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Department of State Growth

Salamanca Building Parliament Square
4 Salamanca Place, Hobart TAS Tasmania n
GPO Box 536, Hobart TAS 7001 Australia Government

Email permits@stategrowth.tas.gov.au Web www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au
Ref: D19/283595

Rebecca Green

Rebecca Green & Associates
Po Box 2108

LAUNCESTON TAS 7250

Dear Rebecca Green

Crown Landowner Consent Granted - Midland Highway (Seccombe Street), Perth

| refer to your recent request for Crown landowner consent relating to the development application at
Midland Highway (Seccombe Street), Perth for a new Seccombe Connection from Roundabout No. [, Perth.

|, Andrew Hargrave, Manager Asset Management, State Roads, the Department of State Growth, having been
duly delegated by the Minister under Section 52 (IF) of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (the Act),
and in accordance with the pravisions of Section 52 (1B) (b) of the Act, hereby give my consent to the maldng
of the application, insofar as it affects the State road network and any Crown land under the jurisdiction of this
Department.

The consent given by this letter is for the making of the application only insofar as that it impacts
Department of State Growth administered Crown land and is with reference to your application dated 8
November 2019, and the documents approved, as follows:

Approved Document | Author Date Notes

Name Received

Application for Crown Rebecca 08/11/2019 Dated 08/11/2019
Landowner Consent — Green &

New Seccommbe Street Associates

Connection from P/L

Roundabout No. | Perth

Planning Application Rebecca 08/11/2019 Dated 08/11/2019
Form - New Seccommbe | Green &

Street Connecticn from Associates
Roundabout No. | Perth | P/L

Planning Submission - Rebecca 08/11/2019 Undated
Seccommbe Street Green &

Roundabout Connection, | Associates

Perth P/L

4 Salamanca Place Hobart - GPO Box 536 HOBART TAS 7001
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In giving consent to lodge the subject development application, the Department notes the following applicable
advice:

A. Other types of works (pipeline, etc.) OR Construction of infrastructure in the road
reserve/on Crown land (Works permit required)

In giving consent to lodge the subject development application, the Department notes that the worlks in
the State road network will require the following additional consent:

The consent of the Minister under Section |6 of the Roads and Jetties Act 1935 to undertake works
within the State road reservation.

For further information please visit http://www.transport.tas.gov.au/road/permits or contact
permits@stategrowth.tas.gov.au.

B. Discharge of Stormwater or drainage into the State road drainage system (Ministerial
consent required)

In giving consent to lodge the subject development application, the Department notes that the works in
the State road networle will require the following additional consent:

The consent of the Minister under Section 17B of the Roads and Jetties Act 1935 to concentrate and
discharge drainage to the State road reserve.

The proponent must submit a drainage plan, including catchment area, flows and drainage design for
any area discharging to the State road reserve.

If any enlargement of the existing State road drainage infrastructure is required in order to carry any
additional drainage, these works must be undertalen under the supervision and to the satisfaction of
an officer designated by the Minister. If such works are required, the costs associated with the worls
will be payable by the proponent.

The proponent is responsible for the ongoing maintenance of their own infrastructure.

For further information please contact Road Assets at roadassets.utilities(@stategrowth.tas.gov.au.

The Department reserves the right to make a representation to the relevant Council in relation to any aspect
of the proposed development relating to its road network and/or property.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hargrave
MANAGER ASSET MANAGEMENT

Delegate of

Minister for Infrastructure and Transport
Michael Ferguson MP

22 November 2019

cc General Manager, Northern Midlands Council

4 Salamanca Place Hobart - GPO Box 536 HOBART TAS 7001
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1.1 Proposal Overview

This submission is prepared on behalf of Northern Midlands Council in support of a proposal for
construction of an eastern entry/exit connection from the Northern Roundabout No. 1, adjacent to
the unmade section of Seccombe Street, Perth. This roundabout is presently under construction and
formed part of approval of the upgrade of the Midland Highway at Perth. The approval in 2017 did
not include future access to Seccombe Street and approval is sought for the construction of this 5
connection to this roundabout.

The proposed development will link at a future stage Seccombe Street to this roundabout, wherehy
the unmade of Seccombe Street will be constructed but subject to a separate development
application.

The owner of the subject land is Department of State Growth. This application is made with the
consent of the owner.

This application is made under Section 57 of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993, which
provides for the submission of an application for a discretionary planning permit. The proposal has
been prepared in accordance with the provisions of the Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme
2013 and the objectives of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993.

The proposal is summarised as:

e Eastern entry/ exit connection from northern roundabout Perth, and is illustrated in Plans,
provided at Appendix B.

2.1 Subject Land Description

The subject site is comprised in Certificate of Title Volume 170341 Folio 11 (Acquired Road) and
adjacent road casement to the east and adjacent to the roundabout on the eastern side of the
interchange (Northern Roundabout No.1). This is located along the existing Midland Highway,
approximately 500 metres north of the Perth Town Centre. The unformed section of Seccombe Street
does not form part of this application and would be subject to a future application for construction
and linkage. The registered owner of the site is Department of State Growth. A copy of the title is
contained in Appendix A.

The Perth Links Road project is being undertaken by the Department of State Growth. The western
link of the project includes a grade separated interchange on the northern outskirts of Perth with the
ramp terminals managed by roundabouts on either side of the new highway.
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2.2 Locality Description
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Figure 1: Locality Map
2.3 Access and Movement

The Midland Highway is also known as Main Road through Perth. Main Road is a two-way road
configured with a single carriageway. The road operates in a north-west south-east direction and has

a posted speed limit of 60km/h.
2.4 Services

The subject site is located within the urban area of Perth. Any relocation of services will be provided
in consultation with the relevant authorities in relation to these service utility assets.

2.5 Heritage
The subject site is not identified to be of heritage significance.
2.6 Flora and Fauna

The site is located within the urban area of Perth and does not support any remnant native vegetation
and hence, any habitat of threatened species. A search of the Natural Values Atlas has revealed no
recorded species on the subject site. A concept landscaping plan was developed as part of the Perth
Link Roads project and is attached. Its key objectives are to highlight the entrances to Perth and
provide visual screening of the highway; be simple to maintain and have tidy appearance; be safe for
hoth road users and maintenance crews; and be cost effective to establish. The broad elements of
the plan include road landscaping at the northern roundabout (No.1) (dependent on safety and

maintenance requirements).
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A project-level weed, and hygiene management plan will be developed/maintained, as part of the
Construction Management Plan, to ensure that appropriate weed management actions are
undertaken during construction.

3.1 Development Proposal

The Seccombe Street connection will create a fifth leg on Northern Roundabout No.1 and will have a
single 3.5m traffic lane in each direction. The proposed layout for the connection is attached in
Appendix B {works proposed shown in RED). The Seccombe Street connection will be subject to a
separate and future application, which will then create an additional link between Main Road and the
residential area located to the east of Main Road. As the construction of the roundabout has
commenced itis imperative to gain approval of the connection as soon as possible to ensure efficiency
and timing of construction to coincide with the Perth Links Roads project.

r Ko

4.1 Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2013

The subject sites are both zoned Utilities (existing Midland Highway) and Rural Resource within the
Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2013. The proposed use is permitted within the Utilities
Zone but required exercise of discretion within the Rural Resource Zone in relation to use and
development.

Subject
site

Figure 2: Zoning Map

(Red = General Residential zane, Yellow = Utilities zone, Cream = Rural Resource zone)
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3.2 Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2013

Use Categorisation
The use classification for the proposed use and development is “Utilities”, which is defined in Table
8.2 of the Scheme as follows:

“Use of land for utilities and infrastructure including:

a) Telecommunications;

b) Electricity generation;

c) Transmitting or distributing gas, oil or power;

d) Transport networks;

e) Collecting, treating, transmitting, storing or distributing water; or

f) Collecting, treating, or disposing of storm or floodwater, sewage or sullage.

Examples include an electrical sub-station or power line, gas, water or sewerage main, optic
fibre main or distribution hub, pumping station, railway line, retarding basin, road, sewage
treatment plant, storm or flood water drain, water storage dam and weir.”

ZONE PURPOSE

To provide for the sustainable use or development of resources for agriculture, aquaculture, forestry,
mining and other primary industries, including opportunities for resource processing.

To provide for other use or development that does not constrain or conflict with resource development
uses. ‘

To provide for econemic development that is compatible with primary industry, environmental and
landscape values.

To provide for tourism-related use and development where the sustainable development of rural
resources will not be compromised.

Assessment: The proposal is consistent with the zone purpose.

a)  Primary Industries:
Resaurces for primary industries make a significant contribution to the rural economy and primary
industry uses are to be protected for long-term sustainability.
The prime and non-prime agricultural land resource provides for variable and diverse agricultural and
primary industry production which will be protected through individual consideration of the local
context.
Processing and services can augment the productivity of primary industries in a locality and are
supported where they are related to primary industry uses and the long-term sustainability of the
resource is nhot unduly compromised.

b) Tourism :
Tourism is an important contributor to the rural economy and can make a significant contribution to
the value adding of primary industries through visitor facilities and the downstream processing of
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produce. The continued enhancement of tourism facilities with a relationship to primary production is
supported where the long-term sustainability of the resource is not unduly compromised.
The rural zone provides for important regional and local tourist routes and destinations such as through
the promotion of environmental features and values, cultural heritage and landscape. The continued
enhancement of tourism facilities that capitalise on these attributes is supported where the long-term
sustainability of primary industry resources is not unduly compromised.
c) Rural Communities
Services to the rural locality through provision for home-based business can enhance the sustainability of
rural communities. Professional and other business services that meet the needs of rural populations are
supported where they accompany a residential or other established use and are located appropriately in
relation to settlement activity centres and surrounding primary industries such that the integrity of the
activity centre is not undermined and primary industries are not unreasonably confined or restrained.

Assessment: The proposal is does not conflict with the local area objectives.

DESIRED FUTURE CHARACTER STATEMENTS

The visual impacts of use and development within the rural landscape are to be minimised such that the
effect is not obtrusive.

Assessment: The proposed landscaping makes the proposal consistent with the local area objectives.

26.3 Use Standards
26.3.1 Discretionary Uses if not a single dwelling

Acceptable Solutions , Performance Criteria

Al If for permitted or no | P1.1 It must be demonstrated that the use is consistent with
permit required uses. local area objectives for the provision of non-primary

industry uses in the zone, if applicable; and

P1.2 Business and professional services and general retail and
hire must not exceed a combined gross floor area of
250m2over the site.

Not applicable. The proposal satisfies the performance criteria P1.1.
A2 If for permitted or no | P2.1 Utilities, extractive industries and controlled environment
permit required uses. agriculture located on prime agricultural land must

demonstrate that the:
i) amount of land alienated/converted is minimised; and
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Not appllcable
iAB If for perm|tted or no
permit required uses.

‘Not appllcable N

‘A4

If for permntted or no
permit required uses.

Not applicable.

A5  The use must:
la) be permitted or no |
? permit required; or

b) be located in an existing

building.

location s reasonably requwed for operatlona]
efficiency; and

Uses other than utilities, extractive industries or controlled
environment agriculture located on prime agricultural land,
must demonstrate that the conversion of prime agricultural
land to that use will result in a significant benefit to the
region having regard to the economic, social and .
environmental costs and benefits. |

if)

P2.2

Not appl:cable not prime agrlcultural iand

P3 The conversion of non-prime agrlcu[tural
agricultural use must demonstrate that:

the amount of land converted is minimised having regard
to:

i)

to non- |
a)

existing use and development on the land; and

ii) surrounding use and development; and

iii) topographical constraints; or

the site is practically incapable of supporting an agricultural |

use or being included with other land for agricultural or :

other primary industry use, due to factors such as: _

i) limitations created by any existing use and/or 5
development surrounding the site; and

iiy topographical features; and

iii) poor capability of the land for primary industry; or ‘

the location of the use on the site is reasonably required for |

operational efficiency. \

c)

The proposal satisfies the performance criteria. The amount of
land required has been minimised to that necessary to
accommodate the required road design and the works are |
required to provide for operational efficiency and safety of |
the highway network consistent with subclause a) and c).

F
|
|
I
I

P4 It must be demonstrated that: N

a) emissions are not likely to cause an environmental !
huisance; and ’

b)  primary industry uses will not be unreasonably confined or |
restrained from conducting normal operations; and

c)  the capacity of the local road network can accommodate

the traffic generated by theuse. ,,,,,,,'.
The proposal satisfies the performance criteria. Lighting is |
proposed at the existing approved roundabout and on and
off ramps of the Perth Link Road project. The lighting
design is to be developed in a manner that ensures that
light spill is minimised and will not cause an environmental
nuisance. The proposal is a road project and is designed to
improve the existing and approved road safety and |
efficiency outcomes at the existing road junctions. !

P5 It must be demonstrated that the visual appearance of the ;
use is consistent with the local area having regard to: ‘

L a) the impacts on skylines and ridgelines; and \
b) visihility from public roads; and l
c) the visual impacts of storage of materials or equipment; F

|

and
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d) the visual impacts of vegetation clearance or retention; and
e)  the desired future character statements.

Not applicable.

The proposal satisfies the performance criteria. The key impacts
relate to the associated earthworks with the proposed
alignment.

26.4 Development Standards

26,1 Building Location and Abpearante

ceptible Solutions

Performance Criteria

Al Building height must not exceed:
a) 8m for dwellings; or
b)  12m for other purposes.

P1  Building height must:

a) bhe unabtrusive and complement the
character of the surrounding landscape;
and

b) protect the amenity of adjoining uses
from adverse impacts as a result of the
proposal.

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

A2 Buildings must be set back a minimum of:

a) 50m where a non-sensitive use or
extension to existing sensitive use
huildings is proposed; or

h)  200m where a sensitive use is proposed;
or

c) the same as existing for replacement of an
existing dwelling.

P2  Buildings must be sethack so that the use
is not likely to constrain adjoining primary
industry operations having regard to:

a) the topography of the land; and

b) buffers created by natural
features; and

c) the location of development on adjoining
lots; and

d) the nature of existing and potential
adjoining uses; and

e) the abhility to accommodate a lesser
setback to the road having regard to:

i) the design of the development and
landscaping; and

ii) the potential for future upgrading of
the road; and

iii) potential traffic safety hazards; and

iv) appropriate noise attenuation.

or other

‘Not app]ica-blg_._

Not applicable.

26.4.2 Subdivision — Not applicable.
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ZONE PURPOSE

To provide land for major utilities installations and corridors.
To provide for other compatible uses where they do not adversely impact on the utility.

Assessment: The proposal is consistent with the zone purpose.

28.3 Use Standards
3.1 Capacity of existing utilities

Acceptable Solutions

Performance Criteria

Al If for permitted or no permit required
uses.

P1  The proposal must not unreasonably
compromise or reduce the operational
efficiency of the utility having regard to:

a) existing land use practices; and

b)  the location of the use in relation to the
utility; and

c) any required buffers or setbacks; and

d) the management of access.

Complies with acceptable solution. Permitted
use.

Not applicable.

28.4 Development Standards
28.4.1 Building Design and Siting

10y

Acceptable Solutions

Performance Criteria

Al  Height must not exceed:

a) 6m; or

b) 15 m for ancillary antenna and masts for
communication devices.

P1  Height must:
a) minimise the visual impact having regard
to:
iy prevailing character of the landscape
or urban pattern of the surrounding
area;and
ii) form and materials; and
iii) the contours or slope of the land;
and
iv) existing screening or the ability to
implement/establish screening
through works or landscaping; and
b) protect the amenity of residential uses in
the area from unreasonable impacts
having regard to:
i) the surrounding pattern  of
development; and

10
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i) the existing degree of overlooking
and overshadowing; and
iii) methods to reduce visual impact.

Not applicable. Not applicable.
A2  Buildings must be set back from all | P2  Building setbacks must:
boundaries a minimum distance of 3m. a) complement existing building setbacks in

the immediate area; and
h) minimise adverse impacts on adjoining
land uses having regard to:
i)  the form of the building; and
iy the contours or slope of the land;
and
iii) methods to reduce visual impact;
and
c) protect the amenity of adjoining
residential uses from unreasonable
impacts  of  overshadowing  and
overlooking having regard to:
i) the surrounding pattern of
development; and
i) the existing degree of overlooking
and overshadowing; and
iii) methods to reduce overlooking and
overshadowing.

Not applicable. Not applicable.

28.4.2 Subdivision — Not applicable.

4.2 Other Planning Considerations

E4.6 Use Standards

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail infrastructure

11
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Acceptable Solutions

Performance Criteria

Sensitive use on or within 50m of a
category 1 or 2 road, in an area subject
to a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a
railway or future road or railway must
not result in an increase to the annual
average daily traffic (AADT) movements
to or from the site by more than 10%.

Al

Sensitive use on or within 50m of a
category 1 or 2 road, in an area subject to
a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a
railway or future road or railway must
demonstrate that the safe and efficient
operation of the infrastructure will not be
detrimentally affected.

P1

Not applicable — does not propose a sensitive
use.

Not applicable

For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h
or less the use must not generate more
than a total of 40 vehicle entry and exit
movements per day

A2

For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h or
less, the level of use, number, location,
layout and design of accesses and
junctions must maintain an acceptable
level of safety for all road users, including
pedestrians and cyclists.

P2

Not applicable

Not applicable

A3 Forroadswith a speed limit of more than
60km/h the use must not increase the
annual average daily traffic (AADT)
movements at the existing access or
junction by more than 10%.

P3  For limited access roads and roads with a
speed limit of more than 60km/h:

access to a category 1 road or limited
access road must only be via an existing
access or junction or the use or
development must provide a significant
social and economic benefit to the State
or region; and

any increase in use of an existing access
or junction or development of a new
access or junction to a limited access road
or a category 1, 2 or 3 road must be for a
use that is dependent on the site for its
unique resources, characteristics or
locational attributes and an alternate site
or access to a category 4 or 5 road is not
practicable; and

an access or junction which is increased
in use oris a new access or junction must
be designed and located to maintain an
adequate level of safety and efficiency for
all road users.

a)

b)

Complies — does not increase the traffic
movements at existing accesses or junctions.

Not applicable

E4.7 Development Standards

12
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E4.7.1 Development on and adjacent to Existing and Future Arterial Roads and Railways

Acceptable Solutions

Performance Criteria

Al

The following must be at least 50m from
a railway, a future road or railway, and a
category 1 or 2 road in an area subject to
a speed limit of more than 60km/h:

new road works, buildings, additions and
extensions, earthworks and landscaping
works; and

building envelopes on new lots; and
outdoor sitting, entertainment
children’s play areas

and

P1

b)

d)

Development including buildings, road
works, earthworks, landscaping works
and level crossings on or within 50m of a
category 1 or 2 road, in an area subject to
a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a
railway or future road or railway must be
sited, designed and landscaped to:
maintain or improve the safety and
efficiency of the road or railway or future
road or railway, including line of sight
from trains; and

mitigate significant transport-related
environmental impacts, including noise,
air pollution and vibrations in accordance
with a report from a suitably qualified
person; and

ensure that additions or extensions of
buildings will not reduce the existing
sethack to the road, railway or future
road or railway; and

ensure that temporary buildings and
works are removed at the applicant’s
expense within three vyears or as
otherwise agreed by the road or rail
authority.

Not applicable

The Seccombe Street connection is located
within 50m from a Category 1 road. A Traffic
Impact Assessment contained at Appendix C to
this submission demonstrated compliance with
the performance criteria.

13
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Acceptable Solutions

Performance Criteria

Al  For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h or
less the development must include only
ohe access providing both entry and exit,
or two accesses providing separate entry

and exit.

P1  For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h or
less, the number, location, layout and
design of accesses and junctions must
maintain an acceptable level of safety for
all road users, including pedestrians and

cyclists.

' Not applicable.

Not applicable.

A2  For roads with a speed limit of more than
60km/h the development must not
include a new access or junction.

P2 For limited access roads and roads with a
speed limit of more than 60km/h:
a) access to a category 1 road or limited

access road must only be via an existing
access or junction or the development
must provide a significant social and
economic benefit to the State or region;
and

h) any increase in use of an existing access
or junction or development of a new
access or junction to a limited access road
or a category 1, 2 or 3 road must be
dependent on the site for its unigue
resources, characteristics or locational
attributes and an alternate site or access
to a category 4 or 5 road is not
practicable; and

c) an access or junction which is increased
in use or is a new access or junction must
be desighed and located to maintain an
adequate level of safety and efficiency for
all road users.

Not applicable.

A Traffic Impact Assessment contained at
Appendix C to this submission
demonstrated compliance with the
performance criteria.

Management of Rail Level Crossings

14
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Performance Criteria

Where land has access across a railway:
a) development does not include a level
crossing; or
b) development does not result in a material

change onto an existing level crossing.

Where land has access across a railway:
the number, location, layout and design
of level crossings maintain or improve the
safety and efficiency of the railway; and
the proposal is dependent upon the site
due to unique resources, characteristics
or location attributes and the use or
development will have social and
economic benefits that are of State or
regional significance; or

it is uneconomic to relocate an existing
use to a site that does not require a level
crossing; and i
an alternative access or junction is not
practicable. |

P1
a)

b)

| Notapplicable

| Notapplicable

15
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E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings

Acceptable Solutions Performance Criteria

Al  Sight distances at P1  The design, layout and location of an

a) an access or junction must comply with access, junction or rail level crossing must
the Safe Intersection Sight Distance provide adequate sight distances to
shown in Table E4.7.4; and ensure the safe movement of vehicles.

b) rail level crossings must comply with
AS1742.7 Manual of uniform traoffic
control devices - Railway crossings,
Standards Association of Australia; or

c) If the access is a temporary access, the
written consent of the relevant authority
has been obtained. )
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Figure E4.7.4 Sight Lines far Accesses and Junctions
X is the distance of the driver from the conflict point.
For category 1, 2 and 3 roads X = 7m minimum and for other roads X = 5m minimum.

16
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Table E4.7.4  Safe Intersection Sight Distance (SISD)
Vehicle Speed Safe Intersection Sight Distance (SISD)
metres, for speed limit of:
km/h 60 km/h or less Greater than 60 km/h

50 80 90

60 105 115
70 130 140
a0 165 175
90 210
100 250
110 290

The traffic impact assessment finds that the following sight distances can be achieved:

! Rebecca Green

E6.0 CAR PARKING & SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT CODE

E6.6 Use Standards
E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers
Objectiv

| AL

b)

Acceptable Solutions

The number of car
parking spaces must
not be less than the
regquirements of:
Table E6.1; or

a parking precinct
plan contained in
Table EG6.6: Precinct
Parking Plans (except
for dwellings in the
General Residential
Zone).

To ensure that an appropriate level of car parking
| Performance Criteria_

| P1
a)
b)

<)

__parking, having regard to the nature of the roads,

s provided to service use.

The number of car parking spaces provided must
have regard to:

the provisions of any relevant location specific car
parking plan; and

the availability of public car parking spaces within
reasonable walking distance; and

any reduction in demand due to sharing of spaces by
multiple uses either because of variations in peak |
demand or by efficiencies gained by consolidation;
and

the availability and frequency of public transport
within reasonable walking distance of the site; and
site constraints such as existing buildings, slope,
drainage, vegetation and landscaping; and

the availability, accessibility and safety of on-road

17
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traffic management and other uses in the vicinity;

and

g) an empirical assessment of the car parking demand;
and

h) the effect on streetscape, amenity and vehicle,
pedestrian and cycle safety and convenience; and

i) the recommendations of a traffic impact assessment
prepared for the proposal; and

i) any heritage values of the site; and

k) for residential buildings and multiple dwellings,

whether parking is adequate to meet the needs of
the residents having regard to:

i) the size of the dwelling and the number of
bedrooms; and

ii) the pattern of parking in the locality; and

iii) any existing structure on the land.

Comment; There is no car parking requirement set for utilities. The proposal does not require

parking.

Table E6.1: Parking Space Requirements

Use Parking Requirement
Vehicle Bicycle
Utilities No requirement set No requirement set.

E6.6.2 Bicycle Parking Numbers

Acceptable Solutions Performance Criteria "
Al.1  Permanently accessible  bicycle | P1 Permanently  accessible  bicycle
parking or storage spaces must be parking or storage spaces must be
provided either on the site or within provided having regard to the:
50m of the site in accordance with the | a) likely number and type of users of the
requirements of Table E6.1; or site and their opportunities and likely
Al.2  The number of spaces must be in preference for bicycle travel; and
accordance with a parking precinct | b) location of the site and the distance a
plan contained in Table E6.6: Precinct cyclist would need to travel to reach
Parking Plans. the site; and
c) availability and accessibility of existing
and planned parking facilities for
bicycles in the vicinity.
Comment: There is no bicycle parking requirement set for utilities. The proposal does not
require bicycle parking.

i xi Drop-off nd Pickup

T3 i

1L = = 4 Sy b, T At

Acceptable Solutions g Performance Criteria . _|

Al One dedicated taxi drop-off and pickup space | P1 No performance criteria.
must be provided for every 50 car spaces

18
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requnfed by Table E6.1 or part thereof (except ‘ |
l
!

for dwellmgs in the General Re5|dentlal Zone).

Acceptable Solutlons . -
Al One motorbike parklng space must be prowded P1 No performance criteria.
for each 20 car spaces required by Table E6.1 or
part thereof.
Comment; The proposal does not require motorbike parking.

E15 Signs Code — any regulatory signs required do not require a permit under this Code under Clause
15.4.1 of the Scheme,

4.3 State Policies

4.3.1 State Coastal Policy 1996

The State Coastal Policy was created under the State Policies and Projects Act 1993. This Policy applies
to the Coastal Zone, which is defined as the area within State waters and all areas within one kilometre
of the coast.

Proposal Response
The subject site is not located within one kilometre from the coast.
4.3.2 State Policy on Water Quality Management 1997
This Policy applies to all surface waters, including coastal waters, and ground waters, other than:

i Privately owned waters that are not accessible to the public and are not connected
to, or flow directly into, waters that are accessible to the public; or
ii. Waters in any tank, pipe or cistern.

The purpose of the Policy is to achieve the sustainable management of Tasmania's surface water and
groundwater resources by protecting or enhancing their qualities while allowing for sustainable
development in accordance with the objectives of Tasmania's Resource Management and Planning
System (Schedule 1 of the State Policies and Projects Act 1993).

The objectives of this Policy are to:
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1. Focus water quality management on the achievement of water quality objectives which will
maintain or enhance water quality and further the objectives of Tasmania’s Resource
Management and Planning System;

2. Ensure that diffuse source and point source pollution does not prejudice the achievement of
water quality objectives and that pollutants discharged to waterways are reduced as far as is
reasonable and practical by the use of best practice environmental management;

3. Ensure that efficient and effective water quality monitoring programs are carried out and that
the responsibility for monitoring is shared by those who use and benefit from the resource,
including polluters, who should bear an appropriate share of the costs arising from their
activities, water resource managers and the community;

4. Facilitate and promote integrated catchment management through the achievement of
objectives (1) to (3) above; and

5. Apply the precautionary principle to Part 4 of this Policy.

Proposal Response

The proposal is consistent with the policy.

4.3.3 State Policy on Protection of Agricultural Land 2009

The proposal is assessed to be consistent with the objectives of this Policy in that the proposed works
are designed to minimise the amount of the land required to accommodate the necessary works
designed.

4.4 Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1953

The Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 provides objectives for all development considered
under this Act. The proposal has been considered against the objectives of this Act. The proposal has
been prepared to be consistent with the provisions of the Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme
2013. The proposal is therefore considered to be consistent with the objectives of the Act.

4.5 National Environment Protection Measures

A series of National Environment Protection Measures (NEPMs) have been established by the National
Environment Protection Council. These measures are:

e Ambient air quality;
a National pollutant inventory;
o Movement of controlled waste;
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o Use packaging materials; :
o Assessment of site contamination; and
o Diesel vehicle emissions.
Proposal Response

It is considered that the NEPMs are not relevant to the proposed development.

The proposal is for construction of an eastern entry/exit connection from the Northern Roundabout
No. 1, adjacent to the unmade section of Seccombe Street, Perth., and is illustrated in plans, provided
at Appendix B.

The proposal complies with the development standards prescribed by the Scheme and can he
approved under the Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2013. This application is therefore
made due to the use and development pursuant to Section 57 of the Land Use Planning and Approvals
Act 1993.

The proposal is consistent with the relevant State and local policies, Planning Scheme objectives and
considerations and objectives of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993. It is therefore
recommended that the proposal be considered for planning approval.

Author Version Date
Rebecca Green 1 8 November 2019
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1. Introduction

The Perth Link Roads project is being undertaken by the Department of State Growth (DSG) and consfructed by the VEC
Shaw Joint Venture. The project consists of a southern and western bypass of the Perth Township. The western link of
the project includes a grade separated interchange on the northern outskirts of Perth with the ramp terminals managed
by roundabouts on either side of the new highway.

pitt&sherry were engaged by Northern Midlands Council (Council) to develop the detailed road design for the connection
of Seccombe Streat to the roundabaout on the eastern side of the interchange (Northern Roundabout No.1). Following the
development of the detailed designs, Council have engaged pitt&sherry to prepare a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) to

accompany the Develapment Application (DA) that needs to be submitted to enable construction of the connection.

This report has been prepared in accordance with DSG's Publication Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) Guidelines and
the Northern Midiands Interim Planning Scheme 2013 (the Planning Scheme).

2. Existing Conditions

2.1 Site Location

The proposed Seccombe Strest connection is along the eastern side of Nerthem Roundabout No.1 of the Perth Link
Roads project, which is located along the existing Midland Highway, approximately 500m north of the Perth Town
Centre.

Under the Planning Scheme, the site has as land use classification as 28.0 Utilities. Surrounding land uses include 10.0
General Residential to the east, 12.0 Low Derisity Residential to the north-east and 26.0 Rural Resource to the narih-

west, west and south.

Figure 1 shows the location of the proposed Seccombe Street connection in the local context.

P}’." .

Key
== 10.0 General Residential
= 12.0 Low Density Residential
== 19.0 Open Space
26.0 Rural Resource
28,0 UtilitTes
=+ 32.0 Particular Purpose

Figure 1: Site Locality Aerial Including Zoning Overlay (Aerial Source: Google Earth, Gctober 2018 Imagery)

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/tb Page 4
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2.2  Surrounding Road Network

221 Midland Highwayf Main Road

The Midland Highway is classified as a Category 1 State Road in the DSG Road Hierarchy and is a key fink in
Tasmania's road network. The highway facilitates freight movement from the southern region to the State’s northern
ports and is also the major transport link for passengers travelling between the norithern and southern regions.

The Midland Highway is alsa known as Main Road through Perth. Main Road is a two-way road configured with a single
carriageway. The road operates in a north-west south-east direction and has a posted speed limit of 60km/h.

Upon completion of the Parth Link Roads project, vehicles travelling between the northern and southern regions of
Tasmania on the Midland Highway will be diverted onto the new highway and the Main Road approach to Northern
_ Roundabout No.1 will predominantly be used by local traffic in Perth.

2.2.2 Seccombe Strest

Seccombe Street is a Council owned dead-end street that travels in an east-west direction providing access to residential
properties. Seccombe Street has a single lane in each direction and has a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.2.3 Mulgrave Street

Mulgrave Road is a Council owned local road that travels in a north-south direction, providing access to residential
properties, Mulgrave Street has a single lane in each direction and connects Seccombe Street to Arthur Street. The
sireet is subject to a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.24  Arthur Street

Arthur Street is a Council owned road that links numerous residential streets including Seccombe Street to Main Road.
Arthur Street runs in an east-west direction and has a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.3 Surrounding Intersections

There are currently no intersections between Seccombe Street and Main Road. Vehicles from Main Road travel to
Seccombe Street via Arthur Street and Mulgrave Street.

2.4  Existing Traffic Volumes

2.4.1 DSG Perth Link Roads Principal's Project Requirements

Traffic data for Main Road and the New Highway Ramp approaches to Northern Roundabout No.1 has been sourced
from Table 3010.021 of the DSG Principal’s Project Requirements (PPR) for the Perth Link Roads project.

It is noted that the traffic volumes provided within the PPR are the daily traffic volumes for 2018.
In order to calculate the peak hour traffic volumes, a peak ta daily ratio of 10% has been assumed.
As the Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to be completed in 2020, traffic volumes for 2020 has been calculated. In

order to calculate 2020 traffic volumes, a growth rate of 1.5% per year has been applied to the 2018 traffic volumes. The
growth rate has been determined from DSG traffic data available in the vicinity of the Perth township.

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page &5
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242 DSG Traffic Data =

Traffic data for the southbound off-ramp approach to Northern Roundabout No.1 has been calculated using available
DSG traffic data. The traffic data was collected in May 2018 in the viginity of the Perth Township.

In order to calculate the 2020 traffic volumes, a growth rate of 1.5% per year has been applied to the 2019 traffic
volumes. The growth rate has been determined from DSG traffic data available in the vicinity of the Perth township.

24.3 Calculated Traffic Volumes

There are currently no traffic volumes available for the Eastern Service Road (Old Midland Highway, now Devon Hills)
approach to Northern Roundabout No.1. Due to the catchment using the Eastern Service Road approach being
predominantly low-density residential dwellings, the anticipated traffic volumes have heen calculated using traffic
generation rates sourced from the Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) Guide to Traffic Generating Developments
Technical Direction TDT2013/04a (RMS Technical Direction).

It has been assumed, for the purpose of completing a conservative assessment for the traffic analysis, that the Eastern
Service Road approach could potentially service up ta 15 dwellings. The RMS Technical Direction specifies the following
traffic generation rates for low density residential dwellings:

s Weekday AM Peak Hour 0.99 trips per dwelling
s« Weekday PM Peak Hour 0.95 trips per dwelling.

The directional split of traffic (i.e. the ratio between inbound and outbound traffic movements) that has been adopted for
the Eastern Service Road approach is as follows:

s AM Peak Hour 20% in/ 80% out
¢ PM Peak Hour 70% inf 30% out.

The distribution of the traffic that has been adopted for the Eastem Service Road approach is as follows:
e 65% to north

s 35% to south

Based on the above, a summary of the 2020 AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes are shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3.
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Existing Traffic Volumes (2020) Existing Traffic Volumes (2020)

Main Road
Wain Road

AN Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Figure 2: Existing Traffic Volumes (2020) - AM Pealk Hour Figure 3: Existing Traffic Volumes (2020) - PM Peak Hour
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2.5 Existing Roundabout Performance

2,51 Traffic Modelling Software

The traffic cperation of Narthern Roundabout No.1 has been assessed using SIDRA Intersection 8.0 modeling software.
SIDRA Intersection rates the performance of the intersections based on the vehicle delay and the corresponding LOS. It
is generally accepted that an intersection operates well if it is at LOS D or higher. Table 1 shows the ctiteria that SIDRA
adopts in assessing the LOS.

Table 1: SIDRA Level of Service

Delay per Vehicle (secs)
LOS
Signals Roundabout Sign Control
A 10 or less 10 or less 10 orless
B 1010 20 101020 10t015
C 20to 35 20 to 35 1510 25
D 35t0 55 35to 50 251035
E 5510 80 50to 70 35to 50
F Greater than 80 Greater than 70 Greater than 50

2.5.2 Traffic Modelling Layout

The geometry of Northern Roundabout No.1 used for the SIDRA traffic model was developed with reference to the
Detailed Dasign Plans for the Perth Link Roads project prepared for DSG and VEC Shaw Joint Venture by pitt&sherry.
The Detailed Design Plans informed the number, width and length of trafficable lanes,

The layout used within the SIDRA model for Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 4.

1N

Sentrteial € A

Hnt Hepivsey Racrp

Figure 4: Northern Roundabout No.1 - SIDRA Layout
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2.5.3 Traffic Modelling Results

263

The LOS for gach approach at Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 5 and Figure 8. A summary of the SIDRA
Intersection results is provided in Table 2. Full results are presented in Appendix B.

fen Migharey Amcy
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Figure 5: Northern Roundabout No.1 Design LOS — AM Peak
Hour
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Table 2: Northern Roundabout No.1 SIDRA Modelling Results
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Figure 6: Northern Roundabout No.T Design LOS — PM Peak
Hour

Loss

e | Bt | Rl | S | on
South: Main Road 0.08 3 3 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp AM 013 3 5 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A
All Vehicles 0.13 4 5 A
South: Main Road 0.08 3 3 A
Narth East: Eastern Service Road 0.00 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp PM 0.14 3 6 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A
All Vehicles 0.14 4 6 A

Based on the results above, Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to operate well in 2020 with minimal queues and
delays experienced on all legs of the roundabout. The roundabout operates with LOS A in both the AM and PM peak

hours.

ref: HB18007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b
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3. Development Proposal

3.1 Overview

Council is proposing a connection of Seccombe Street to Northern Roundabout No.1. The Seccombe Street connection
will create a fifth leg on Northern Roundabout No.1 and will have a single 3.5m traffic lane in each direction. The
proposed layout for the connection is attached in Appendix A.

The Seccombe Street connection is expected to be constructed in 2020 and will create an additional link between Main
Road and the residential area located to the east of Main Road.

4. Traffic Impact Assessment

4.1 Traffic Generation

Currently, access to the residential properties along Seccombe Street from Main Road is via Arthur Street and Mulgrave
Street, The construction of the Seccombe Strest connection will result in vehicles directly accessing Seccombe Street
from Main Raad, Residential properties in the vicinity of Seccombe Street are also expected fo use the Seccombe Strest
connection.

For the purpose of this assessment, due to the catchment accessing Seccombe Street belng predominantly low-density
residential dwellings, the anticipated traffic volume has been calculated using traffic generation rates sourced from RMS
TDT2013/04a. It has been assumead, for the purpose of completing a conservative assessment for the traffic analysis,
that Seccombe Street could potentially service up to 200 dwellings.

Based on the above, the traffic volumes expected along the Seccombe Street connection in each of the weekday peak
hours is as follows:

=AM Peak Hour 198 trips
e« PM Peak Hour 190 trips

4.2 Directional Split of Traffic

The directional split of traffic (i.e. the ratio between inbound and outhound traffic movements) that has been adopted for
the vehicles on the Seccombe Street connection are as follows:

« AM Peak Hour 20% in/ 80% out
e PM Peak Hour 70% in/ 30% out,

4.3 Traffic Distribution and Assignment

The distribution of the traffic generated along the Seccombe Street connection is based on a number of factors including:

= The location of major traffic distribution roads around the site
s The location of traffic generating developments; and

s  Existing traffic patterns

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b Page 9
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Based on the above, the expected distribution of movements that has been adopted for the vehicles on the Seccombe-—.

Street connection are as follows:
e 70% to north

s 30% tc south

4.4  Traffic Impacts

4.4.1 Traffic Modelling Layout

The geometry of Northern Roundabout No.1 post development of the Seccombe Street connection used for the SIDRA
traffic model was developed with reference to the Preliminary Design Plans for the Seccombe Street connection
prepared for Northern Midlands Council by pitt&sherry. The Preliminary Design Plans informed the number, width and
length of trafficable lanes. -

The layout used within the SIDRA model for Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 12.

1"

oot bt DT larups

Ko Higheay ez

Flgure 7: Northern Roundabout No.T Post Development - SIDRA Layout

4.4.2 Post Development (2020) Traffic Volumes

The traffic impact of the Seccombe Street connection has been estimated for immediately post development.

The expected post development traffic volumes for the weekday AM and PM peak hours are shown in Figure 2 and
Figure 3.

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rav 01/LA/Mb Page 10
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Figure 8: Post Devefapment Traffic Volumes (2020) - AM Peak Figure 9: Post Development Traffic Volumes (2020) - PM Peak
Hour Hour

4.4.3 Post Development (2020) Traffic Impacts

The impact of the Seccombe Street connection on the lane LOS for each approach at Northern Roundabout No.1
immediately post development is shown in Figure 10 and Figure 11. A summary of the SIDRA Intersection results is
provided in Table 2. Full results are presented in Appendix C.
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Figure 10: Northern Roundabout No.1 Post Development Figure 11: Northem Roundabout No. 1 Post Development
(2020) LOS — AM Peak Hour (2020) LOS — PM Peak Hour

ref; HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 11
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Table 3: Northern Roundabout No.1 SIDRA Modelling Resuits — Post Development (2020)

o || Bpamert | Aekab i) AEGE | i
South: Main Road 0.10 5 4 A
East: Seccombe Streat 0.15 5 6 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp A 0.15 4 6 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A
All Vehicles 0.15 5 6 A
South: Main Road 0.10 6 4 A
East: Seccombe Street 0.06 5 2 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp P 0.22 4 10 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 8 1 A
All Vehicles 0.22 5 10 A

Based on the results above, with the construction of the Seccombe Street connection, Northern Roundabout No.1 is
expected to continue to operate well with minimal queues and delays experienced on all approaches. The roundabout
continues to operate with a LOS A in both the AM and PM peak hours,

4.4.4

10-Years Post Development (2030) Traffic Volumes

The traffic impact of the Seccombe Street connection has been estimated for 10-years post development (2030).

In order to represent future growth an the road network, a compounding growth rate of 1.5% per year has been applied
to the 2020 traffic volumes for Main Road, New Highway Ramp and Southbound Off-ramp. A compounding growth rate
of 2% per year has been applied to the 2020 traffic volumes for Eastern Service Road and Seccombe Street.

The expected traffic volumes for the weekday AM and PM peak hours in 2030 is shown in Figure 12 and Figure 13,

A

N

Southbound Off Ramp

1—7
1—

z—
Mew Highway Ramp /

New Hlghway Ramp

19"-'}

Southbound OFf Remp

~
LW

U
T =
=

Post Development Traffic Volumes (2040)

Main Road

AM Peak Hour

10T

113 4 42

Post Development Traffic Volumes (2040)

PM Peak Hour

Main Road

Figure 12: Post Davelopment Traffic Volumes (2030) - AM
Peak Hour

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b

Figure 13: Post Development Traffic Volumes (2030) - PM

Peak Hour
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445 10-Years Post Seccombe Street Completion (2030) Traffic Impacts

The impact of the Seccombe Street connection on the lane LOS for each approach at Northern Roundabout No.1 10-
years post development is shown in Figure 14 and Figure 15. A summary of the SIDRA Intersection results is provided in
Table 4. Full results are presented in Appendix D.

e ) O R

Them Hghinag P

Sevctints St

Figure 14: Northern Roundabout No.1 Post Development Figure 15: Northern Roundabout No. 1 Post Development
(2030} LOS — AM Peak Hour (2030) LOS — PM Peak Hour
Table 4: Northern Roundabout No.1 SIDRA Modelling Resulls — 10- Years Post Development (2030)
ot | et | nem e |
South: Main Road 0.12 5 5 A
East: Seccombe Street 0.18 6 8 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.02 8 1 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp AN 0.17 4 i A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 g 1 A |
All Vehicles 0.19 5 8 A
South: Main Road 012 5 5 A
East: Seccombe Sireet 0.07 g 3 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 8 0 A
North; Southbound Off Ramp P 0.26 4 12 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.03 8 1 A
All Vehicles 0.26 5 12 A

ref; HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 13
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Based on the results above, with the construction of the Seccombe Street connection, Northern Roundabout No.1 B e
expected to continue to operate well in 2030 with minimal queues and delays experienced on all approaches. The
roundabout operates at a LOS A in both the AM and PM peak hours.

5. Planning Scheme Assessment

5.1 E4.0 Roads and Railway Assets Code

The proposed development has been assessed against the E4.0 Roads and Railways Assets Code of the Planning
Scheme. The use standards have been assessed in Table 5 and the development standards have been assessed in
Table 6.

Tabie 5: E4.6 Use Standards

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail Infrastructure

Objective:

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of road and rail infrastructure is not reduced by the creation of new accesses
and junctions or increased use of existing accesses and junctions.

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria Comments

Al Complies with Acceptable Solution A1

Sensitive use on or within 50m of a Category 1 or 2 road | The Seccombe Strest connection will provide an
in an area subject to a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a | additional route between Main Street and Seccombe

railway or future road or railway must not result in an Street and as such will redirect some vehicles from the
increase to the annual average daily traffic (AADT) existing route to the connection. The connection itself is
movements to and from the site by more than 10%. not expected to increase the annual average daily traffic
P1 movements to and from the residential properties along

- s in the vicinit b :
Sensitive use on or within 50m of a Category 1 or 2 road, EELIe IOy o Selak e

in an area subject to a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a
railway or future road or rallway must demonstrate that
the safe and efficient operation of the infrastructure will
not be detrimentally affected.

Table 6: E4.7 Development Standards

E4.7.1 Development on and adjacent to Existing and Future Arterial Roads and Railways

Objective:

To ensure that development on or adjacent to Category 1 or 2 roads (outside 80km/h), railways and future roads and
railways is managed to:

a) Ensure the safe and efficient operation of roads and railways; and
b) Allow for future road and rail widening, realignment and upgrading; and

c) Avoid undesirable interaction between roads and railways and other use or development

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria Comments

Al Satisfies Performance Criteria P1

ref: HB19007HO001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 14
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The following must be at least 50m from a railway, a
future road or railway, and a Category 1 or 2 read in an
area subject to a speed limit of more than 60km/h

a) New road works, buildings, additions and
extensions, earthworks and landscaping works;
and

b) Building areas on new lots; and

c) Outdoor sitting, entertainment and children's
play areas

P1

Development including buildings, road warks, earthworks,
landscaping works and level crossings on or within 50m
of a Category 1 or 2 road, in an area subject to a speed
limit of more than 60km/h, a railway or future road or
railway must be sited, designed and landscaped to:

a) Maintain or improve the safety and efficiency of
the road or railway or future road or railway,
including line of sight from trains; and

b) Mitigate significant transport-related
environmental impacts, including neise, air
pallution and vibrations in accordance with a
report from a suitably qualified person; and

¢) Ensure that additions or extensions of buildings
will not reduce the existing setback to the road,
railway or future road or railway; and

d) Ensure that temporary buildings and works are
removed at the applicant's expense within three
years or as otherwise agreed by the road or rail
authority

The Seccombe Street connection is located within 50m

from a Category 1 road and as such is unable to comply
with Acceptable Solution A1,

The proposed development has been assessed against
the Performance Criteria P1 as follows:

a) Currently vehicles accessing Seccombe Street
from Main Road need to travel via Arthur Street
and Mulgrave Street, both of which are
residential streeis. The Seccombe Streat
connection will provide a more direct route
between Main Road and Seccombe Street,
resulting in less traffic travelling through the
residential street network. This will improve the
safety, efficiency and convenience of the road
network.

b) Provision of the Seccombe Street connection
will minimise the travel distance between the
residential area and the surrounding road
network. The connection will therefore reduce
environmental impacts.

c) The Seccambe Street connection is being
constructed within the future road corridor and
as such will not reduce the existing setback of
buildings to the road

d) The Seccombe Strest connection is being
constructed for Northern Midlands Council. As
such, the proposal will comply with subclause d)
in relation to temporary structures required
during the construction phase.

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions

Objective:

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of roads is not reduced by the creation of new accesses and junctions or

increased use of accesses and junctions

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria

Comments

A2

For roads with a speed limit of more than 60km/h the
development must not include a new access or junction.

P2

For limited access roads and roads with a speed limit of
more than 60km/h,

a) Access to a Category 1 road or limited access
road must only be via an existing access or
junetion or the development must provide a
significant social and economic benefit to the
State or region; and

b) Any increase in use of an existing access or
junction or development of a new access or
junction to a limited access road or category 1, 2

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b

Satisfies Performance Criteria P2

The Seccombe Street connection is new and some of the
roundabout approach roads have speed limits greater
than 60km/h. Therefore, the proposed devslopment is
unable to comply with Acceptable Solution A2,

The proposed development has been assessed against
the Performance Criteria P2 as follows:

a) The Seccombe Street connection will provide
safe, efficient and convenient access for
residential properties along and in the vicinity of
Seccombe Street. This will provide a significant
social and economic benefit to the Perth
Township.

Page 15
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\

or 3 road must be dependent on the site for its b) The Seccombe Street connection will redirect "
unigue resaurces, characteristics ar local vehicles but is not expected to itself result in an
attributes and an alternate site or accessto a increase in the use of the existing road network.
category 4 or 5 road is not practicable; and ¢) The connection has been designed in
¢) An access or junction which is increased in use accordance with relevant standards and
or is a new access or junction must be designed guidelines and is expected to maintain safety
and located to maintain adequate level of safety and efficiency for all road users. Throughout
and efficiency for all road users development of the design for the Perth Link

Roads project there has been consultation with
the Department of State Growth regarding the
geomatry of Northern Roundabout No. 1 to
ensure that it will accommodate the Seccombe
Street connection.

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings

Objective:

To ensure that use and development involving or adjacent to accesses, junctions and level crossings allows sufficient
sight distance between vehicles and betwaen vehicles and trains to enable safe movement of traffic

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria Comments
Al Complies with Acceptable Solutions A1
Sight distances at The Safe Intersection Sight Distances shown in Table

a) Anaceess or junction must comply with the Safe E4.7.4 are for a T-intersection. As the proposed
Intersection Sight Distance shown in Table Seccombe Street connection is to a roundabout, sight

E4.7.4 distance requirements have been sourced from the
Austroads Guide to Road Design — Part 4B:

i i i 2.7
b) Rail level crossing must comply with AS174 D —

Manual of uniform traffic control devices —
Railway crossings, Standards Association of
Australia; or

The Seccombe Street connection has been designed to
comply with the Austroads sight distance reguirements.

¢) Ifthe access is a temporary access, the written
consent of the relevant authority has been
obtained.

6. Conclusion

pitt&sherry were engaged by Northern Midlands Council to develop the detailed road design for the connection of
Seccombe Street to Northern Roundabout No.1. The proposed Seccombe Street connection has been assessed in
accordance with the Department of State Growth's Publication Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) Guidelines and the
Northern Midlands interim Planning Scheme 2013. The analysis and discussions presented in this report are
summarised as follows:

e The Seccombe Street connection will provide a direct access between Main Road and Seccombe Street

e The connection is expected to be used by residential properties along and in the vicinity of Seccombe Street

« Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to continue to operate at LOS A immediately post development and 10-
years post development

s The Seccombe Street connection has been designed in accordance with the relevant Australian Standards and
Guidelines

ref: HB19007HO01 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b Page 16
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Appendix A

Seccombe Street Connection Layout

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 17
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Appendix B

SIDRA Results — Existing Northern Roundabout No.1
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

¥ site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 - 2020 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles

1 L2 122 3.0 0.076 3.2 LOSA 0.4 31 0.07 0.39 0.07 58.7
3a R1 1 3.0 0.078 8.1 LOS A 0.4 3.4 0.07 0.39 0.07 58.4
Approach 123 3.0 0.078 3.3 LOSA 0.4 3.1 0.07 0.39 0.07 56.7
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24a L1 4 3.0 0.010 3.7 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.38 0.51 0.38 54.4
26a R1 8 3.0 0.010 9.0 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.38 0.51 0,38 54.6
Approach 18 3.0 0.010 7.3 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.38 0.51 0.38 54.6
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 2 3.0 0.125 3.5 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 0.12 55.6 |
8 T1 193 3.0 0.125 3.2 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 012 58.4
9 R2 2 3.0 0.125 9.4 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 012 58.9
Approach 197 3.0 0.125 3.3 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 0.12 58.4
 West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.018 28 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 53.7
12 R2 25 3.0 0.018 9.3 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 54,7
Approach 26 3.0 0.016 9.1 LOS A 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 547
All Vehicles 359 3.0 0.125 3.8 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.1 0.37 0.11 57.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS. )

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LQOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Confrol Delay includes Géometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Mcdel Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Copyright ® 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Monday, 21 October 2019 11:47:45 AM
Project: Wpittsh\rprojects\HOB\20191001-050\HB19007\14P - Galculations\HB19007 Northern Roundabout 1.sip8
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Y site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 - 2020 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

| Movement Performance - Vehicles

1 L2 102 3.0 0.064 3.2 LOSA 0.4 2.5 0.05

0.40 0.05 56.7
3a R1 4 3.0 0.064 8.1 LOS A 0.4 2.5 0.05 0.40 0.05 58.3
Approach 106 3.0 0.064 34 LOSA 0.4 2.5 0.05 0.40 0.05 56.7
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24a L1 2 3.0 0.004 38 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.40 0.49 0.40 54.6
26a R1 3 3.0 0.004 8.1 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.40 0.49 0.40 54.8
Approach 5 3.0 0.004 7.0 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.40 0.49 0.40 547
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 7 3.0 0.144 3.5 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 55.5
8 T 215 3.0 0.144 3.2 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.3
9 R2 3 3.0 0.144 95 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.8 |
Approach 225 3.0 0.144 3.3 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.2
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.017 2.8 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.04 0.62 0.04 53.6
12 R2 28 3.0 0.017 83 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.04 0.62 0.04 54.6
' Approach 27 3.0 0.017 9.1 LOS A 0.1 0.6 0.04 0.62 0.04 54.6
All Vehicles 364 3.0 0.144 3.8 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.11 0.37 0.11 57.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab}.

Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS,

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement,

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.
Raoundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Copyright ® 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Monday, 21 October 2018 11:48:28 AM
Project: \ipittshirprojects\HOB\20191001-050\HB19007\14P - Calculations\HB18007 Northern Raundabout 1.sip8
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Appendix C

SIDRA Results — Post Development 2020

pitt&sherry




1-279
Superseded

MOVEMENT SUMMARY

?QSite: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2020 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

| Movement Performance - Vehicles

ut Main Ro

1 L2 122 3.0 0.102 3.8 LOS A 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 55.3
| 3a R1 1 3.0 0.102 8.7 LOS A 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 56.9
['3 R2 12 3.0 0.102 9.9 LOS A 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 57.7
Approach 135 3.0 0.102 4.4 LOS A 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 555
East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 51 2.0 0.150 5.2 LOS A 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 53.8
5 T1 116 2.0 0.150 5.0 LOS A 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 55.8
6b R3 1 2.0 0.150 11.8 LOSB 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 57.2
Approach 167 2.0 0.150 5.1 LOS A 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 5b.2
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.011 4.5 LOS A 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 52.5
243 L1 4 3.0 0.011 44 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 53.9
26a R1 8 3.0 0.011 91 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 54.2
Approach 14 3.0 0.011 7.3 LOS A 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 53.9
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 2 3.0 0.147 3.5 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 55.2
7 L2 28 3.0 0.147 3.4 LOS A 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 56.0
8 T1 193 3.0 0.147 3.6 LOS A 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 57.5
9 R2 2 3.0 0.147 9.4 - LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.186 0.35 0.18 58.0
Approach 225 3.0 0.147 3.7 LOS A 0.8 6.1 0.18 0.35 0.16 57.3
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.018 2.8 LOSA 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 53.7
11 ™ 1 3.0 0.018 3.1 LOS A 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
12 R2 25 3.0 0.018 9.3 LOS A 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
Approach 27 3.0 0.018 8.8 LOS A 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
| All Vehicles 568 2.7 0.150 46 LOSA 0.9 6.1 0.29 0.44 0.29 56.0

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is spagified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle mavement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D),

HV {%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

Y site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2020 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

| Movement Performance - Vehicles

South: Main Road

1 £2 102 3.0 0.098 34 LOSA 0.8 © 42 0.18 0.47 0.18 54.9
3a R1 4 3.0 0.098 83 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 0.47 0.19 56.5
3 R2 38 3.0 0.098 95 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 047 0.19 57.3
Approach 144 3.0 0.098 52 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 0.47 0.19 55.6
East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 18 2.0 0.056 52 LOSA 0.3 22 0.43 0.48 0.43 53.8
5 N 42 2.0 0.056 49 LOSA 0.3 2.2 0.43 0.48 0.43 55.7
| 6b R3 1 2.0 0.058 1.7 LOSB 0.3 2.2 043 0.48 0.43 57.2
Approach 61 20 0.056 5.1 LOS A 0.3 22 0.43 0.48 0.43 55.2
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.006 5.1 LOS A 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 52.6
24a L1 2 3.0 0.006 50 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 54.0
| 26a R1 3 3.0 0.006 9.7 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 54.3
Approach 6 3.0 0.008 7.3 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 53.9
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7h L3 7 3.0 0.219 3.7 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 54.9
7 L2 97 3.0 0.219 36 LOSA 113 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 55.7
8 T1 215 3.0 0.219 38 LOSA 13 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 57.1
9 R2 3 3.0 0.219 9.6 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 57.6
| Approach 322 3.0 0.219 3.8 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 56.6
| West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.022 3.0 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.16 53.8
11 N 4 3.0 0.022 3.3 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 Q.57 0.16 54.4
12 R2 26 3.0 0.022 94 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.16 54.4
Approach 32 3.0 0.022 84 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.186 54.4
All Vehicles 565 29 0.219 48 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.43 0.25 56.0

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements,

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used, Contral Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Gopyright © 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Lid | sidrasolutions.com
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Y site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Developmentt) - 2030 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles

1 L2 141 3.0 0.120 40 LOSA 0.7 52 0.37 0.47 0.37 55.2
3a R1 1 3.0 0.120 89 LOSA 0.7 52 0.37 0.47 0.37 56.7
3 R2 13 3.0 0.120 10.1 LOSB 0.7 5.2 0.37 0.47 0.37 57.6
Approach 155 3.0 0.120 45 LOSA 0.7 5.2 0.37 0.47 0.37 55.4
East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 61 2.0 0.188 55 LOSA 1.1 79 0.49 0.54 0.49 53.6
5 T 141 2.0 0.188 53 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 55.5
Bb R3 1 2.0 0.188 121 LOSB 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 57.0
Approach 203 2.0 0.188 54 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.48 549
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.015 47 LOSA 0.1 06 0.45 0.54 0.45 52.3
24a L1 5 3.0 0.015 46 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.45 0.54 0.45 53.7
26a R1 11 3.0 0.015 94 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.45 0.54 0.45 54.0
Approach 17 3.0 0.015 76 LOSA 01 0.6 0.45 0.54 045 53.8
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 2 3.0 0172 36 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 55.1
7 L2 34 3.0 0.172 34 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 55.9
8 T1 223 &0 0.172 3.7 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 57.4
9 R2 2 3.0 0.172 9.4 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 57.9
Approach 261 3.0 0.172 3.7 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 57.2
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.022 2.8 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.59 0.09 53.9
1 ™ 3 3.0 0.022 3.2 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.59 0.08 54.4
112 R2 29 3.0 0.022 9.3 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.58 0.09 54.5
Approach 34 3.0 0.022 85 LOSA 0.1 09 0.08 0.59 0.09 54.4
| All Vehicles 669 27 0.188 47 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.32 0.45 0.32 55.8

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method s specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).

Roundabaut LOS Methed: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D). ‘
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

v Site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2030 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
: == . =

119 3.0 0,115 35 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 54.8
4 3.0 0.115 84 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 047 0.22 56.4
3 R2 44 3.0 0.115 96 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 572
- Approach 167 3.0 0.115 52 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0,22 55.5
East: Seccombe Street
| 4 L2 22 2.0 0.070 55 LOSA 0.4 2.8 0.47 0.51 0.47 53.6
5 T1 5% 2.0 0.070 52 LOSA 0.4 28 0.47 0.51 0.47 55.6
6b R3 1 2.0 0.070 120 LOSB 0.4 2.8 0,47 0.51 0.47 57.0
Approach 74 2.0 0.070 54 LOSA 0.4 2.8 0.47 0.561 0.47 55.0
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.007 54 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 522
24a L1 2 3.0 0.007 53 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.6
26a R1 4 3.0 0.007 10.1 LOSB 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.9
Approach 7 3.0 0.007 80 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.5
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 8 3.0 0.258 3.8 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 54.7
7 L2 113 3.0 0.258 3.7 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 55.5
8 T 249 3.0 0.258 38 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 57.0
9 R2 4 3.0 0.258 97 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 57.4 |
| Approach 375 3.0 0.258 3.9 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 56.5
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.025 3.0 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 53.8
11 T 5 3.0 0.026 33 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 54.3
12 R2 31 3.0 0.026 94 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 54.4 |
Approach 37 3.0 0.026 84 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0,18 0.56 0.18 543
| All Vehicles 660 2.8 0.258 47 LOSA 17 1.9 0.28 0.44 0.28 55.9

site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method Is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

\ehicle movement LOS values are based onh average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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Appendix D: Landscaping Plan
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1. Introduction

The Perth Link Roads project is being undertaken by the Department of State Growth (DSG) and constructed by the VEC
Shaw Joint Venture, The project cansists of a southern and western bypass of the Perth Township. The western link of
the project includes a grade separated interchange on the northern outskirts of Perth with the ramp terminals managed
by roundabouts on either side of the new highway.

pitt&sherry were engaged by Northern Midlands Council {Council) to develop the detailed road design for the connection
of Seccombe Street to the roundabout on the eastern side of the interchange (Northern Roundabout No.1). Following the
development of the detailed designs, Council have engaged pitt&sherry to prepare a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) to

accompany the Development Application (DA) that needs to be submitted to enable construction of the connection.

This report has been prepared in accordance with DSG's Publication Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) Guidelines and
the Northern Midlands Interim Planning Scheme 2013 (the Planning Scheme).

2. Existing Conditions

2.1 Site Location

The proposed Seccombe Strest connection is along the eastern side of Northern Roundabout No.1 of the Perth Link
Roads project, which is located along the existing Midland Highway, approximately 500m north of the Perth Town
Centre.

Under the Planning Scheme, the site has as land use classification as 28.0 Utilities. Surrounding land uses Include 10.0
General Residential to the east, 12.0 Low Density Residential to the north-east and 26.0 Rural Resource to the north-

west, west and south.

Figure 1 shows the location of the proposed Seccombe Street connection in the local context.

. A g

B 1L T

| Proposed Seccombe RS
%] Street Connection _{

'
1y

B

Key
== 10.0 General Residential
&= 12.0 Low Density Residential
&= 19.0 Open Space

26.0 Rural Resource

28.0 Utilities

32.0 Particular Purpose

Figure 1: Site Locality Aerial Including Zoning Overlay (Aerial Source: Google Earth, October 2018 Imagery)

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 4
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2.2 Surrounding Road Network —_—

2.21 Midland Highway/ Main Road

The Midland Highway is classified as a Category 1 State Road in the DSG Road Hierarchy and is a key link in
Tasmania's road network. The highway facilitates freight movement from the southern region to the State's northern
ports and is also the major transport link for passengers travelling between the northern and southern regions.

The Midland Highway is also known as Main Road through Perth. Main Road is a two-way road configured with a single
carriageway. The road operates in a north-west south-east direction and has a posted speed limit of 60km/h.

Upon completion of the Perth Link Roads project, vehicles travelling between the narthern and southern regions of
Tasmania on the Midland Highway will be diverted onto the new highway and the Main Road approach to Nerthern
Roundabout No,1 will predominantly be used by local traffic in Perth.

2.2.2 Seccombe Street

Seccombe Street is a Council owned dead-end street that travels in an east-west direction providing access to residential
properties. Seccombe Street has a single lane in each direction and has a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.2.3 Mulgrave Street

Mulgrave Road Is a Council owned local road that travels in a north-south direction, providing access to residential
properties. Mulgrave Street has a single lane in each direction and connects Seccombe Street to Arthur Street. The
street is subject to a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.2.4  Arthur Street

Arthur Street is a Council owned road that links numerous residential streets including Seccombe Street to Main Road.
Arthur Street runs in an east-west direction and has a speed limit of 50km/h.

2.3  Surrounding Intersections

There are currently no intersections between Seccombe Street and Main Road. Vehicles from Main Road travel to
Seccombe Street via Arthur Street and Mulgrave Street.

2.4 Existing Traffic Volumes

2.41 DSG Perth Link Roads Principal’'s Project Requirements

Traffic data for Main Road and the New Highway Ramp approaches to Northern Roundabaut No.1 has been saurced
fram Table 3010.021 of the DSG Principal's Project Requirements (PPR) for the Perth Link Roads project.

It is noted that the traffic volumes provided within the PPR are the daily traffic volumes for 2019.
In arder fo calculate the peak hour traffic volumes, a peak to daily ratio of 10% has been assumed.
As the Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to be completed in 2020, traffic volumes for 2020 has been calculated. In

order to calculate 2020 traffic volumes, a growth rate of 1.5% per year has been applied to the 2019 traffic volumes. The
growth rate has been determined from DSG traffic data available in the vicinity of the Perth township.

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 5
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24.2 DSG Traffic Data T

Traffic data for the southbound off-ramp approach to Northern Roundabout No.1 has been calculated using available
DSG traffic data. The traffic data was collected in May 2019 in the vicinity of the Perth Township.

In order ta calculate the 2020 traffic volumes, a growth rate of 1.5% per year has been applied to the 2019 traffic
volumes. The growth rate has been determined from DSG traffic data avallable in the vicinity of the Perth township.

2.4.3 Calculated Traffic Volumes

There are curently no traffic volumes available for the Eastern Service Road (Old Midland Highway, now Devon Hills)
approach to Northern Roundabout No.1. Due to the catchment using the Eastern Service Road approach being
predominantly low-density residential dwellings, the anticipated traffic volumes have been calculated using traffic
generation rates sourced from the Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) Guide to Traffic Generating Developments
Technical Direction TDT2013/04a (RMS Technical Direction).

It has baen assumed, for the purpose of completing a conservative assessment for the traffic analysis, that the Eastern
Service Road approach could potentially service up to 15 dwellings. The RMS Technical Direction specifies the following
traffic generation rates for low density residential dwellings:

o  Weekday AM Peak Hour
s Weekday PM Peak Hour

0.99 trips per dwelling
0.95 trips per dwelling.

The directional split of traffic (i.e. the ratio between inbound and outbound traffic movements) that has been adopted for
the Eastern Service Road approach is as follows:

s  AM Peak Hour 20% in/ 80% out
« PM Peak Hour 70% in/ 30% out.

The distribution of the traffic that has been adopted for the Eastern Service Road approach is as follows:
s 65% to north

= 35% to south

Based on the above, a summary of the 2020 AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes are shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3.

A A

N N

Southbound Off Ramp
Southbound Off Ramp

1—

New Highway Ramp

Existing Traffic Volumes [2020]

AM Peak Hour

Main Road

1=

3

New Highway Ramp

Existing Traffic Valumes (2020)

PM Peak Hour

e

Main Road

Figure 2: Existing Traffic Volumes (2020) - AM Peak Hour
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2.5 Existing Roundabout Performance

251 Traffic Modelling Software

The traffic operation of Nerthern Roundabout No. 1 has been assessed using SIDRA Intersection 8.0 modeling software.
SIDRA Intersection rates the parformance of the intersections based on the vehicle delay and the corresponding LOS. It
is generally accepted that an intersection operates well if itis at LOS D or higher. Table 1 shows the criteria that SIDRA
adopts in assessing the LOS.

Table 1: SIDRA Level of Service

Delay per Vehicle (secs)
LOS
Signals Roundabout Sign Control
A 10 orless 10 orless 10 or less
B 10 to 20 1010 20 10to 15
C 20to 35 20t035 150 25
D 351t0 55 351050 251035
E 55 to 80 50 to 70 3510 50
F Greater than 80 Greater than 70 Greater than 50

2.5.2 Traffic Modelling Layout

The geometry of Northern Roundabout No.1 used for the SIDRA traffic model was developed with reference fo the
Detailed Design Plans for the Perth Link Roads project prepared for DSG and VEC Shaw Joint Venture by pitt&sherry.
The Detailed Design Plans informed the number, width and length of trafficable lanes.

The layout used within the SIDRA model for Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 4.

Tl

Figure 4: Northern Roundabout No.1 - SIDRA Layout

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/D Page 7
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2.5.3 Traffic Modelling Results

298

The LOS for each approach at Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 5 and Figure 6. A summary of the SIDRA
Intersection results is provided in Table 2. Full results are presented in Appendix B.
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Figure 5: Northern Reundabout No.1 Design LOS — AM Peak
Houir

LOsSD

Table 2: Northern Roundabout No.1 SIDRA Modelling Results
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Figure 6: Northern Roundabout No.1 Design LOS - PM Peak
Hour

Higproach o | oo | e | aimagm, | 08

South: Main Road 0.08 3 3 A

North East: Eastermn Service Road 0.01 i 0 A
Notth: Southbound Off Ramp AM 0.13 a 5 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A

All Vehicles 0.13 4 5 A

South: Main Road 0.06 3 3 A

North East: Eastern Service Road 0.00 7 0 A
Naorth: Southbound Off Ramp P 0.14 3 6 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A

All Vehicles 0.14 4 6 A

Based on the results above, Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to operate well in 2020 with minimal queues and
delays experienced on all legs of the roundabout. The roundabout operates with LOS A in both the AM and PM peak

hours.

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b
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3. Development Proposal

3.1 Overview

Council is proposing a connection of Seccombe Sireet to Northern Roundabout No.4. The Seccombe Street connection
will create a fifth leg on Northern Roundabout No.1 and will have a single 3.5m traffic lane in each direction. The
proposed layout for the connection is attached in Appendix A,

The Seccombe Street connection is expected to be constructed in 2020 and will create an additional link between Main
Road and the residential area located to the east of Main Road.

4. Traffic Impact Assessment

4.1 Traffic Generation

Currently, access to the residential properfies along Seccombe Street from Main Road is via Arthur Street and Mulgrave
Street. The construction of the Seccombe Street connection will result in vehicles directly accessing Seccombe Street
from Main Road. Residential properties in the vicinity of Seccombe Street are also expected to use the Seccombe Street
connection.

For the purpose of this assessment, due to the caichment accessing Seccombe Street being predominantly low-density
residential dwellings, the anticipated traffic volume has been calculated using traffic generation rates sourced from RMS
TDT2013/04a. It has besn assumed, for the purpose of completing a conservative assessment for the traffic analysis,
that Seccombe Street could potentially service up to 200 dwellings.

Based on the above, the traffic volumes expected along the Seccombe Street connection in each of the weekday peak
hours is as follows:

e AM Peak Hour 198 trips
s PM Peak Hour 180 trips

4.2 Directional Split of Traffic

The directional split of traffic (i.e. the ratio between inbound and outbound traffic movements) that has been adopted for
the vehicles on the Seccombe Street connection are as follows:

s  AM Peak Hour 20% in/ 80% out
s PM Peak Hour 70% in/ 30% out.

4.3  Traffic Distribution and Assignment

The distribution of the traffic generated along the Seccombe Street connection is based on a number of factors including:

e The location of major traffic distribution roads around the site
e The location of traffic generating developments; and

o  Existing traffic patterns

ref: HB19007HO01 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b Page 8
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Based on the above, the expected distribution of mavements that has been adopted for the vehicles on the Seccompe—______
Street connection are as follows:

s 70% to north
o 30% to south

4.4  Traffic Impacts

4.41  Traffic Modelling Layout

The geomeiry of Northern Roundabout No.1 post development of the Seccombe Street connection used for the SIDRA
traffic model was developed with reference ta the Preliminary Design Plans for the Seccombe Street connection
prepared for Northern Midlands Council by pitt&sherry. The Preliminary Design Plans informed the number, width and
length of trafficable lanes.

The layout used within the SIDRA modetl for Northern Roundabout No.1 is shown in Figure 12.

1H

Figure 7: Northern Roundabout No. T Post Development - SIDRA Layout

442 Post Development (2020) Traffic Volumes

The traffic impact of the Seccombe Street connection has been estimated for immediately post development,

The expected post development traffic volumes for the weekday AM and PM peak hours are shown in Figure 2 and
Figure 3.

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b ' Page 10
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Southbound Off Ramp

14'_‘,
New Highway Ramp /_

Post Development Traffic Volumes (2020)

Main Road

AM PealcHour

A

New Highway Ramp

Southbound DIf Ramp

Tr

4

FPost Development Traffic Volumes (2020)

PM Peak Hour

f/_
C
r

Main Road

Figure 8: Post Development Traffic Volumes (2020) - AM Peak

Hour

443 Post Development (2020) Traffic Impacts

The impact of the Seccombe Street connection on the lane LOS for each approach at Northern Roundabout No.1
immediately post development is shown in Figure 10 and Figure 11. A summary of the SIDRA Intersection results is

provided in Table 2. Full results are presented in Appendix C.
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Figure 10: Northern Roundabout No.1 Post Development

(2020) LOS — AM Peak Hour
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Table 3: Northern Roundabouf Mo.1 SIDRA Modelling Results — Post Development (2020) e 1
e | e | et | HERe |1

South: Main Road 0.10 5 4 A
East; Seccombe Street 0.15 5 6 A
North Fast: Eastern Service Road 0.01 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp AM 0.15 4 8 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 8 1 A
All Vehicles 0.15 5 6 A
South: Main Road .10 8 4 A
East: Seccombe Street 0.06 5 2 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 7 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp P 0.22 4 10 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 8 1 A
All Vehicles 0.22 5 10 A

Based on the results ahove, with the construction of the Seccombe Street connection, Northern Roundabout No.1 is
expected to continue to operate well with minimal queues and delays experienced on all approaches. The roundabout
continues to operate with a LOS A in both the AM and PM peak hours.

444 10-Years Post Development (2030) Traffic Volumes

The traffic impact of the Seccombe Sireet connection has been estimated for 10-years post development (2030).
In order to represent future growth on the road network, a compounding growth rate of 1.5% per year has bean applied
to the 2020 traffic volumes for Main Road, New Highway Ramp and Southbound Off-ramp. A compounding growth rate

of 2% per year has been applied to the 2020 traffic volumaes for Eastern Service Road and Seccombe Street.

The expected traffic volumes for the weekday AM and PM peak hours in 2030 is shown in Figure 12 and Figure 13.

A

g 3
N 5 N &
5 g
T E o
H 5
5 £
£ =
3 3|4 237 w7 8
— = 7
Rl G—p
=3 B—y 4
New Highway Ramp /- Hew Highway Ramp /- A Seccombe Straet
LgL \ LD
I/' r <134 4-I (' r a8
1301 12 w4 4
r 58 rll

Post Development Tratfic Volumes {2040) FPost Development Trafiic Volumes {2040]

Main Road
Mzin Road

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Figure 12: Post Development Traffic Volumes (2030) - AM
Peak Hour

Figure 13: Post Development Traffic Volumes (2030) - PM
Peak Hour
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4.4.5 10-Years Post Seccombe Street Completion (2030) Traffic Impacts

The impact of the Seccombe Street connection on the lane LOS for each approach at Northern Roundabout No,1 10-
years post development is shown in Figure 14 and Figure 15. A summary of the SIDRA Intersection results is provided in
Table 4. Full results are presented in Appendix D.

Calour £ode bazed on Level of Sanice Celour code based on Laval of Servlze
[ I - ] D . O s .
LosA Loss LDsC Loso LOSE LOSF LOSA Loss LOSC Loso LOSE LOSF
Figure 14: Northern Roundabout No.1 Post Development Figure 15: Northern Roundabout No,T Post Developrment
(2030) LOS — AM Peak Hour (2030) LOS — PM Peak Hour

Table 4: Northern Roundabout No.1 SIDRA Modeliing Resulis — 10- Years Post Development (2030)

e | gt | Ay | i |
South: Main Road 0.12 8 5 A
East: Seccombe Strest 0.19 6 8 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.02 8 1 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp AN 0.17 4 7 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.02 9 1 A
All Vehicles 0.19 5 8 A
~ South: Main Road 0.12 5 5 A
East; Seccombe Street 0.07 8 3 A
North East: Eastern Service Road 0.01 8 0 A
North: Southbound Off Ramp M 0.26 4 12 A
West: New Highway Ramp 0.03 8 1 A
All Vehicles 0.26 5 12 A

ref: HB19007HO01 TIA Rep 31F Rev 01/LA/b Page 13
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L9
\\.
Based an the results above, with the construction of the Seccombe Street connection, Northern Roundabout N1 g™

expected to continue to operate well in 2030 with minimal queues and delays experienced on all approaches. The
roundabout operates at a LOS A in both the AM and PM peak hours.

5. Planning Scheme Assessment

5.1 E4.0 Roads and Railway Assets Code

The proposed development has been assessed against the E4.0 Roads and Railways Assets Code of the Planning
Scheme. The use standards have been assessed in Table 5 and the development standards have been assessed in
Table 6.

Table 5: £4.6 Use Standards

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail Infrastructure

Objective:

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of road and rail infrastructure is not reduced by the creation of new accesses
and junctions or increased use of existing accesses and junctions.

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria Comments

Al Complies with Acceptable Solution A1

Sensitive use on or within 50m of a Category 1 or 2 road The Seccombe Street connection will provide an
in an area subject to a speed limit of mare than 60km/h, a | additional route between Main Strest and Seccombe

railway or future road or railway must not result in an Street and as such will redirect some vehicles from the
increase to the annual average daily traffic (AADT) existing route to the connection. The connhection itself is
movements to and from the site by more than 10%. not expected to increase the annual average daily traffic
P1 movements to and from the residential properties along

" i icini Street.
Sensitive use on or within 50m of a Category 1 or 2 road, andtir e senyer Sacsamie. S

in an area subject to a speed limit of more than 60km/h, a
railway or future road or railway must demonstrate that
the safe and efficient operation of the infrastructure will
not be detrimentally affected.

Table 6: E4.7 Development Standards

E4.7.1 Development on and adjacent to Existing and Future Arterial Roads and Railways

Objective:
To ensure that developmeant on or adjacent to Category 1 or 2 roads (outside 60km/h), railways and future roads and
railways is managed to:

a) Ensure the safe and efficient operation of roads and railways; and
b)  Allow for future road and rail widening, realignment and upgrading; and
c) Avoid undesirable interaction between roads and railways and ather use or development

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria Comments

Ad Satisfies Performance Criteria P1

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rb Page 14
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The following must be at least 50m from a railway, a
future road or railway, and a Category 1 or 2 road in an
area subject to a speed limit of more than 60km/h

a) New road works, buildings, additions and
extensions, earthworks and landscaping works;
and

b) Building areas on new lots; and

¢) Qutdoar sitting, entertainment and children’s
play areas

P1

Development including bulldings, road works, earthworks,
landscaping works and level crossings on or within 50m
of a Category 1 or 2 road, in an area subject to a speed
limit of more than 80km/h, a railway or future road or
railway must be sited, designed and landscaped to:

a) Maintain or improve the safety and efficiency of
the road or railway or future road or railway,
including line of sight from trains; and

b) Mitigate significant transport-related
environmental impacts, including noise, air
pollution and vibrations in accordance with a
report from a suitably qualified person; and

¢) Ensure that additions or extensions of buildings
will not reduce the existing setback to the road,
railway or future road or railway; and

d) Ensure that temporary buildings and works are
removed at the applicant's expense within three
years or as otherwise agreed by the road or rail
authority

The Seccombe Street connection is located within 50m
from a Category 1 road and as such is unable to comply
with Acceptable Solution A1.

The proposed development has been assessed against
the Performance Criteria P1 as follows:

a) Currently vehicles accessing Seccombe Street
from Main Road need to travel via Arthur Street
and Mulgrave Street, both of which are
residential streets. The Seccombe Street
connection will provide a more direct route
between Main Road and Seccaombe Street,
resulting in less traffic travelling threugh the
residential street network. This will improve the
safety, efficiency and convenience of the road
network.

b) Provision of the Seccombe Street connection
will minimise the travel distance between the
residential area and the surrounding road
network. The connection will therefore reduce
environmental impacts.

c) The Seccombe Street connection is being
constructed within the future road corridor and
as such will not reduce the existing sethack of
buildings to the road

d) The Seccombe Street connection is being
canstructed for Northern Midlands Council. As
such, the proposal will comply with subclause d)
in relation to temporary structures required
during the construction phase.

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions

Objective:

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of roads is hot reduced by the creation of new accesses and junctions or

increased use of accesses and junctions

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria

Comments

A2

For roads with a speed limit of more than 60km/h the
development must not include a new access or junction.

P2

For limited access roads and roads with a speed limit of
more than 60km/h,

a) Access to a Category 1 road or limited access
road must only be via an existing access or
junction or the development must provide a
significant social and economic benefit to the
State or region; and

b) Any increase in use of an existing access or
junction or development of a new access or
junection to a limited access road or category 1, 2

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/rh

Satisfies Performance Criteria P2

The Seccombe Street connection is new and some of the
roundabout approach roads have speed limits greater
than 80km/h. Therefore, the proposed development is
unable to comply with Acceptable Solution A2.

The proposed development has been assessed against
the Performance Criteria P2 as follows:

a) The Seccombe Street connection will provide
safe, efficient and convenient access for
residential properties along and in the vicinity of
Seccombe Street. This will provide a significant
social and economic benefit fo the Perth
Township.

Page 15
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or 3 road must be dependent on the site for its
unique resources, characteristics or local
attributes and an alternate site or access to a
category 4 or 5 road is not practicable; and

c) An access or junction which is increased in use
oris a new access or junction must be designed
and located to maintain adequate level of safety
and efficiency for all road users

b) The Seccombe Street connection will redirect ~————
vehicles but is not expected to itself result in an
increase in the use of the existing road network.

c) The connection has bsen designed in
accordance with relevant standards and
guidelines and is expected to maintain safety
and efficiency for all road users. Throughout
development of the design for the Perth Link
Roads project there has been consultation with
the Department of State Growth regarding the
geometry of Northern Roundabout No. 1 to
ensure that it will accommodate the Seccombe
Street connection.

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings

Objective:

To ensure that use and development involving or adjacent to accesses, junctions and leve! crossings allows sufficient
sight distance between vehicles and between vehicles and trains to enable safe movement of traffic

Acceptable Solution/ Performance Criteria

Comments

Al
Sight distances at

a) An access or junction must comply with the Safe
Intersection Sight Distance shown in Table
E4.7.4

b) Rall level crossing must comply with AS1742.7
Manual of uniform traffic control devices —
Railway crossings, Standards Association of
Australia; ar

c) Ifthe access is a temporary access, the written

consent of the relevant authority has been
obtained.

6. Conclusion

Complies with Acceptable Solutions A1

The Safe Intersection Sight Distances shown in Table
E4.7.4 are for a T-intersection. As the proposed
Seccombe Street cannection is to a roundabout, sight
distance raquirements have been sourced from the
Austroads Guide to Road Design — Part 4B:
Roundabouts.

The Seccombe Street connection has been designed to
comply with the Austroads sight distance requirements.

pitt&sherry were engaged by Northern Midlands Council to develop the detailed road design for the connection of
Seccombe Street to Naorthern Roundabout No.1. The proposed Seccombe Street connection has been assessed in
accordance with the Department of State Growth's Publication Traffic Impact Assessments (TIA) Guidelines and the
Northern Midiands Interim Planning Scheme 2013, The analysis and discussions presented in this report are

summarised as follows:

s The Seccombe Street connection will provide a direct access between Main Road and Seccombe Street

« The connection is expected to be used by residential properties along and in the vicinity of Seccombe Street

e Northern Roundabout No.1 is expected to continue to operate at LOS A immediately post development and 10-

years post development

»  The Seccombe Street connection has been designed in accordance with the relevant Australian Standards and

Guidelines

ref: HB18007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b
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Appendix A

Seccombe Street Connection Layout

ref: HB19007H001 TIA Rep 31P Rev 01/LA/b

Page 17
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Appendix B

SIDRA Results — Existing Northern Roundabout No.1
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

¥ site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 - 2020 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles

South: Main Road
1 L2 122 3.0 0.076 3.2 LOSA 0.4 3.1 0.07 0.39 0.07 56.7
' 3a R1 1 3.0 0.076 8.1 LOS A 0.4 3 0.07 0.39 0.07 58.4
Approach 123 3.0 0.078 3.3 LOSA 0.4 3.1 0.07 0.39 0.07 56.7
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24a L1 4 3.0 0.010 37 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.38 0.51 0.38 54.4
26a R1 8 3.0 0.010 9.0 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.38 0.51 0.38 54.6
Approach 13 3.0 0.010 7.3 LOSA 0.1 04 0.38 0.51 0.38 54.6
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b L3 2 3.0 0.125 3.5 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 012 55.8
8 T 193 3.0 0.125 3.2 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 0.12 58.4
9 R2 2 3.0 0.126 9.4 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 0.12 58.9
Approach 197 3.0 0.125 3.3 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.12 0.31 0.12 58.4
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.016 28 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 53.7
12 R2 25 3.0 0.016 9.3 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 54.7
Approach 26 ¢ 3.0 0.018 9.1 LOS A 0.1 0.6 0.02 0.63 0.02 547
All Vehicles 359 3.0 0.125 3.8 LOSA 0.7 4.9 0.11 0.37 0.1 57.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacily: SIDRA Standard {Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Gopyright ® 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation; PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Monday, 21 October 2018 11:47:45 AM
Praject: \\pitishirprojects\HOB2018\001-050\HB 19007\14P - Calculations\HB19007 Northern Roundabout 1.sip8
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

% site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 - 2020 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles

South: Main Road

1 L2 102 3.0 0.0864 3.2 LOSA 0.4 2.5 0.05 0.40 0.05 58.7
3a R1 4 3.0 0.064 8.1 LOS A 0.4 2.5 0.05 0.40 0.05 58.3
Approach 108 3.0 0.064 34 LOSA 0.4 25 0.05 040 0.05 56.7
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24a L1 2 3.0 0.004 38 LOSA 0.0 0.2 . 040 0.49 0.40 54.6
26a R1 3 3.0 0.004 9.1 LOS A 0.0 0.2 0.40 0.49 0.40 54.8
Approach 5 3.0 0.004 7.0 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.40 0.49 0.40 547
North: Southbound Off Ramp
h L3 ¥y 3.0 0.144 3.5 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 55.5
8 T 215 3.0 0.144 3.2 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.3
9 R2 3 3.0 0.144 95 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.8
Approach 226 3.0 0.144 3.3 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.14 0.32 0.14 58.2
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 17 30 0.017 28 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.04 0.62 0.04 53.6
12 R2 26 3.0 0.017 9.3 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.04 0.62 0.04 54.6
Approach 27 3.0 0.017 9.1 LOS A 0.1 0.6 0.04 0.62 0.04 54.6
" All Vehicles 364 3.0 0.144 3.8 LOSA 0.8 5.8 0.11 0.37 0.11 57.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Contral Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) valuas are calculated far All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Gopyright © 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Pracessed: Monday, 21 October 2018 11:48:28 AM
Project: \\pitsh\rprojects\HOB\20184001-050\HB18007\14P - Calculations\HB19007 Northern Roundabout 1.sip8
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Appendix C

SIDRA Results — Post Development 2020
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Y site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2020 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

South: Main oad o

1 L2 122 3.0 0.102 3.8 LOSA 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 553
3a R1 il 3.0 0.102 87 LOSA 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 56.9
3 R2 12 3.0 0.102 9.9 LOSA 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 57.7 |
Approach 135 3.0 0.102 44 LOSA 0.6 4.3 0.32 0.45 0.32 55.5
East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 51 2.0 0.150 52 LOSA 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 53.8
5 T 116 2.0 0.150 50 LOSA 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 55.8
6b R3 1 2.0 0.150 1.8 LOSB 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 57.2
Approach 167 2.0 0.150 5.1 LOSA 0.9 6.1 0.44 0.50 0.44 55.2
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.011 45 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 52.5
24a L1 4 3.0 0.011 44 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 53.9
28a R1 8 3.0 0.0M1 9.1 LOS A 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 54.2
Approach 14 3.0 0.0 7.3 LOSA 0.1 0.4 0.41 0.53 0.41 53.9
North: Southbound Off Ramp !
b L3 2 3.0 0.147 3.5 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 55.2
7 L2 28 3.0 0.147 3.4 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 56.0
8 T 193 3.0 0.147 36 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 575
9 R2 2 3.0 0.147 94 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 58.0
Approach 225 3.0 0.147 37 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.16 0.35 0.16 57.3
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 i 3.0 0.018 28 LOSA 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 53.7
11 T 1 3.0 0.018 3.1 LOS A 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
12 R2 25 3.0 -0.018 " 93 LOSA 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
Approach 27 3.0 0.018 8.8 LOSA 0.1 0.7 0.08 0.60 0.08 54.2
All Vehicles 568 2.7 0.150 46 LOSA 0.9 6.1 0.29 044 0.29 56.0

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Methad is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements,

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard. :

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Copyright ® 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Wednesday, 23 October 2018 1:00:49 PM
Project; \\pittshirprojects\HOB\20194001-050\HB18007\14P - Calculations\HB19007 Northern Roundabout 1.5ip8
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
¥ site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2020 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Perf

ehic!es

South: Main Road

1 L2 102 3.0 0.098 34 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 047 0.19 54.9
3a R1 4 3.0 0.098 83 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 0.47 0.19 56.5
3 R2 38 3.0 0.098 95 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 0.47 0.19 57.3
Approach 144 3.0 0.098 52 LOSA 0.6 4.2 0.19 047 0.19 55.6
| East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 18 2.0 0.056 52 LOSA 0.3 2.2 0.43 0.48 0.43 53.8
5 T1 42 2.0 0.056 49 LOSA 0.3 2.2 0.43 0.48 0.43 B55.7
6b R3 1 2.0 0.056 117 LOSB 0.3 2.2 0.43 0.48 0.43 57.2
Approach 61 2.0 0.058 5.1 LOSA 0.3 22 0.43 0.48 0.43 552
NerthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.006 5.1 LOS A 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 52.6
24a L1 2 3.0 0.006 50 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.62 0.50 54.0
26a R1 3 3.0 0.006 87 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 54.3
Approach 6 3.0 0.006 7.3 LOSA 0.0 0.2 0.50 0.52 0.50 53.9
Narth: Southbound Off Ramp
' 7b L3 7 3.0 0.219 3.7 LOSA 1.3 a7z 0.25 0.38 0.25 54.9
7 L2 a7 3.0 0.219 36 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 55.7
8 T 215 3.0 0.219 3.8 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 57.1
9 R2 3 3.0 0.219 96 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 57.6
Approach 322 3.0 0.219 3.8 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 0.38 0.25 56.6
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.022 3.0 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.18 53.8
1 T1 4 3.0 0.022 33 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.16 54.4
12 R2 26 3.0 0.022 94 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.16 54.4
| Approach 32 3.0 0.022 84 LOSA 0.1 0.8 0.16 0.57 0.16 54.4
All Vehicles 565 2.9 0.219 46 LOSA 1.3 9.7 0.25 043 0.25 56.0

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).

Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS,

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used, Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.
Gap-Acceplance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Copyright @ 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Wednesday, 23 October 2019 1:00:49 PM
Project: Wpittshirprojects\HOB\2019\001-050\HB18007\14P - Calculations\HB 19007 Northern Roundabout 1.sip8
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Appendix D

SIDRA Results — Post Development 2030
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

Y site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Developmentt) - 2030 AM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Sa -

“South: Main Road

1 L2 141 3.0 0.120 4.0 LOSA 0.7 5.2 0.37 0.47 0.37 55,2
3a R1 1 3.0 0.120 89 LOSA 0.7 5.2 0.37 0.47 0.37 56.7
3 R2 13 3.0 0.120 10.1 LOS B 0.7 B2 0.37 0.47 0.37 57.8
Approach 156 3.0 0.120 45 LOSA 0.7 5.2 0.37 0.47 0.37 55.4
East: Seccembe Street
4 L2 61 2.0 0.188 556 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 53.6
& T1 141 2.0 0.188 53 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 55.5
6b R3 1 2.0 0.188 121 LOSB 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 57.0
Approach 203 2.0 0.188 54 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.49 0.54 0.49 54.9
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road

- 24b L3 1 3.0 0.015 47 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.45 0.54 0.45 52.3
24a L1 5 3.0 0.015 46 LOSA 0.1 0.6 045 0.54 0.45 53.7
26a R1 1 3.0 0.015 94 LOSA 0.1 0.6 0.45 0.54 0.45 54.0 |
Approach 17 3.0 0.015 7.6 LOSA 553 0.6 0.45 0.54 0.45 53.8
North: Southbound Off Ramp
b L3 2 3.0 0.172 3.6 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.368 0.18 55.1
7 L2 34 3.0 0.172 3.4 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 55.9
8 T1 223 3.0 0.172 37 LOSA 1.0 7.3 0.18 0.36 0.18 574
9 R2 2 3.0 0.172 94 LOSA 1.0 7] 0.18 0.36 0.18 574
Approach 261 3.0 0.172 3.7 LOSA 1.0 43 0.18 0.36 0.18 57.2
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.022 2.8 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.08 0.59 0.09 53.9
1 T1 3 3.0 0.022 32 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.59 0.09 54.4
12 R2 29 3.0 0.022 9.3 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.59 0.09 54.5
Approach 34 3.0 0.022 85 LOSA 0.1 0.9 0.09 0.59 0.09 54.4

All Vehicles 669 27 0.188 47 LOSA 1.1 7.9 0.32 0.45 0.32 55.8

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialeg (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.
Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.
" SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.
Gap-Acceptance Gapacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSECTION 8.0 | Copyright ® 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY GONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Wednesday, 23 October 2019 1:00:50 PM
Project: Wpittshirprojects\HOB\2019\001-050\HB18007\14P - Calculations\HB18007 Northern Roundabout 1.sip8
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY

W Site: 101 [Northern Roundabout 1 (Post Development) - 2030 PM Pek Hour]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles

South: Main Road

1 L2 119 3.0 0.115 3.5 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 54.8
3a R1 4 3.0 0.115 84 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 56.4
3 R2 44 3.0 0.115 96 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 57.2 |
Approach 167 3.0 0.115 52 LOSA 0.7 5.0 0.22 0.47 0.22 55.5
East: Seccombe Street
4 L2 22 2.0 0.070 55 LOSA 04 2.8 0.47 0.51 0.47 53.6
5 T1 51 2.0 0.070 52 LOSA 0.4 2.8 047 0.51 0.47 55.6
Bb R3 1 2.0 0.070 120 LOSB 0.4 2.8 047 0.51 0.47 57.0
Approach 74 2.0 0.070 54 LOSA 0.4 28 0.47 0.51 0.47 55.0
NorthEast: Eastern Service Road
24b L3 1 3.0 0.007 54 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 522
24a L1 2 3.0 0.007 53 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.6
26a R1 4 3.0 0.007 101 LOSB 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.9
Approach 7 3.0 0.007 8.0 LOSA 0.0 0.3 0.55 0.55 0.55 53.5
North: Southbound Off Ramp
7b e} 8 3.0 0.258 3.8 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 547
7 L2 113 3.0 0.258 3.7 LOSA 17 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 55.5
8 T1 249 3.0 0.258 39 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 57.0
9 R2 4 3.0 0.258 97 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 57.4
Approach 375 3.0 0.258 3.9 LOSA 1.7 1.9 0.28 0.39 0.28 56.5
West: New Highway Ramp
10a L1 1 3.0 0.028 3.0 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 53.8
11 T1 5 3.0 0.026 3.3 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 54,3
12 R2 31 3.0 0.028 94 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0.56 0.18 54.4
Approach 37 3.0 0.026 84 LOSA 0.1 1.0 0.18 0,56 0.18 543
All Vehicles 660 2.9 0.258 47 LOSA 1.7 11.9 0.28 0.44 0.28 55.9

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (SIDRA). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: SIDRA Roundabout LOS.

Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per movement.

Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all vehicle movements.

Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.

SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay includes Geometric Delay.

Gap-Acceptance Gapacity: SIDRA Standard (Akgelik M3D).

HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.

SIDRA INTERSEGTION 8.0 | Copyright © 2000-2019 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: PITT & SHERRY CONSULTING ENGINEERS | Processed: Wednesday, 23 October 2019 1:00:50 PM
Project: \\pittshirprojects\HOB\20191001-050\HB18007114P - Calculations\HB18007 Narthern Roundabout 1.sip8
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REFERRAL OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION PLN-19-0232 TO WORKS & INFRASTRUCTURE
DEPARTMENT

Property/Subdivision No: N/a

Date: 6 December 2019

Applicant: Rebecca Green & Associates

Proposal: Construction of eastern entry/exit connection from approved roundabout to
connect to unmade section of Seccombe Street (Road & Railway Assets Code)

Location: Midland Highway next to Seccombe Street, Perth

W&I referral PLN-19-0232, Midland Highway next to Seccombe Street, Perth
Planning admin: W&I fees paid.

Please inspect the property and advise regarding stormwater/drainage, access, traffic, and
any other engineering concerns.

Is there is a house on one of the lots? No
Is it connected to all Council services? No
Are any changes / works required to the house lot? N/A

Are the discharge points for stormwater, infrastructure that N/A
is maintained by Council?

(This requires a check to ensure the downstream
infrastructure is entirely owned, maintained, operated by
Council and have been taken over as Council assets.)

Stormwater:

Does the physical location of stormwater services match the | Yes
location shown on the plan? (Requires an on-site inspection)

Is the property connected to Council’s stormwater services? | N/A

If so, where is the current connection/s?

Can all lots access stormwater services? Yes
If so, are any works required? No
Is stormwater detention required No
Has a stormwater detention design been submitted N/A

If so, is it designed for 20- year ARI with overland flow path N/A
to road or any other low risk Council approved place of
discharge.

If no to above , has the design for 100 —year ARl been done. N/A

If yes to any of the above, does it comply with Councils | N/A
stormwater policy

Is the design approved by works & infrastructure N/A

Please quote drawing numbers and any other relate | #:
documentation (email etc.)

Additional Comments/information No

Stormwater works required:

Works to be in accordance with design plans

Is there kerb and gutter at the front of the property?

Are any kerb-and-gutter works required? Yes, as per plans

Road Access:

Does the property have access to a made road? N/A

If so, is the existing access suitable? N/A
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Does the new lot/s have access to a made road? N/A
If so, are any works required? N/A
Is off-street parking available/provided? No

Road / access works required:

Works to be in accordance approved design plans

Is an application for vehicular crossing form required? No

Is a footpath required? No

Extra information required regarding driveway approach and | No

departure angles

Are any road works required? : Yes, as per approved plans

Are street trees required? No

Additional Comments:

An Engineer’'s design s
required.

Engineer’'s comment:

WORKS & INFRASTRUCTURE DEPARTMENT CONDITIONS

W.1 Roadworks

All works must be constructed in accordance with the approved design plans and in
accordance with Department of State Growth Standard drawings.

W.8 Pollutants

a)

b)

The developer/property owner must ensure that pollutants such as mud, silt or
chemicals are not released from the site.

\PI’IDF to the commencement of the development authonsed by this permlt the

developer/property owner must install all necessary silt fences and cut-off drains to
prevent soil, gravel and other debris from escaping the site. Material or debris must
not be transported onto the road reserve (including the nature strip, footpath and
road pavement). Any material that is deposited on the road reserve must be removed
by the developer/property owner. Should Council be required to clean or carry out
works on any of their infrastructure as a result of pollutants being released from the
site the cost of these works may be charged to the developer/property owner.

Jonathan Galbraith (Engineering Officer)

Date: 9/12/19
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Rosemary Jones

From: Hills, Garry <Garry. Hills@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 16 December 2019 3:26 PM

To: NMC Planning

Subject: RE: Referral to Department of State Growth of Planning Application PLN-19-0232. -
Midland Highway next to Seccombe Street, Perth TAS 7300

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Our Ref: D19/311138
Hello Rosemary — thanks for the referral.

As we've already reviewed and accepted this one via CLOC, no issues or objections from us in terms of
the proposal.

In this case, as Council is arranging the works via VSJV as part of the roundabout construction and they
currently have possession of site until the end of the Perth Links contract, | have been advised a Works
Permit is not required.

The only thing we need to capture is revision of the proposed advance directional signs for the roundabout
as the current design does not show the Seccombe Street leg.

Not sure if you want to include as a condition or a note (or just arrange outside the PA process) but we will
need Council’s consultant to provide an update to the relevant signage plans of the Perth Links project
drawings showing revised designs of the advance direction signs for the roundabout to incorporate the
Seccombe Street leg so DSG can review and accept.

Let me know if you need any further information.

Cheers, Garry

Garry Hills | Senior Traffic Engineering Officer
State Roads Division | Department of State Growth
GPO Box 536, Hobart TAS 7001

Phone: (03) 6777 1940

www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au

From: NMC Planning [mailto:planning@nmec.tas.gov.au]

Sent: Friday, 6 December 2019 8:49 AM

To: Development <Development@stategrowth.tas.gov.au>

Subject: Referral to Department of State Growth of Planning Application PLN-19-0232 - Midland Highway next to
Seccombe Street, Perth TAS 7300

6/12/2019

Department of State Growth
via email to: Development@stategrowth.tas.gov.au
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Northern Midlands Council
13 Smith Street Longford, Tasmania 7301
RE: Planning Application PLN 19 -02 32

MIDLAND HIGHWAY NEXT TO SECCOMBE STREET PERTH

To the General Manager

We wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that we have with
regard to the proposed development.

As an immediate neighbor to the site of the proposed development, we are of the
view that the proposed development will have a serious impact on our standard
of living, Breach of EPA noise policy of 2009 and house value. Our specific
objections are as follows:

1. Detrimental impact upon standard of living, due the considerably increased
traffic flow through the area.

2. Detrimental impact on our standard of living due the increase in noise
caused by the increase of traffic flow directly adjacent to our main
bedroom, which is occupied by a Shift Worker.

3. Detrimental impact of our privacy

4. Detrimental impact on house value

We believe the implementation of this road will also breach the EPA noise policy
of 2009. Part 3 section 9 clause 3, section 10, clause 1 and 2. Part 4 Section 11
clause 2, part A and B, clause 3 and 4. Part 7 section 17 and 18.

The area which is being proposed is currently public space, which is being used by
residents. We have personally being maintaining (mowing etc) all of this large
public space, at our own expense, with the support of council. As agreed to by
Northern Midlands Council, we have planted garden beds and trees, mowed said
area, for the last 7 years. Trees are landscapes are fully mature which is enjoyed
by local residents and wildlife.
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If the Council to go ahead with the proposed road we would hope if possible for
compensation for fencing along Seccombe side which we think is reasonable as
this is a new proposal after being told many times the road would not go through.

Regards
Shane & Judith Gurrr
2 Minerva Drive Perth

Email gurrsi@bigpond.com

Mobile 0417169321
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Rosemary Jones

From: Rebecca Green <admin@rgassociates.com.au>

Sent: Monday, 23 December 2019 10:43 PM

To: NMC Planning

Subject: RE: Email to applicant, representation received to PLN19-0232, Seccombe St round
about access

Attachments: CCF23122019.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Sent toc ECM

Good evening Rosematry,
Please see attached agreed extension of time.

In response to the issues raised within the one representation received | wish to reiterate that the proposal is not
for the construction of the extension of the unmade section of Seccombe Street and that this particular proposal will
nat see through traffic. This proposal must be assessed on its own merits and that the application is for the
construction of an eastern entry/exit connection only from an existing approved roundabout. Any concerns in
relation to through traffic, including any impact on privacy or increase in noise cannot be considered in relation to
this particular development application, other than that associated with the existing approved roundabout. In
relation to valuation of property, this is not a consideration under the provisions of the Planning Scheme and has no
relevance to the matter at hand.

| hope that the planning authority will see favourably towards permitting the proposal.
Kind regards

Rebecca Green

Senior Planning Consultant & Accredited Bushfire Hazard Assessor

Rebecca Green & Associates

m. 0409 284422
P.O. Box 2108, Launceston, 7250

From: NMC Planning <planning@nmc.tas.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 23 December 2019 12:38 PM

To: Rebecca Green <admin@rgassociates.com.au>

Subject: Email to applicant, representation received to PLN19-0232, Seccombe St round about access
Good afternoon,

Please see correspondence attached.

Kind regards,

Rosemary Jones



