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Feasibility Report for installing a cycleway along Griffith Avenue, between 

Drumcondra Road to Charlemont Estate 



Background  

This report has been prepared in response to Motion 6, July 2019 received from the North 

Central Area Committee requesting the examination of a possible segregated cycleway 

along Griffith Avenue.  

The report details the feasibility of installing a cycleway along Griffith Avenue, linking 

Drumcondra Road Upper to Charlemont Estate.  

 

Site Investigation 

A site investigation was carried out on the 13th June 2019 during school operating hours. 

The proposed route along Griffith Avenue is approximately 1km in length and would facilitate 

the 3 schools nearby; Scoil Mhuire CBS, Ardscoil Rís and St Vincents De Paul. 

The main desire line/route observed was along the northern side of Griffith Avenue and the 

majority of users were children and parents travelling to school (photo 1).  

Currently there is unregulated parking along sections of Griffith Avenue as well as a number 

of bus stops. Residents between Grace Park Road and Calderwood Road have no off-street 

parking available and can only park on the carriageway (photo 2). 

From Charlemont Estate to the Ardscoil Rís School, there is an existing cycle track on the 

footpath as well as a cycle lane on the road (photo 3). The northern footpath is 3m (avg.). 

Road Characteristics: 

Griffith Avenue is a main distributor road, the carriageway is on average 11.5m wide and 

varies between 2 – 3 lanes of traffic. There is a speed limit of 50 km/hr and the road is 

heavily trafficked during a.m. / p.m. peaks. There are average traffic volumes of 415 v/hr 

(west – east) and 323 v/hr (east – west) between 8.00am – 9.00am, with similar volumes 

between 3.00pm – 4.00pm. 



Options Considered 

Following the site investigation 3 options were considered to address the interaction 

between cyclists and pedestrians during school collection / drop off times.  

Option 1 – Cycle track / lane  

Option 1a – Cycle track on the carriageway (physical segregation) 

Pros 

 Segregating cyclists and pedestrians 

- removes conflict  

 Gives the cyclist priority at side 

roads 

 Provides physical protection from 

general traffic 

Cons 

 Not possible to provide a continuous cycle 

track due to bus stops 

 Would require the removal of all parking on the 

carriageway – residents between Grace Rd 

Park and Calderwood Rd have no off-street 

parking alternative 

 Most expensive option to construct – given that 

Griffith Avenue is identified as a secondary 

route in the Greater Dublin Area Cycle 

Network Plan it is unlikely that the National 

Transport Authority would prioritise funding 

 Would place younger more vulnerable cyclists 

on the carriageway. It was observed that a lot 

children were accompanied by parents. This 

would not be possible with a cycle track on the 

road 

 

Option 1b – Cycle lane on the carriageway 

Pros 

 Segregating cyclists and pedestrians 

- removes conflict 

 Gives the cyclist priority at side 

roads 

 Relatively low cost solution 

 Requires minor civil works 

Cons 

 No physical protection from general traffic 

 Griffith Avenue has high traffic volumes and is 

a 50 km/hr distributor road – in this context it 

would not be appropriate to encourage young 

less experienced cyclists to use a cycle lane 

 Would place younger more vulnerable cyclists 

on the carriageway. It was observed that a lot 

children were accompanied by parents. This 

would not be possible with a cycle track on the 

road. 

 

 

 



Option 2 - Cycle track on the footpath 

The existing footpath on the North side of Griffith Avenue is on average 3m wide with limited 

opportunity to widen without impacting on the existing mature trees along the route. This 

option would allocate 1.8m to the pedestrian and 1.2m to the cyclist of the existing 3m wide 

footpath.  

This could be achieved with a white line, similar to the existing cycle track adjacent to the 

schools (photo 3) or by means of a 50mm level difference between the cycle track and 

footpath in order to encourage cyclists and pedestrians to use their designated space.  

Option 2a – White line divide 

Pros 

 Clearly defined area for cyclists and 

pedestrians  

 Relatively low cost solution 

 No impact on existing parking 

arrangements 

Cons 

 Likely to be ignored during peak times this was 

observed to be the case during the site visit, 

however it is noted that this is a low speed 

environment (photo 4) 

 By providing a designated space it may 

encourage cyclists to travel at greater speeds 

 

Option 2b – 50mm level difference 

Pros 

 Clearly defined area for cyclists and 

pedestrians  

 Pedestrians less likely to wander 

onto cycle track 

 No impact on existing parking 

arrangements 

Cons 

 By providing a designated space it may 

encourage cyclists to travel at greater speeds 

 Doesn’t cater for target users – parents and 

children  

 Cost considerably more expensive due to civil 

works required 

 Due to the existing footpath constraints the 

achievable widths would not meet the 

requirements of the National Cycle Manual 

 The available width only allows for a 1.2m 

cycle track. This is substandard for a one way 

cycle track according to the National Cycle 

Manual 

 Available width does not allow for 2 way 

cycling  

 Given the above is unlikely the National 

Transport Authority would fund such an 

intervention 



Option 3 – Designating the footpath as a shared space 

This option would formalise what is currently happening and would allow both pedestrians 

and cyclists to share the space on the footpath (photo 1). As the proposed route is relatively 

short, circa 1km and primarily used by younger inexperienced cyclists any potential conflict 

would be at low speed.  

Pros 

 Regulates what is happening in 

practice  

 Allows parents and children to travel 

together 

 Low cost solution 

 Easy to implement  

 No impact on existing parking 

arrangements 

 Would naturally encourage cyclists 

to travel at a slower speed 

Cons 

 Cyclists and pedestrians not given their own 

dedicated space 

 Potential for conflict remains. However this is a 

low speed environment where the pedestrian 

retains priority over the cyclist 

 

 

Conclusion 

Having assessed the 3 options it is considered that option 3 be implemented as it provides 

an effective low cost solution. Given that the demographic using the facility will be primarily 

younger children it is considered that the carriageway would be unsuitable. By creating a 

shard space on the footpath it ensures a low speed environment for both cyclists and 

pedestrians, while highlighting the presence of both. Pedestrians would continue to have 

priority and cyclists would consider themselves ‘cycling on a footpath’, this would be 

reinforced by appropriate signage and road markings. 

This option could be implemented quickly and without requiring any detailed design to be 

carried out. Given the nature of the works it would not be reliant on external funding, which is 

unlikely to be prioritised for the reasons outlined above. With the preferred option there 

would be no impact on local residential parking arrangements or the need to remove any of 

the existing mature trees along the route to create the necessary space to install a cycle 

track.  

It was noted that some sections of the existing footpath were in poor condition (photo 5) and 

it is recommended to repair these sections as part of implementing the preferred option. 

Obstructions such as bins could be repositioned to provide additional width (photo 6). 

The Environment and Transportation Department will proceed with Option 3 subject to 

approval from the Councillors.  
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Photo 1 – Example of existing users                     Photo 2 – Lack of off-street Parking  

 

   

Photo 3 – Existing Cycle Facilities            Photo 4 – Peak times at the school 

 

   

Photo 5 – Poor footpath condition                      Photo 6 – Bin in footpath


