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Overview 
In recent weeks we have witnessed several road infrastructural projects with the inclusion 
of bicycle infrastructure.  The Bicycle Advocacy Group (BAG) is pleased to notice that in the 
Triq Bormla rebuilding project, a segregated bidirectional bicycle lane is being proposed 
along the stretch of the project, which is an upgrade from previous projects.  However, 
there are some minor issues, including access to lanes and roundabouts, which we believe 
should be taken into consideration. 
This report is intended to bring to the fore some dangers that cyclists will find themselves 
in when using such infrastructure.  While to non-bicycle users these may seem 
 frivolous concerns, cyclists face these obstacles every day, so while it is very encouraging 
that serious bicycle infrastructure is being looked into, this report will bring to light the risks 
that cyclists will face if the project is built as per available proposed designs.  1
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1  https://www.etenders.gov.mt/epps/cft/listContractDocuments.do?resourceId=3758401   Drawings 04 
Proposed Layout + Drawings 05 Proposed Layout 
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1. Access to bicycle lane from Żabbar side 
There are concerns of how cyclists coming from Żabbar to Triq Bormla (direction 
Żejtun) will access the bidirectional bicycle lane.  Will cyclists ride on through Triq 
Bormla until the next available crossing, or will they use the adjacent service road 
(Qasam Industrijali) and join at the pedestrian crossing between the bus stops? 
Bicycle infrastructure should be designed to be as direct and safe as possible, and 
cyclists will, in this case, have to cross a busy distributor road twice without proper 
provisions for them. 
 

Image 1: Proposed designs for Triq Bormla  2

 

2. Bicycle lane priority over connecting side-roads 
While it is encouraging that a bidirectional bicycle lane is being proposed along the 
whole stretch of the project, one cannot fail to notice that priority is given to cars 
coming from the several side roads along the project.   

2  https://www.etenders.gov.mt/epps/cft/listContractDocuments.do?resourceId=3758401   Drawings 04 
Proposed Layout 
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2. Bicycle lane priority over connecting side-roads (cont.) 
This will require cyclists  travelling along the main road  to give way to traffic 
arriving from secondary roads, which will involve a lot of unnecessary stops and 
starts. 
The onus of giving way should hence be on those coming from secondary roads.  In 
several projects in foreign countries, where this type of conflict arises, cyclists 
travelling along a bidirectional bicycle lane in a main road are always given priority, 
as shown in  Image 2 . 

 Image 2: A bidirectional bicycle lane in Assen, Netherlands  3

 
Moreover, the Design Manual for Bicycle Traffic (CROW Fietsberaad, 2016) states 
that “from a legal point of view, cycle paths alongside a distributor road form part of 
this road”, and that the “level differences cause nuisance to cyclists”.   

3 
https://aseasyasridingabike.wordpress.com/2012/07/11/priority-of-cycle-tracks-across-side-
roads/  
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3. Ramps to access bicycle lane 
As highlighted in Point 2 above, wherever a conflict arises between cyclists travelling 
along a distributor road and cars joining the road from a service road, priority 
should always be given to those already forming part of the distributor road (in this 
case, the cyclist). 
We have highlighted several ramps on the cycle lane  (Image 3) , which will make it 
similar to the “bicycle lane” at Triq Sur Temi Żammit, Mġarr  (Image 4) . 

    Image 3: Proposed ramps on cycle lane       Image 4 : Bicycle Lane in Triq Sur Temi4

   Żammit, Mġarr  5

 
These type of ramps on cycle lanes have received heavy criticism from cyclists, as 
apart from being uncomfortable to cycle on, are also dangerous due to the high 
angle of the slope.  The fact that these ramps are repeated throughout the whole 
stretch makes it more unattractive for cyclists to use, who will have no other choice 
but to use the road instead. 
What we propose is that while the footpath and bidirectional bicycle lane remain at 
the same level,  ramps are only built where the side road and the distributor road 
converge  (Image 5) .  This will also complement the design of a fully prioritised bicycle 
lane throughout the whole stretch as proposed in Point 2 above.  Priority will be 
given to cyclists over oncoming cars from the side road to the distributor road and 
from the distributor road to the side road. 

4  https://www.etenders.gov.mt/epps/cft/listContractDocuments.do?resourceId=3758401   Drawings 04 
Proposed Layout 
 
5 
https://www.google.com/maps/@35.9134586,14.3919288,3a,75y,317.98h,86.62t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4
!1slKDoCBFklRq7WLztFngy4Q!2e0!7i13312!8i6656  
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3. Ramps to access bicycle lane (cont.) 

Image 5: Bicycle lane kept at same level, ramp identified by give-way markings - 
Nijmegen, Netherlands  6

These ramps will act as calming measures for faster traffic accessing the side-road, 
and the ground markings will signal to drivers that cyclists have priority over traffic 
at that intersection. 
In the Annex  (Pgs. 8 & 9)  we have attached excerpts from the Design Manual for 
Bicycle Traffic (CROW Fietsberaad, 2016) of how markings and ramps should be 
safely incorporated in such projects in order to maximise safety for people on 
bicycles. 
 
 
 

6 
https://www.google.com/maps/@51.8675815,5.8561382,3a,75y,338.73h,83.5t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1
sXjSgVRgT9lWzseh5Y1qxZw!2e0!7i13312!8i6656  
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4. Roundabout access 
Despite both roundabouts   (Images 6 and 7)  being part of the proposed project, no 
consideration is given as to how cyclists will tackle these roundabouts. 
 

Image 6:  Proposed roundabout (Fgura side) 

Image 7:  Proposed roundabout (Żejtun side) 
This is perhaps  the biggest concern cyclists face  every time they have to access a 
roundabout or a junction.  Given that there are no markings or infrastructure 
proposed to alleviate this problem, we are proposing that these roundabouts are 
incorporated with Dutch style roundabout designs  (Image 8) .   
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4. Roundabout access (cont.) 
We have also attached guidelines from the Design Manual for Bicycle Traffic (CROW 
Fietsberaad, 2016) in the Annex  (Pgs 10 & 11) .  The only difference between the two 
guidelines is to whom priority is given at the proposed intersections.  These designs 
will keep cyclists separated from motor traffic throughout, thus making it safer to 
travel by bicycle. 
These roundabouts are also very effective with single-directional bicycle lanes on 
both sides of the road, and thus this may be an idea worth exploring as it would be 
safer and more feasible. 

 

Image 8:  A bog standard Dutch roundabout, with cyclist priority 

 

Conclusion 
The concerns and proposals mentioned above, while seemingly of a minor degree, will 
have a major impact on cyclists using Triq Bormla.  We believe that these proposals should 
be taken on board to ensure the maximum level of safety for all types of road users. 
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Annex 
1. Cycle crossing over side road in the case of cycle lane or road with narrow 

segregation verge 
 

2. Bidirectional cycle crossing over side road, in road with segregation verge 
 

3. Single-lane roundabout with segregated cycle path and cyclists given right of way 
 

4. Single-lane roundabout with segregated cycle path and cyclists not given right of 
way 
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