crossings of major roads. The 
Engagement Report itself appropriately concludes that infrastructure and personal safety are 
likely to have the greatest influence on participation, with education and behaviour-change 
initiatives playing a complementary role. 
 
My principal concern is therefore the gap between the strength of this evidence and the level 
of commitment contained in the Strategy. Many of the actions use terms such as “improve”, 
“investigate”, “advocate”, “encourage” and “explore”. These are reasonable strategic 
directions, but without measurable targets, timeframes or minimum delivery commitments it 
will be difficult for Council or the community to determine in 2031 whether the Strategy has 
actually succeeded.

I am particularly concerned that the Engagement Report describes the Implementation Plan as 
an internal document. I strongly encourage the City to publish either the Implementation Plan 
itself or a public-facing version showing the priority projects, indicative delivery year, 
responsible area, funding status and progress. This should be accompanied by an annual public 
dashboard. A five-year public strategy needs a visible line between community feedback, 
priorities, expenditure, infrastructure delivered and outcomes.

I also recommend introducing measurable 2031 targets. These could include changes in 
walking, cycling and public transport mode share; reductions in private vehicle dependency; 
reductions in pedestrian and cyclist deaths and serious injuries; kilometres of protected or 
appropriately separated cycling routes completed; missing network links closed; safer crossings 
installed; neighbourhoods or activity areas receiving lower-speed treatments; schools 
participating in active-travel programs; secure bicycle parking delivered; and progress in 
completing the Long-Term Cycle Network.

STS Feedback 5  
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The community's strongest request—safe and protected infrastructure—should also be made 
more explicit in the infrastructure actions. Where vehicle speed and traffic volumes make 
mixing inappropriate, the Strategy should commit to appropriate separation and safe 
intersection treatments rather than relying primarily on shared paths, signage or education. 
Pop-up or quick-build protected facilities could provide an excellent way of testing routes 
before permanent construction. 
 
I would also encourage the City to prioritise projects according to safety, network connectivity, 
equity and community need, rather than primarily according to eligibility for external funding. 
Government grants are extremely valuable, but funding criteria should help deliver Belmont's 
network priorities rather than determine what those priorities are. 
 
The Engagement Report has already identified important locations requiring action, including 
Great Eastern Highway, Orrong Road, Kooyong Road, Surrey Road and Abernethy Road. For 
corridors under State Government control, I would like the Strategy or Implementation Plan to 
identify specific desired outcomes and advocacy milestones so that “advocacy” can itself be 
measured and reported. 
 
Speed management should similarly move beyond investigation. There is strong Safe System 
evidence for low-speed environments where motor vehicles interact with pedestrians, children 
and bicycle riders. A progressive program of 30 km/h and 40 km/h environments around 
schools, neighbourhood centres, local residential streets and other high-active-transport 
locations would be consistent with the Strategy's road-safety objectives.
Schools deserve particular emphasis. I encourage the City to establish a Safe Routes to 
School/Safe School Connections program combining infrastructure, lower speeds, crossings, 
traffic calming, bicycle parking and engagement with schools and families. Education is useful, 
but children will only walk or ride independently if the physical environment allows them to do 
so safely.

Finally, I suggest establishing a clear sustainable transport hierarchy in the Strategy. Walking 
and wheeling, cycling and micromobility, and public transport should have explicit priority 
when allocating constrained road space and investment. Electric vehicles certainly have an 
important emissions role, but they do not address congestion, parking demand or the need to 
create safer and more attractive places for people.

Overall, I think the draft contains many positive ideas and the Engagement Report provides a 
good evidence base. I would strongly support strengthening the Strategy before final 
adoption by adding measurable targets, making its implementation program publicly 
accessible, committing more explicitly to safe and protected infrastructure, and introducing 
transparent annual reporting.

These additions would turn a good statement of intent into a much stronger five-year delivery 
strategy and would demonstrate clearly to the community how its feedback is being translated 
into action.
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WESTCYCLE  |  SUBMISSION  
Draft Sustainable Transport Strategy 2026 Ð2031, City of Belmont  

14 August 2026  

 

ABOUT WESTCYCLE AND THIS SUBMISSION  
WestCycle is the peak body for bike riding in Western Australia and the state government -

appointed representative body for eRideable users. We work with local governments 

across WA, the state transport portfolio, and community organisations on active transport 

policy and infrastructure.  

WestCycle supports the direction of the draft Sustainable Transport Strategy. The breadth 

of community engagement behind it, the recognition that road capacity alone cannot 

meet future demand, the presentation of the speed - survival evidence, and the 

identi fication of cycle streets, green routes and pop - up lanes as delivery tools are all 

sound foundations. The community's own priorities of active transport enablement, road 

safety, and community safety align closely with what WestCycle hears across the state.  

This submission makes two main contributions: recommended wording to convert the 

Strategy's actions into measurable commitments, and a suburb - level evidence base, 

prepared by WestCycle, that fills the analysis gap the Strategy identifies on page 15.  

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS  
1.! Adopt measurable targets and timelines for the key actions in each focus area 

(Section 1, table).  

2.! Use the attached suburb - level analysis as an input to the Implementation Plan, and 

prioritise Rivervale and Belmont for early investment (Section 2).  

3.! Add a staff capability action: active transport infrastructure training for City engineers 

and designers.  

4.! Set the Implementation Plan baseline from the data in this submission and or 

previous transp ort plans the City has had developed, so progress in 2031 is assessable 

against 2026 conditions.  

5.! Extend the actions to eRideables: secure parking and charging at key destinations, 

inclusion in count data, and safety education delivered with existing programs 

(Section 3).  

6.! Include a latent demand assessment in the Implementation Plan so routes are 

prioritised by potential use, not only current use (Section 3).  

STS Feedback 7  
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SECTION 1  CONVERTING ACTIONS INTO COMMITMENTS  
The Strategy's key actions describe intent ( Òimprove Ó, Òinvestigate Ó, ÒexploreÓ) without 

targets, baselines or timelines. As drafted, progress against them cannot be measured in 

the Corporate Business Plan reporting the Strategy commits to. The table below proposes 

measurable wording for the actions where the City has the most direct control. The 

targets draw on approaches in use in other Perth local governments.  

Current draft action  Recommended commitment  

1.1 Improve accessibility and 

connectivity to educational 

institutions, community and City 

facilities, commercial and industrial 

precincts.  

 

 

Audit streets within a 500 m radius of every education 

institution, community and City facility, and commercial 

and industrial precinct. All such destinations to be 

connected by a minimum of one footpath on each 

street within 500 m by 203 1. 

1.2 Improve accessibility and 

connectivity to public transport 

infrastructure -  in conjunction with 

PTA. 

All streets with bus stops to have a footpath by 203 1. 

Using PTA stop data, identify priority stops without 

shelter or seating and agree an upgrade timeline with 

PTA (see also action 1.6).  

1.3 Long- Term Cycle Network (LTCN) 

development -  with priority for 

routes that are eligible for Federal 

and State Government funding.  

In addition to funded routes: all gaps in existing LTCN 

routes to be upgraded with infrastructure appropriate 

to route hierarchy , progressively as part of routine road 

maintenance and renewal programs . This will ensure 

the network improves continuously at marginal cost.  

1.4 Install improved sustainable 

transport support infrastructure 

such as bike stations and end of trip 

facilities at key locations.  

All shopping centres and activity centres to have public 

bike and e Rideable parking and charging facilities. All 

upgrades to City - owned buildings and bathrooms to 

include end - of - trip facilities as standard.  

1.5 Expand local wayfinding signs to 

ease navigation for pedestrians, 

cyclists, and public transport users 

within the City.  

Adopt a wayfinding signage program with a published 

delivery timeline, prioritised by the destinations audit in 

1.1. 

1.6 Work with PTA to improve comfort 

and safety by upgrading bus stops 

Identify priority stops from PTA patronage and amenity 

data within 12 months; publish the upgrade schedule, 

including the PTA subsidy contribution per stop.  
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with amenities such as seats, 

shelters, and lighting, where suitable.  

1.9 Provide sustainable transport 

infrastructure at City events to 

encourage active transport.  

All City events to provide priority bike parking, publish 

riding and walking access maps in event 

communications, and locate active transport access 

closer than car parking.  

Appendix 4 discusses eRideable s; no 

action addresses them.  
Add an action: provide secure eRideable  and bike 

parking with charging at activity centres,  and City 

facilities (extending 1.4); include eRideable  devices in 

count data and performance measures; deliver 

eRideable  safety education in partnership with the 

WeRideable program (WestCycle and the Road Safety 

Commission), extending action 3.4.  

3.1- 3.4 Education programs 

(community focus).  
Add a staff capability action: training for City engineers, 

designers and project managers in current active 

transport infrastructure standards (e.g. Planning and 

Designing for Bike Riding in WA), so internally delivered 

projects reflect current practice.  

The partnership actions (2.1 Ð2.6) are appropriately framed as advocacy. WestCycle notes it works 

directly with Main Roads WA, DTMI and the PTA on the matters in actions 2.1 Ð2.4, and can support 

the City's advocacy with evidence and coordinated representati on. 

SECTION 2  SUBURB -LEVEL EVIDENCE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN  
Page 15 of the Strategy states that a detailed analysis of crash data by suburb will be 

completed to support the Implementation Plan. WestCycle has prepared this analysis and 

provides it with this submission: an Active Transport Context Atlas covering all seven 

suburbs, integrating ABS Census and SEIFA data (2021), Main Roads WA crash data (2019 Ð

2023), school and activity centre locations, posted speed limits, and the current status of 

every Long - Term Cycle Network route (August 2026).  

City - wide, of the 112 km of planned LTCN routes in Belmont, 29.6% is built to an adequate 

standard, 40.6% needs improvement, and 29.8% is not built. Between 2019 and 2023 there 

were 101 crashes involving a person walking or riding a bike in the City , a rate of 21.4 per 

10,000 residents. Key findings for the Implementation Plan:  

¥! Rivervale warrants first priority. It recorded 39 vulnerable - user crashes (20 involving 

bike riders, 19 involving walkers) , more than double any other suburb , while only 28.2% 

of its planned network is adequate. Its residents are among the most dependent on 
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active and public transport in the City: 8.9% of households are car - free and 15.1% of 

workers commute by public transport.  

¥! Belmont suburb has the weakest network. 10.9% of planned routes are adequate and 

43.9% are not built -  the highest unbuilt share in the City. Its MARKYT scorecard result 

(58) is below the City average, consistent with the infrastructure data.  

¥! Crashes concentrate on higher - speed state roads. Crash locations cluster along 

Great Eastern Highway, Orrong Road and other 60 km/h - plus corridors, consistent 

with the Strategy's own heatmap and its speed - survival evidence. This supports 

actions 2.1 (speed reductions), 2.2 (signal upgrades) and 2.3 (stat e road advocacy), 

and strengthens the case for pursuing them with timelines.  

¥! Car - free households depend on this network now. 7.6% of Belmont households have 

no registered motor vehicle, against 4.9% across Greater Perth, rising to 9.0% in 

Redcliffe. Network adequacy is a daily access issue for these residents, not a future 

aspiration.  

WestCycle can provide the atlas pages in the Appendix as print - ready A3 sheets for each 

suburb , as well as the underlying data , to City officers and Elected M embers on request.  

SECTION 3  ADDITIONAL MATTERS  
¥! Access and Inclusion Plan alignment. Action 1.7 (universal access design principles) 

overlaps outcomes already committed in the City's Access and Inclusion Plan 2022 Ð

2026; the Implementation Plan should cross - reference rather than duplicate, and 

extend to the successor AIP.  

¥! Baseline for reporting. The performance measures on page 31 lack 2026 baseline 

values. The figures in this submission (network adequacy , crash counts 2019 Ð2023, 

and mode share  by suburb ) can serve as the baseline so that reporting in 2031 

measures change.  

¥! Surrey Road Safe Active Street. WestCycle supports the identified improvements (blue 

patch reapplication, 30 km/h approach signage) and recommends they be 

programmed with a date rather than listed as opportunities.  

¥! Latent demand. The Strategy's own engagement documents the gap between current 

and potential use: 0.8% of Belmont workers ride to work, while 60% of engagement 

respondents said they would choose to cycle if barriers were removed. Census 

journey - to - work data also excludes  non - commute trips, which make up the majority 

of riding. WestCycle recommends the Implementation Plan include a latent demand 

assessment so routes are prioritised by potential use. Infrastructure planning tools 

being developed under the National Cycling D ata Portal are designed for this 

purpose; WestCycle is pursuing access to these tools and can work with the City on 

their application to Belmont.  

¥! eRideables. As the state's representative body for eRideable users, WestCycle notes 

the Strategy discusses e Rideables (Appendix 4) but sets no action for them. The table 

in Section 1 proposes parking, counting and education commitments. ERideable  riders 

are vulnerable road users under WA transport regulation and policy ; the lower - speed 
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environments and separated infrastructure recommended throughout this 

submission serve them directly.  

OFFER OF ASSISTANCE  
WestCycle can discuss  this analysis to City officers or Council, provide the data underlying 

the atlas  (see Appen dix) and assist with prioritisation for the Implementation Plan. We 

would welcome the opportunity to continue working with the City of Belmont on the 

Strategy's delivery.  

 

'

'
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APPENDIX: ACTIVE TRANSPORT CONTEXT ATLAS Ð CITY OF BELMONT, BY 
SUBURB 
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